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AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO

MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 858, QUINCY
LIBRARY GROUP FOREST RECOV-
ERY AND ECONOMIC STABILITY
ACT OF 1997

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that in the en-
grossment of the bill, H.R. 858, the
Clerk be authorized to make technical
and conforming changes as may be nec-
essary to reflect the action the House
has just taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous matter
on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING SAT-
ELLITE INDUSTRY TECHNOLOGY
DISPLAY IN CANNON CAUCUS
ROOM

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

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, today in
the Cannon Caucus Room, the third
floor of the Cannon Building, all of the
various technologies of the satellite in-
dustry are on display. These dem-
onstrations will give Members a great
look at the world of communications,
of satellite technologies in the develop-
ing world and in the developed world,
and will give a great insight as to what
is coming in terms of technology for
our own country in communications.

I urge Members to stop by before 3
o’clock and just take a look at the fu-
ture in the Cannon Caucus Room on
the third floor.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1775, INTELLIGENCE AU-
THORIZATION ACT, FISCAL YEAR
1998

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 179 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 179

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1775) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 1998 for
intelligence and intelligence-related activi-
ties of the United States Government, the

Community Management Account, and the
Central Intelligence Agency Retirement and
Disability System, and for other purposes.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence now printed in the
bill. The committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be considered by
title rather than by section. Each title shall
be considered as read. Points of order against
the committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute for failure to comply with clause
7 of rule XVI or clause 5(a) or clause 5(b) of
rule XXI are waived. No amendments to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order unless printed in
the portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 6 of rule
XXIII. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. GOSS] is rec-
ognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, for purposes
of debate only, I yield the customary 30
minutes to my friend, the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. FROST], pending which
I yield myself such time as I may
consume. During consideration of this
resolution, all time yielded is for pur-
poses of debate only on this issue.

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude extraneous matter.)

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored to be in the somewhat unique po-
sition of serving the House and my con-
stituents as a member of the Commit-
tee on Rules and as chairman of the
House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence. I certainly feel in very
good company, following the footsteps
of our former colleague, Tony Beilen-
son, who in the 101st Congress served in
both capacities, and did so in great dis-
tinction from the other side of the
aisle.

I am proud to be able to fulfill obli-
gations to both committees in bringing
forward to the House Resolution 179,
making in order H.R. 1775, the Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for fiscal
year 1998. I believe this rule is without
controversy.

With the approval of this rule by the
House later today during a debate on
the bill itself I will be describing in
more detail the specific provisions of
the unclassified portions of H.R. 1775.
All Members have been advised that

the bill’s classified provisions are and
have been available for review in the
Committee on Intelligence spaces.

For the purpose of this rules debate,
I would simply like to point out to the
House that this measure reflects sev-
eral months of very hard work and bi-
partisan cooperation by the Members
of the Committee on Intelligence and
its staff. It is a bill which I think is
solid, professional, and necessary, and
a bill which I believe faithfully fulfills
our obligation to the American people
to conduct vigorous oversight of our
Nation’s intelligence programs and ac-
tivities. We are the line of defense in
that area for the people of this coun-
try. We take our job seriously.

Mr. Speaker, as to this rule, House
Resolution 179 is a fairly traditional
rule for this type of legislation. As in
past years, the rule is a modified open
rule providing for 1 hour of general de-
bate equally divided between the chair-
man and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Intelligence. My
friend, the gentleman from Washington
[Mr. DICKS], will take care of that part
for the minority.

The rule makes in order as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment
the committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute now printed in the
bill which shall be considered by title
and as read.

In addition, based on consultation
with the parliamentarian, the rule
waives points of order against the com-
mittee amendment for failure to com-
ply with clause 7 of rule XVI, which is
the germaneness section, and clauses
5(a) and 5(b) of rule XXI prohibiting ap-
propriations on an authorization bill
and prohibiting the consideration of
tax or tariff measures which have not
been reported by the Committee on
Ways and Means.

These waivers are quite technical,
but I would like to briefly explain them
so Members understand what we are
doing. The germaneness waiver is nec-
essary because the committee mark
which comes in the form of an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is
broader in scope than the bill as origi-
nally introduced.

