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will lead to tens of billions of dollars
more being similarly dumped into the
Balkans.

Those voting for this bill should real-
ize their fingerprints will be all over
this ongoing and misguided commit-
ment. Do not kid yourselves. In the
end, tens of billions of dollars will be
spent in the Balkans, and it will come
right out of the hide of Social Security
and Medicare reform, right out of any
effort to modestly reduce the tax bur-
den on our people, and right out of the
hide of our military personnel who are
being put at risk in other areas of the
world where our national security in-
terests are at stake, those military
personnel who are currently being
stretched to the point of exhaustion.

Perhaps the most distasteful part of
what we are doing today is that, in
order to get even limited help to our
vulnerable defenders, we are being told
that we must provide $6 billion more
for a military operation that is ques-
tionable at best.

Even the money that we originally
voted for in this House that was sup-
posed to be aimed at improving the
overall plight of America’s military we
now find has been reduced to $4.5 bil-
lion, which includes projects that have
nothing to do with our national secu-
rity or improving the lot of our troops
and their families.

Military plus-up dollars will be spent,
among other things, on naval bases in
Portugal, barracks and tank washes in
Germany, and base improvements
throughout Europe. In other words, it
is being spent to keep us mired in Eu-
rope’s problems and paying for Eu-
rope’s defense.

We have been suckered in again. For
decades we have provided Europe’s de-
fense and got little thanks for it. Now
that the Cold War is over, they insist
that we spend tens of billions of dollars
more for their stability and that we
must reaffirm our commitment, a very
expensive commitment to their secu-
rity for decades to come.

We have done our part for NATO. We
have done our part for Europe. Let us
have the Europeans step forward and
carry their own load rather than tak-
ing it out of the hide of the American
people.

I have no doubt that the Serbs are
committing the crimes against the
people of Kosovo that are claimed.
Long ago we should have armed free-
dom-loving and democracy-loving
Kosovars so they can defend them-
selves as Ronald Reagan did with the
Afghans.

Instead of giving into the demands of
our European buddies, we are now car-
rying the full load. We have given into
the demands of our European friends,
and we end up carrying the full load,
leading the fight, emptying our Treas-
ury, and recklessly putting our own
forces in other parts of the world in
jeopardy.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues not
to associate themselves with this irra-
tional and risky strategy, this expen-

sive strategy that is draining our
Treasury. Do not be blackmailed into
supporting this poorly conceived Bal-
kan operation, this undeclared war.

The issues of plussing up our mili-
tary should be separate from this wast-
ing of even more of limited defense dol-
lars on such an adventure as we see
down in the Balkans.

Vote against this emergency supple-
mental. Send a message to our Euro-
pean allies. We have carried their bur-
den for too long. Yes, they deserve to
be applauded for their emotional pleas
that something must be done, but let
them do it.

Why is it up to the United States to
always lead the charge, to empty our
Treasury, to put our people at risk?
This is not a case of a dichotomy of ei-
ther doing nothing and watching the
Kosovars go under or sending our
troops in and spending $50 billion.

No, we could have helped the
Kosovars, or the other option is let the
Europeans take care of the problem in
their own backyard. This is the respon-
sible position. It is irresponsible for us
to continue spending limited defense
dollars, stretching our troops out to
the point that they are vulnerable ev-
erywhere, and just taking it out of the
hide of the American people. I ask for
this emergency supplemental to be de-
feated.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DEUTSCH).

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, no bill
is perfect, as we all know, but this bill
is less than perfect. This House passed
a much cleaner bill. Our colleagues in
the Senate, although the Speaker and
the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and the subcommittee
chairman worked very hard to take out
some of the pork and some of the rid-
ers, they did not.
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And the facts are we have some envi-
ronmental riders in this bill that are
almost beyond our imagination that
they are in the bill. There are three en-
vironmental riders, and I think it is
important for our colleagues to know
that they are in the bill.

One repeals the Mining Act of 1872
and effectively lets open-pit mines
take their waste and put it on our Fed-
eral land. So we are talking about sev-
eral hundred acres of pristine Federal
land with toxic waste from open-pit
mines. It is incredible, it is almost be-
yond the straight-face test that that is
in fact what this legislation does. But
that is exactly what this legislation
does.

Another thing that it does is it stops
hard mining regulations which would
have required bonding for open-pit
mines, so that when they do not clean
up their mess, it cannot get cleaned up.

