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its way to suggest that both countries
were equally guilty. At last week’s
briefing, the State Department spokes-
man was just stating the facts, describ-
ing the situation in Kashmir as it truly
is. I hope that the State Department
and other administration officials will
not bow to Pakistani pressure in char-
acterizing the current conflict in Kash-
mir. It is clear that Pakistan has had a
major role in precipitating this current
conflict. Pakistan has for years tried
to internationalize its bilateral dispute
with India over Kashmir, and it is a
strategy we cannot allow to succeed.

Officially, Pakistan claims that it
only provides political and moral sup-
port for militants in Kashmir, al-
though I think it is highly inappro-
priate to use the term ‘‘moral’’ for a
campaign of terror that has claimed
thousands of victims, both Hindu and
Muslim, and has made refugees of hun-
dreds of thousands of Kashmiri pun-
dits. Mr. Rubin’s statement indicates a
recognition of the obvious fact that the
militants have crossed over from Paki-
stan. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, there are re-
ports indicating that these well-trained
mercenaries are not only supported by
the Pakistani Army, but that Paki-
stani Army regulars may be partici-
pating in the infiltration of India.

The bottom line, Mr. Speaker, is that
India has undertaken a defensive oper-
ation to repulse hostile infiltrators,
and India has taken appropriate steps
to keep its neighbor Pakistan and the
world community informed about its
actions. The militants are occupying
strategic locations, threatening to
alter the current line of control that
was established by the U.N. in a nego-
tiated cease-fire and which both coun-
tries officially recognize and honor, al-
most as a de facto international bound-
ary. India could not stand by and allow
this to continue.

During this conflict, India’s Prime
Minister Vajpayee has been in contact
with his Pakastani counterpart, Prime
Minister Sharif, and the Directors-Gen-
eral of Military Operations of India and
Pakistan have been in contact with
each other over the hotline installed to
defuse tensions between the two coun-
tries. The U.S. Ambassador to India,
Richard Celeste, has been briefed by
both the Defense Department and the
External Affairs Ministry in New
Delhi. The week before last, India’s
Ambassador to the United States came
up to Capitol Hill to brief Members of
Congress, and other friendly govern-
ments have also been briefed.

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken out re-
peatedly about the need to repeal the
economic sanctions that were imposed
on India and Pakistan last year pursu-
ant to the Glenn amendment after both
countries conducted nuclear tests. In
fact, I have introduced legislation to
repeal these sanctions which have done
nothing to promote nuclear non-
proliferation or to build confidence be-
tween India and Pakistan. What the
sanctions have accomplished is to
cause American businesses to lose

trade and investment opportunities
with both India and Pakistan, to dis-
rupt bilateral relations in many other
areas not related to military or nuclear
technology, and to block important de-
velopment projects funded by inter-
national lending institutions.

The current situation in Kashmir
should have nothing to do with our ef-
forts to lift the sanctions imposed by
the Glenn amendment.

But the current situation does point
to an area where I believe U.S. sanc-
tions should be maintained. The Press-
ler amendment bans U.S. military as-
sistance to Pakistan unless the U.S.
President certifies that Pakistan does
not possess nuclear weapons. Late last
month, Assistant Secretary of State
for South Asian Affairs, Karl
Inderfurth, testified before a Senate
Foreign Relations subcommittee in
support of repealing the Pressler
amendment, and I greatly respect Rick
Inderfurth, Mr. Speaker, but I believe
he was wrong on this issue.

The justification for the Pressler
amendment is Pakistan’s long-term in-
volvement in nuclear proliferation. In-
deed, the Cox report contains several
references to transfers of nuclear tech-
nology and missile technology between
China and Pakistan. India’s nuclear
program, on the other hand, is an in-
digenous program, and India has not
been involved in sharing this tech-
nology, and this is a very important
distinction.

Now, Pakistan’s involvement in supporting
the militants that continually infiltrate India’s
territory is an example of how Pakistan pro-
motes regional instability and commits or sup-
ports aggression against its neighbors. India is
not involved in these kinds of hostile, desta-
bilizing activities.

Mr. Speaker, our priority should be to do
what we can to promote stability and eco-
nomic opportunities in South Asia. The best
way we can do that is to lift the sanctions im-
posed under the Glenn Amendment. While I
obviously oppose repealing the Pressler
Amendment, in any case we should be focus-
ing now on lifting the sanctions imposed by
the Glenn Amendment. We must not be pulled
into intervening in the Kashmir issue, since
India and Pakistan must resolve this conflict
on a bilateral basis.

