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‘‘Ground elements’’ is a pretty broad
term. What happens if the President
has to act quickly but the Congress is
out of session? The legislation would
require him to delay until he had spe-
cific Congressional authorization. That
delay could cost lives.

I do not think that it is responsible
for us to go forward in this manner.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. PAUL).

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

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

Mr. Speaker, there have clearly been
set two goals among a group of us. We
have been striving to make sure this
Congress follows procedure, that is, if
we go to war, that we do it properly. It
is pretty difficult to achieve this, espe-
cially when a president is willing to go
to war and then we have to do this as
a second thought. I am pleased that, at
least today, we are trying to catch up
on this. The second issue is whether it
is wise to go to war.

Certainly, under these cir-
cumstances, I think it is very unwise
for the American people to go to war at
this time. The Serbs have done nothing
to us, and we should not be over there
perpetuating a war.

Our problem has been that we are
trying to accommodate at least a half
century of a policy which is interven-
tionism at will by our presidents. We
have become the policemen of the
world. As long as we endorse that pol-
icy, we will have a difficulty with the
subject we are dealing with today.

Today we are trying to deal legally
with a half a war. A half a war is some-
thing like a touch of pregnancy. You
can’t have a half a war. If we do not de-
clare war and if we do not fight a war
because it is in our national interest
and for national security reasons, we’ll
inevitably will not fight to win the
war. That has always been our prob-
lem, whether it was Korea, Vietnam, or
even the Persian Gulf war.

To me, it is so important that you
fight war for national security reasons
only, you declare a war and you fight
to win the war. We are not about to do
that today. We are not going to declare
war against Serbia. Serbia has done
nothing to America. They have been
close allies of ours, especially in World
War II. We are not going to do that.
Are we going to demand the troops be
removed? Probably not.

So what are we going to do? We are
going to perpetuate this confusion. But
what we should do is vote down a dec-
laration of war, vote to get the troops
out of Yugoslavia, and vote to stop the
bombing. The sooner we do that, the
better. That is in America’s interests.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the distinguished gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, the Good-
ling-Fowler bill sends the wrong mes-
sage at the wrong time to a person who
has been more responsible than anyone
else for the grievous wrongs committed
in the Balkans.

If any issue should be above politics
and should be above partisanship, it
should be these life and death issues.
But the majority in this House, too
many of them, talk the nonpartisan
talk, but have difficulty walking a bi-
partisan walk on this issue. No one
should ask blind loyalty on this kind of
a matter, but neither should there be
masked politics.

The President has not rushed to use
ground troops, and he should not. But
the opposition often is not sure wheth-
er to criticize the President for being
too weak, or too strong; for using too
little, or too much force.

I found the public at home is ahead of
many officials. Fifty-nine Members, or
I think it may be 57, of the 927th Air
Refueling Wing at Selfridge Air Base
have been called to duty. We met some
of these men and women a few weeks
ago. Their reaction was symbolized by
what was said yesterday by Chief Mas-
ter Sergeant William Shaw: ‘‘If called
up, I will go where I am asked to go,
and with pride.’’

How many more entanglements do
we want of Macedonia, Greece and Tur-
key before we act? How many more
mass murders do we have to see? How
broad does the genocide have to be-
come?

I suggest that we vote down Good-
ling-Fowler, vote down the Campbell
motions, and support the resolution
that was passed by the Senate. It is the
right thing to do at this right time.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM), our Top Gun
from San Diego and a gentleman who
won the Navy Cross carrying out
America’s foreign policy in Vietnam.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, in
my opinion, this is the most inept for-
eign policy in the history of the United
States. The Pentagon told the Presi-
dent not to bomb, that it would only
exacerbate the problems. We have
forced over 1 million refugees. 2,012
were killed in Kosovo prior to the
bombing. NATO has killed more Alba-
nians than the Serbs did in an entire
year, and yet we have exacerbated
those problems.
‘‘So, what do you do, Duke?’’ First

you halt the bombing, then you have
your POW’s returned and you have
Milosevic take his forces out of there.
Use Russian troops. Right now they are
the antagonists. Make them part of the
solution. Use the Russians, use the
Greeks, use the Scandinavians, use the
Italians, to come in there as peace-
keepers and separate these people.

The President has to look Izetbegovic
in the face, he has got to look the
President of Albania in the face, and
say we want 100 percent of the Ira-
nians, the Iraqis and the Afghanistanis,
with the KLA and Mujahedeen and

Hamas, out of there, because Albania
has been in expansionism since the
1850’s, tried to take Montenegro, Mac-
edonia and Greece. You have got to get
them out of there or they are going to
be a problem. The Albanians have got
to stop their expansionism.
Cantonization possibly of Kosovo, but
you have got to take Kosovo off the
table.

One of the President’s big faults, he
did not recognize what Kosovo means
to the Serbs. It is their Jerusalem. Yes,
maybe you can Cantonize it, like you
do in the Scandinavian countries, but
it will have to be part of Serbia. It is
not just Milosevic. The Serbia people
and their nationalism will not give up
Kosovo. Until they realize that, there
is going to be a problem.

You need to take a look at 95 percent
of the aid goes to the federation. You
have got Croatians, about 70 percent
are out of work; the Serbs, the same,
and you have got to stabilize that part
of the country.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT).

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

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, in five
conflicts since the Constitution was
ratified we have declared war, first in-
cluding the War of 1812, last including
World War II. In the period since then
we have had bombardments and block-
ades and occupations and conflicts of
all kinds, civil wars, and war has be-
come sort of a subjective concept.

There are so many variations on it,
that if you read the UN charter you
will not find the word ‘‘war’’ anywhere
included. The charter refers to hos-
tilities, to armed attacks, to breaches
or threats to the peace, to acts of ag-
gression.

The War Powers Resolution was writ-
ten with that reality in mind, written
in the aftermath of Vietnam and
Korea, two wars that were never de-
clared wars, and its authors recognized
that there were some lesser included
alternatives under the rubric of war.

The War Powers Act gives us, the
Congress, an explicit alternative to de-
claring war, total outright war. Within
60 days of a deployment, when we are
notified by the President, we can enact
a specific authorization of such use of
the Armed Forces. That was laid out
for us when we passed the War Powers
Resolution.

The Campbell resolutions I disagree
with and believe frame the choice
falsely. They imply that we can only
declare total war or withdraw totally.

S. Con. Res. 21 takes a different
course, and I think a legitimate one. It
concurs in the air and missile cam-
paign that is now being waged, and, by
not going any further, reserving judg-
ment on the introduction of ground
forces if the air forces do not accom-
plish their objectives.

Fowler-Goodling, on the other hand,
is deficient in several major effects. It