The third environmental rider deals
with oil royalties. All of us know that
this is going on. On Federal land there
is a 12-percent royalty that is supposed
to be paid. And what is being done is

there is a gaming of the system, that
companies are charging their subsidi-
aries a price one-tenth of the actual
price, eliminating 90 percent of the tax.
In effect, we will be saving a hundred
million dollars of their money but cost-
ing us a hundred million dollars of our
money.

These riders ought to be taken out of
the bill. We will have that opportunity
in a motion to recommit later on this
evening.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague,
the gentleman from the State of Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE).

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, there are
some things wrong with this bill, but
there are other things that are rotten
about this bill. What are rotten about
this bill is, under the cover of dark-
ness, conferees, folks from the other
chamber, are attempting to shove down
our throats measures that would never
pass the laugh test, the straight-face
test, on the floor of this House.

Individuals have a thing called the
gag reflex: When they put something
down our throats, we can gag on it.
And the House of Representatives
ought to stand up and gag on these
last-minute subterfuges to try to go
backwards on the environment. And we
will have our chance to do that.

I just wanted to alert other Members,
this afternoon we will have a motion to
recommit, to strip this bill of the envi-
ronmental degradation that would go
on with it, to make sure we can pass a
clean bill. And we are going to do that
24 hours later after we pass this motion
to recommit.

I want to say, if my colleagues go out
and talk to their constituents about
mining, and when they ask them do
they think we should go forward on
mining reform or backward, they will
certainly say we should not go back-
ward, we should go forward.

And on hard rock mining? On the
Mining Act of 1872, these provisions do
not take a small step backward, they
take a giant leap backward. That is
why we ought to recommit and pass a
clean bill. I want to reiterate, this
chamber and the other chamber can do
that very quickly.

It would be a travesty for people, in
their zeal to hand out special-interest
favors against the environment, to
take camouflage behind our troops in
the field to try to pass this. That would
indeed be a sad day in the House of
Representatives.

Let us go forward on the environ-
ment, not backward. Let us go forward
on mining reform, not backward. Let
us stand up for people and the troops.
Pass our motion to recommit, and then
pass the clean bill 24 hours later.

Mrs. MYRICK. 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
gentlewoman for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule but in strong opposition to the
supplemental appropriation.
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The President came to us and asked

us to fund the NATO war, asked for $7.9
billion, but we in the conservative Con-
gress have decided that not only would
we give it to him, but we would bump
that up to $15 billion, which does not
make a whole lot of sense, especially if
Congress has spoken out on what they
think of the war.

And Congress has. We have had sev-
eral votes already. We have voted and
said that we did not think that ground
troops should be sent in. And most
military people tell us that the only
way we are going to win the war is
with ground troops. So we have taken a
strong position. We have had a chance
to vote on declaration of war and make
a decision one way or the other. We
have strongly said we are not going to
declare war.

We have spoken out on the air war.
We did not even endorse the air war.
And the President has spent a lot of
money. They are hoping to get a lot of
this money back from the European
nations, but all that makes us are pro-
fessional mercenaries fighting wars for
other people, which I do not agree
with.

But here we are getting ready to fund
Europe, fund a war that is undeclared.
It does not make any sense. We are giv-
ing more money to the President than
he asked for in a war that cannot be
won and a war that we are not even de-
termined to fight. It just does not
make any sense. So in order to get
enough votes to pass the bill, of course
we put a little bit of extras on there to
satisfy some special interests in order
to get some more votes.

But the real principle here today
that we are voting on is whether or not
we are going to fund an illegal, uncon-
stitutional war. It does not follow the
rules of our Constitution. It does not
follow the rules of the United Nations
Treaty. It does not follow the NATO
Treaty. And here we are just permit-
ting it, endorsing it but further fund-
ing it. This does not make any sense.

We have to finally say, ‘‘enough is
enough.’’ This is how we get into trou-
ble. This is how we make mistakes.
And every day we hear of another mis-
take and apologies being made, inno-
cent people dying. We should not vote
for this supplemental funding.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER).

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

It is a sad day when, regardless of our
feelings about the tragedy in Latin
America and the continuing carnage in
the Balkans, that the price that we
have to pay on the floor of this House
is to inflict damage on the American
taxpayer and the landscape.