This will come as no surprise to most
Members. The rule XXI clause 5(a)
waivers pertain to three specific sec-
tions of H.R. 1775: sections 401, 402, and
603. On those specific sections, as on
many of the issues in this legislation,
the Committee on Intelligence staff
has been in close contact with the staff
of the Subcommittee on National Secu-
rity of the Committee on Appropria-
tions which has not, to my knowledge,
objected to these waivers. In fact, we
have worked closely with the appro-
priations staff on this point.

b 1345
Regarding the 5(b) waiver that per-

tains to the Committee on Ways and
Means, I submit for the RECORD cor-
respondence between the Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence, the
Committee on Ways and Means, and
the Committee on Rules.
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The provision in question, which is

section 305 of H.R. 1775, is a 1-year ex-
tension of the deferral of sanctions pro-
vision in current law. Section 305 con-
tinues, until January 6, 1999, the Presi-
dent’s current statutory authority
under the National Security Act to
delay imposing a sanction upon his de-
termination that proceeding with the
sanction could compromise an ongoing
criminal investigation or an intel-
ligence source or method. This subject
matter falls within the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Ways and Means and
within the scope of the prohibition out-
lined in clause 5(b) of rule XXI.

So by way of history, this deferral
authority was in fact first included in
the fiscal year 1996 Intelligence Au-
thorization Act, was extended for 1
year in the fiscal year 1997 intelligence
authorization bill and here we have it
again. Through the exchange of cor-
respondence, the Committee on Ways
and Means and the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence have
reached an accommodation to allow
the 1-year extension provided by sec-
tion 305 to remain in H.R. 1775, as re-
ported, and to coordinate future activ-
ity on this subject.

I understand, therefore, that there is
no objection to granting the waiver
and I understand further that there
will probably be some colloquy during
the debate time on the rule on this
point.

Mr. Speaker, the rule allows for con-
sideration of all germane amendments,
but in the interest of ensuring that
sensitive classified information is pro-
tected, the rule has required that Mem-
bers have their amendments preprinted
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD prior to
consideration of the bill. This has
proved to be a prudent and helpful and
nononerous requirement in past impor-
tant intelligence authorization bills,
and we have made every effort to en-
sure that Members have had ample
time to consider and to file their
amendment and to receive appropriate
staff assistance from our committee, if
desired.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the rule pro-
vides for the traditional motion to re-
commit with or without instructions.
Thus I believe this unanimously sup-
ported rule in the Committee on Rules
is fair, appropriate, and noncontrover-
sial. Accordingly, I urge support for
the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the following correspondence:

PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE,

Washington, DC, July 8, 1997.
Hon. BILL ARCHER,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,

Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR BILL: I am writing to you concerning
your objection to the inclusion of section 305
in this Committee’s Intelligence Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (H.R. 1775). I un-
derstand that staff have consulted on this
issue and resolved the matter to our satisfac-
tion.

To that end, it is important that for future
purposes we set out our agreement that this

provision falls squarely within the scope of
Clause 5(b) of House Rule XXI, which pro-
vides that no tax or tariff provision may be
considered by the House that has not been
considered by the Committee on Ways and
Means. We appreciate your authority over
tax and revenue provisions and in no way
seek to undermine that jurisdiction. I will
work to defeat any additional tax or revenue
increasing provision that any other Member
may seek to attach to this bill, both during
floor consideration of this bill by the House
and during Conference Committee meetings
with the Senate.

This provision is of critical importance to
the protection of intelligence sources and
methods whenever a proliferation violation
has been identified and sanctions are deemed
to be the appropriate method of discipline.
This provision supplies the President with
the necessary flexibility to address the com-
peting interests of punishing the violators
and protecting our national security inter-
ests at the same time. I appreciate your rec-
ognition of this important aspect of this sec-
tion of our bill.

I will also offer any modification of this
provision in future Intelligence Authoriza-
tion bills, beyond a mere reauthorization for
additional periods of time, will be subject to
consultation between our Committees, and
subject to points of order pursuant to Clause
5(b) of House Rule XXI.

Based upon this understanding, I would
ask that you withdraw your request to the
Committee on Rules to strike section 305
from H.R. 1775 prior to consideration by the
full House.