I urge that American statements on this
issue continue to recognize which party is the
destabilizing force and which one is trying to
defend itself from outside aggression.

f

CALLING FOR CREATION OF THE
NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINIS-
TRATION

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

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker,
there has been a lot of discussion about
the loss of sensitive military informa-
tion to China. We must take steps to
make sure these losses do not happen
again, but that responsibility is not
just the administration’s, it also falls
on us in Congress to fix what is broken.

One of the things that is broken is
the organizational structure and man-
agement of the nuclear weapons com-
plex in the Department of Energy.
Study after study, report after report,
commission after commission have
found that DOE’s management of our
nuclear weapons program has been a
mess. In fact, I am personally aware of
18 studies over the past 10 years, all of
which are highly critical of the man-
agement and organization of the DOE
related to nuclear weapons.

Just in April, Secretary Richardson’s
own review team reported that roles
and responsibilities are unclear, lines
of authority and accountability are not
well understood or followed, and this
lack of clear accountability and lines
of authority is a basic systemic prob-
lem which is partly responsible for the
serious security lapses.

As serious as those lapses are, they
are only one detrimental effect of the
DOE management structure. The chal-
lenge of making sure that our nuclear
weapons remain safe and reliable well
beyond their design life without nu-
clear testing is enormously daunting.
We simply will not be able to do the
job, and our national security will not
be protected if we fail to correct the
management problems that have
plagued DOE for 20 years. It is time to
act. This is an opportunity we cannot
afford to miss.

So, if the problem is so clear and un-
deniable, even according to DOE’s own
internal findings, why does not DOE fix
the problem itself? After the most re-
cent DOE internal management review,
Secretary Richardson announced some
reforms which do move in the right di-
rection, but they do not move nearly
far enough and still retain confusing,
overlapping bureaucracies without one
clear chain of command.

GAO has written a report devoted
just to this question of why the DOE,
fully knowing what the problem is,
cannot fix itself, and the bottom line is
that for 20 years DOE has not been able
to solve the problem, and even with the
best of intentions it will not be able to
solve the problem alone. Congress must
act, and we must act before it is too
late.

I will also say that in my view the
administration is more focused on con-
taining the political damage arising
from the spy scandal than it is on solv-
ing the underlying problems which al-
lowed the spy scandal to take place. We
in Congress cannot allow ourselves to
just respond to today’s headlines in a
political way, we have to channel all of
this energy and concern generated by
the scandal into constructive solutions
for a long-term problem.

Working with Senators and others, I
have drafted a proposal which cuts to
the heart of the problem and would set
the nuclear weapons complex on the
right path to do its job and protect our
security. My proposal would create a
new agency within the Department of
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Energy called the Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration. That agency would be re-
sponsible for all aspects of develop-
ment, testing and maintenance of our
nuclear weapons and for the facilities
which comprise our nuclear weapons
complex. It would have only one person
at the top who would be an Under Sec-
retary of Energy, and that person
would have the authority to do the job
with a clear direct chain of command.
If something goes wrong, the Sec-
retary, the President, the Congress
know who to hold accountable.

The essential elements of this pro-
posal have been recommended time
after time in study after study, and
after all this study I think we would be
negligent in our duties if we do not
take advantage of those studies and re-
ports and implement their rec-
ommendations.

I think there is one other point that
is important. If the last year has
taught us anything, it should have re-
minded us of the central role that nu-
clear weapons play in strategic rela-
tionships around the world. From India
and Pakistan to China, we are re-
minded that nothing alters the balance
of power faster than a change in nu-
clear capability. If we do not protect
our own nuclear deterrent against espi-
onage and against aging, the security
of our Nation and ideals will be threat-
ened. We should act today when the
path is clear and the time is right.

f

WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON
MENTAL HEALTH

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, today I
had the great honor of taking part in
the landmark White House Conference
on Mental Health. This conference
brought together mental health pro-
viders, consumers and people from the
private sector, and our goal was to de-
velop strategies to eliminate the exist-
ing stigmas and encourage an environ-
ment of health where people with men-
tal illness can thrive. The conference
highlighted promising practices to
limit discrimination, improve preven-
tion and treatment and explore new
steps so that we can take positive di-
rection in helping people with mental
illness. The conference was downlinked
to over 6,000 sites around this country,
including one in Santa Barbara, Cali-
fornia, so that communities can come
together in these important issues.