Thank you for your cooperation in this re-
gard and I look forward to your support for
H.R. 1775.

With all best wishes, I remain
Sincerely yours,

PORTER GOSS,
Chairman.

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, July 7, 1997.

Hon. GERALD B.H. SOLOMON,
Chairman, Committee on Rules, House of Rep-

resentatives, Washington, DC.
DEAR GERRY: I am writing to you regarding

further consideration of an import sanction
provision included in H.R. 1775, the Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1998, as reported by the Committee on Intel-
ligence.

As previously indicated, section 305 of H.R.
1775 would amend section 905 of the National
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 441d) to extend
through January 6, 1999 the authority of the
President to stay the application of import
sanctions contained in certain laws outlined
in 50 U.S.C. 441c. The chairman of the House
Intelligence Committee has now acknowl-
edged that this provision falls within the ju-
risdiction of the Committee on Ways and
Means, and he has agreed to oppose the in-
clusion of any other provisions within the ju-
risdiction of the Committee on Ways and
Means during further consideration of this
legislation. Based on this understanding, and
in order to expedite consideration of this im-
portant legislation, I will not object to con-
sideration by the House of H.R. 1775 in its
present form. However, this is being done
only with the understanding that this does
not in any way prejudice the Committee’s ju-
risdictional prerogatives on this measure or
any similar legislation, and it should not be
considered as precedent for consideration of
matters of jurisdictional interest to the
Committee on Ways and Means in the future.
I reserve the right to request that the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means be named as con-
ferees on any provisions of jurisdictional in-
terest should the need arise during further
consideration of the bill.

Thank you for your consideration in this
matter.

Sincerely,
BILL ARCHER,

Chairman.

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

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic mem-
bers of the Committee on Rules sup-
port this rule. We do, however, share a
concern about the provisions of the
rule, and it is the same concern we had
last year. The rule allows only for con-
sideration of those amendments to the
bill which have been preprinted in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD prior to consid-
eration of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, our concern with this
requirement to preprint amendment
centers around the fact that this is not
a particularly controversial bill. Con-
sequently, we are not convinced that
the preprinting requirement is nec-
essary. We understand that preprinting
may ensure that debate on this legisla-
tion does not inadvertently disclose
classified materials. The ranking mi-
nority member of the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence has no
objection to the inclusion of the re-
quirement in the rule. But the Demo-
cratic members of the Committee on
Rules are concerned that a precedent
has now been established with regard
to the construction of the rule for the
consideration of this legislation. I want
to take this opportunity to voice our
concern.

The rule also contains a number of
waivers against the committee amend-
ment including germaneness, appro-
priations on an authorization bill, and
consideration of tax or tariff matters
not reported by the Committee on
Ways and Means.

While the Democratic members of
the Committee on Rules do not oppose
these waivers, we would simply like to
point out to the House that these waiv-
ers are included in the rule.

Mr. Speaker, the funding levels for
intelligence activities authorized in
H.R. 1775 are contained in the classified
annex to the report issued by the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. The committee reported the
bill by a vote of 15 to nothing, and
there are no areas of major controversy
in the bill.

Mr. Speaker, as I stated at the out-
set, I do not oppose this rule. I would
urge my colleagues to support the rule
so that the House may proceed to the
consideration of this vitally important
legislation.

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
distinguished colleague from Texas for
his wise words and support on this mat-
ter.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California [Mr. LEWIS], a member of
the House Permanent Select Commit-
tee on Intelligence.
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Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I thank very much my chairman for
yielding me this time.

I rise to express my support not only
for the rule itself but also for the bill
that will be before the House shortly.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence now for some 4 years and
presently having the privilege of serv-
ing as chairman of the Subcommittee
on Technical and Tactical Intelligence,
I can say that this is a very, very fine-
ly crafted bill. I am speaking to the
bill briefly at this moment before I
have to go to the full Committee on
Appropriations during the time of gen-
eral debate, but I wanted to share with
the Members my thought that in
crafting this bill, it is most impressive
to see that the chairman and our rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. DICKS], have very carefully
gone about scrubbing the numbers here
to make certain that we are spending
as little as possible for very, very im-
portant interests of the American pub-
lic and our national strategic interests
as well.