Earlier this year I introduced House
Resolution 133, a bipartisan resolution
which currently has 100 cosponsors to
focus public attention on this historic
event. I was proud to have a con-
stituent here to take part in the con-
ference, Annmarie Cameron. She is the
Executive Director of the Santa Bar-
bara Mental Health Association, and
brought her expertise from the central
coast of California here to Washington,
D.C. Working with the Santa Barbara

Mental Health Association Board,
Annmarie has been instrumental in af-
fecting public policy on numerous
issues. She has focused her consider-
able skills on increasing funding for
mental health services, diverting per-
sons with mental health disabilities
from the criminal justice system, de-
veloping special needs housing for the
homeless mentally ill. Her hands-on
experience and professional expertise
was a great asset to today’s discus-
sions.

I want to commend the President and
especially Mrs. Tipper Gore for con-
vening this conference. As Mental
Health Policy Adviser to the President,
Mrs. Gore brings knowledge and under-
standing of this complex subject and
has devoted much of her life to raising
awareness of mental health related
issues. Just recently she took the
brave step of publicizing her own battle
with depression and her family history
of mental illness. Her work will benefit
people all around the country who have
so long suffered in silence.

At today’s conference I cochaired a
panel on the Education and Training
for Health Care Providers. There were
many good panels. In ours, we focused
how we can train our front-line med-
ical providers as well as teachers to
spot the signs of mental illness in chil-
dren and then refer them for necessary
care.

As a school nurse for 20 years, I know
that the signs of mental illness are
sometimes difficult to detect. The peo-
ple who work with our kids and young
adults need to be proactive in screen-
ing for mental illness. If we detect
problems earlier, we have a much bet-
ter chance of giving our children a bet-
ter opportunity to live a healthier life.

As we think about the school envi-
ronment we provide for our children
and our local communities, we are
mindful of the kind of resources our
young people need as they grow and de-
velop.

School violence is the tip of the ice-
berg, but of course it catches our at-
tention, and it should. I have proposed
increasing the funding within the Safe
and Drug-Free Schools Act to provide
more counselors for our middle schools.
In California, we have the fewest num-
ber per student in the Nation.

At this time there are 10 million
adults in our Nation who suffer serious
and chronic effects from mental ill-
ness, but for years the problem of men-
tal illness has been swept under the
rug. Sadly, people in need of help fall
through the cracks of our mental
health system every day.

Some cases, like the shooting in the
Capitol or the New York subway inci-
dent grab headlines, but this systemic
failure is repeated all too often
throughout our country in so many
daily tragic situations for people who
suffer from mental illness as well as
their families, their friends, and their
communities. Our goal must be to at-
tain greater insight into the troubling
nature of mental illness and formulate
policies to address these needs.

Today’s landmark conference was an
excellent step in the right direction by
engaging in meaningful dialog on these
issues which affect so many Americans.
We are educating ourselves. With edu-
cation comes understanding, and hope-
fully with understanding will come
treatment and relief for the millions of
people and their families who suffer
mental illness every day.

f

b 1915

A POSITIVE SPIN ON AN UGLY
WAR

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

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the Yugo-
slavian civil war, now going on for
years, was near ending until NATO
chose to enter on the side of the KLA
seeking independence. Aggressively en-
tering the fray by invading a foreign
nation, in direct opposition to its char-
ter, NATO has expanded the war and
multiplied the casualties. The impasse
now reached, although predictable,
prompts only more NATO bombing and
killing of innocent civilians on both
sides. It is difficult to see how any good
can come from this continuous march
of folly, but I am going to try.

Number one, the U.N. has suffered a
justified setback in its effort to be the
world’s governing body of the new
world order, and that is good. By NATO
refusing to seek a U.N. resolution of
support for its war effort, it makes the
U.N. look irrelevant. Now NATO is
using the U.N. to seek a peace settle-
ment by including the Russians, who
agree to play the game as long as addi-
tional American tax dollars flow to
them through the IMF. The U.N. looks
weak, irrelevant, ignored, and used.
The truth is winning out.

Number two, NATO is on the verge of
self-destruction. Since the purpose of
NATO to defend against a ruthless So-
viet system no longer exists, that is
good, NATO, in choosing to break its
own rules looks totally ineffective and
has lost credibility. The U.S. can get
out of NATO, come home, save some
money and let Europe tend to its own
affairs, and we can then contribute to
peace, not war.

Number three, Tony Blair’s true
character has now become known to
the world. He has not only annoyed
many Americans, but many Germans,
French, Italians and Greeks as well. By
Blair demanding more American
bombs, money and the introduction of
ground troops, many have become
skeptical of his judgment. It is much
easier now to challenge his influence
over Bill Clinton and NATO, and that
is not only good, but necessary.

Number four, more Americans every
day are discovering that military
spending is not equivalent to defense
spending. This is a good start. It is
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