I would point out that in the final
analysis, there are some very signifi-
cant cuts to a number of unmanned
aerial vehicle programs and other tech-
nical programs in spite of the high pri-
ority given by my subcommittee. At
the same time the funding that does go
for technical assistance is critical to
our future and I think the committee
overall has done a very fine job.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would be re-
miss if I did not point out to my col-
leagues that the President’s request for
some of those tactical intelligence sys-
tems and operations supporting our
men and women in both activities and
reserve military components is signifi-
cantly less than the Congress author-
ized last year.

Mr. Speaker, this bill increases the
President’s request for intelligence
support to the military by only 1.3 per-
cent, and despite this increase, the
bill’s authorization in this area is 4
percent below last year’s.

The men and women who serve and
who indeed have to fight and some-
times die for this country when in dif-
ficult circumstances deserve the best
weapons we can provide but they also
deserve the best intelligence systems
that can be made available. It is our ef-
fort to meet that challenge as well as
we can provide. This bill is a very well
developed and finely balanced bill.

I urge support for the rule as well as
for the bill’s final passage.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. SANDERS].

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time.

I speak in strong support of the rule
which allows for a number of serious
amendments. I think the main point
that I would make, as we proceed in
this discussion, is that it is imperative
for the U.S. Congress to get its prior-
ities straight.

There are proposals that we are going
to be debating here within the next
couple of weeks which call for massive
cuts in Medicare, massive cuts in vet-
erans programs; we have experienced
major cuts in housing, programs for
our kids. And it seems to me that those
Members who are concerned about na-
tional priorities, those Members who
are concerned about deficit reduction
have also got to take a hard look at
the intelligence budget.

It is wrong to say to the elderly, we
are going to cut home care service to
you; say to low income people, we are
going to cut back on Medicaid for you;
allow a situation to continue by which
we have the highest rate of childhood
poverty in the industrialized world;
and then say, well, despite the fact
that the cold war is over, despite the
fact that the Soviet Union does not
exist, that international communism is
basically dead, that despite all of that,
we can allocate more money to the in-
telligence community despite the fact
that the record shows that in area after
area after area, the intelligence com-
munity has been extraordinarily waste-
ful and not costeffective.

I would remind Members that last
year the New York Times reported, and
I quote, May 16, 1996,

In a complete collapse of accountability,
the government agency that builds spy sat-
ellites accumulated about $4 billion in un-
counted secret money, nearly twice the
amount previously reported to Congress, in-
telligence officials acknowledged today.

And the article continues:
To put the $4 billion in perspective, the Na-

tional Reconnaissance Office, what the Na-
tional Reconnaissance Office did was to lose
a sum of money roughly equal to the annual
budgets for the FBI and the State Depart-
ment combined.

John Nelson, appointed last year as
the reconnaissance office’s’s top finan-
cial manager and given the task of
cleaning up the program, said in an
interview published today in a special
edition of Defense Week that the secret
agency had undergone, and I quote, a
fundamental financial meltdown. End
of quote.

Let us get our priorities straight. We
cannot cut for the kids. We cannot cut
for the elderly. We cannot cut for the
homeless, and in fact even make over
the years significant cuts in military
spending and then say to the intel-
ligence community, hey, we treat you
differently than any other aspect of
government.

I rise in support of the rule because it
enables us to have a serious debate on
a major issue.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. DICKS].

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the rule and also urge
my colleagues to support this bill.

Our good friend, the gentleman from
Vermont [Mr. SANDERS], has made a
few comments in the well. I want my
colleagues to know it was the Demo-
cratic staff of the Committee that un-

covered the problem at the NRO. I
want you also to know that both the
authorizers and the appropriators have
taken the money, the excess money
that was there and utilized it for other
programs. So we have dealt with that
problem. In fact, I worry a little bit
that we may have been a little too
harsh on the NRO, but I will report to
the House in my judgment we have
solved the financial problems.

Mr. Deutch, before he left, brought in
new financial people at the NRO. I
think they are doing a very fine job. I
think the problems that were there
have been corrected. It is part of the
process of oversight. We found the
problem. We corrected it. We made
sure that whatever reserves are there
are only those that are necessary to
keep the program going.

Now, this committee operates on a
very bipartisan basis and I think this
bill is a good bill. The gentleman is
correct, we are going to have some
very serious debate here on amend-
ments. I urge my colleagues to support
the rule. But I also would remind every
one that we have cut defense by over
$100 billion between 1985 and 1995. Of
course, the intelligence budget is part
of the defense budget. And it has re-
ceived cuts as well. So to say that this
area has not received reductions sim-
ply is inaccurate. Anyone who wants to
come up and see the numbers in the
committee is welcome to do so.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. CARDIN].

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I hope my colleagues
will support the rule and support the
underlying legislation.

The intelligence community is in a
very difficult position. Because of the
classified nature of their work, it is dif-
ficult for them to respond to some of
the public criticisms. I hope that this
House will not only support the under-
lying legislation but will oppose the
amendment that would make it dif-
ficult for the intelligence community
to be able to carry out their work.
They do outstanding public service. I
have had an opportunity to visit some
of the facilities. I hope more of my col-
leagues would take the opportunity to
visit and see firsthand the type of work
that we are doing. We had the best in-
telligence operation in the world. It is
in our national interest to make sure
that it is adequately authorized and
funded.

I want to congratulate the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. GOSS] and the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr. DICKS]
for their work. They have worked in a
bipartisan manner to bring this legisla-
tion forward. It deserves the support of
this body. I thank my colleague from
Texas for yielding me the time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time. I urge adop-
tion of the rule, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
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Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield back

the balance of my time, and I move the
previous question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr.

ROGAN]. The question is on the resolu-
tion.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 425, nays 2,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 252]

YEAS—425

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Archer
Armey
Bachus
Baesler
Baker
Baldacci
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berman
Berry
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady
Brown (CA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Bunning
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Cardin
Carson
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Christensen
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Coburn

Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crapo
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Dellums
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Ensign
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Fawell
Fazio
Filner
Flake
Foglietta
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fowler
Fox
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Furse
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas

Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hamilton
Hansen
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Hefley
Hefner
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inglis
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (WI)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy (MA)
Kennedy (RI)
Kennelly
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kim
Kind (WI)
King (NY)

Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Klug
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
Livingston
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manton
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDade
McDermott
McGovern
McHale
McHugh
McInnis
McIntosh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (CA)
Miller (FL)
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Molinari
Mollohan
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney

Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pappas
Parker
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Paxon
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Poshard
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Redmond
Regula
Reyes
Riggs
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryun
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaefer, Dan
Schaffer, Bob
Schumer
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays

Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sisisky
Skaggs
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Smith, Adam
Smith, Linda
Snowbarger
Snyder
Solomon
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Stokes
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Talent
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Thomas
Thompson
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tierney
Torres
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Weygand
White
Whitfield
Wicker
Wise
Wolf
Woolsey
Wynn
Yates
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—2

Bonior DeFazio

NOT VOTING—7

Cox
Edwards
Hall (OH)

Hastert
Neumann
Roukema

Schiff
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONSIDERING AS PRINTED TRAFI-
CANT AMENDMENT INADVERT-
ENTLY OMITTED FROM PRINT-
ING IN THE RECORD

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that an amendment
that I have placed at the desk that was
submitted and inadvertently omitted
from the RECORD be considered as
though it had been printed in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, it was
necessary for me to be out of the coun-
try yesterday, preventing me from vot-
ing on rollcall numbers 246, 247, 248, 249,
and 250. Had I been able to vote, I
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on each of
those measures.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1060

Mr. BURR of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, due to a clerical error, I ask
unanimous consent to remove the
name of the gentlewoman from New
York [Mrs. MALONEY] from my bill,
H.R. 1060. Her name was mistakenly
entered as a cosponsor instead of the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
MALONEY].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

f

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 179 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1775.
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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 con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1775) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
1998 for intelligence and intelligence-
related activities of the U.S. Govern-
ment, the Community Management Ac-
count, and the Central Intelligence
Agency Retirement and Disability Sys-
tem, and for other purposes, with Mr.
THORNBERRY in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the

rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. GOSS] and the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. DICKS] will each
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. GOSS].
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