There has been certain reference to
the mining law of 1872, which has been
an enormous waste of taxpayer dollars.
Since that law was enacted, the United
States Government has given away al-
most $250 billion in mineral reserves.

In addition to robbing the Treasury,
poorly managed mining operations
have severely and permanently dam-
aged public land. It is estimated the
cost of cleaning up these polluted
mines in the United States is between
$32 billion and $72 billion, costs that
will not be paid by those who profited
from the mining operations.

Finally, the Department of the Inte-
rior, not the Members of Congress, are
attempting to correct some of the
flaws in the mining policy, as Interior
recently has denied an application for
mining operations in the State of
Washington which sought to dump tons
of toxic waste on public land. This de-
nial relied on a previously unused sec-
tion of the 1872 mining law and could
be applied to mining operations across
this country.

In addition, the Bureau of Land Man-
agement has been attempting for the
past 3 years to promulgate new mining
regulations that would address modern
mining practices, impose meaningful
environmental standards, and help pro-
tect taxpayers from the cost of clean-
ing up abandoned mines.

I am appalled that the legislation be-
fore us today to deal with disaster re-
lief contains environmental riders
which would prevent us from cleaning
up mining in the United States. The
first rider would permit the unsound
mining practices to go forward not just
in the State of Washington but allows
similar practices throughout the
United States until the end of the year.
And for the third time in 3 years are
riders included which delays implemen-
tation of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment’s new mining regulations.

I strongly urge that we oppose this
legislation and move to support the
motion to recommit.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SANFORD).

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
ambivalence toward the rule but in
strong opposition to the supplemental
itself.

Because my dad used to have a say-
ing, and that was that ‘‘the road to hell
is paved with good intentions.’’ And I
think that that fairly well sums up
this supplemental, because it may have
the best of intentions in a whole lot of
different areas within the government,
but it is most certainly the road to hell
in saving Social Security.

I mean, last fall we spent $20 billion
on an ‘‘emergency basis.’’ Now we find
ourselves about to spend another $13
billion on this ‘‘emergency basis.’’
That is $33 billion sucked out of my
kids’ Social Security account. So I
think we really are on the road to hell
with these ‘‘emergency bills’’ because
they are coming out of one pot and
that is the Social Security pot.

Now, leaving aside the fact that it
has got a lot of strange stuff in it,
whether it is $2.2 million for a sewer
for the winter Olympics, $3 million to
redo dormitories, $100,000 for a YMCA
down in Southern California, $330,000

for the minority leader and the major-
ity whip, $25,000 for the chief deputy
whips to the Republican and Democrat
parties, a lot of stuff that is by no
means emergency.

What I think we need to take from
this thing is a lesson; and that is, if
this same $33 billion was in individual
accounts across this country, in indi-
vidual Social Security accounts across
this country, then Washington came up
short for the YMCA down in Southern
California, or who knows what, and
wanted to take that money out of that
account, I think people would go ber-
serk.

I think we have really got to look at
creating some kind of real firewall be-
tween people’s Social Security money
and political forces in D.C. Because, if
not, we are going to continue to go the
way these supplemental bills are going.

Mr. HALL of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, cer-
tainly there are many sorry provisions
in this conference report. It is hard to
really concentrate on just one or two
of them. But it seems to me the one
that has gotten attention from several
speakers because of its very adverse en-
vironmental consequences, the crown
jewel open-pit gold mine, is appro-
priately placed in this bill.

The problem is that those who are
supporting this conference report view
the Social Security surplus as the
crown jewel open-pit gold mine to fund
whatever it is they want to fund. This
bill has very little to do with busting
Belgrade and a great deal to do with
bursting the budget.

Keep in mind that well over $10 bil-
lion in this proposal is paid for directly
out of the Social Security surplus. This
is the same surplus which the Repub-
lican leadership was planning to come
to the floor this week and lock up in a
lockbox. Well, they were ashamed to
come out the same week that they are
turning on the spigot on the Social Se-
curity surplus, because that is just ex-
actly what is happening here when we
drain out for short-term, allegedly
emergency purposes the Social Secu-
rity surplus to pay for things that
ought not to be paid for by the next
generation.

In this particular proposal that we
are considering, the Republican Con-
gressional Budget Office only within
the last month told us what it would
take to fund this war. They said $600
million in the initial phase and about a
billion dollars per month to sustain an
air campaign. Supposedly in this emer-
gency appropriation we would fund
those appropriations necessary to
carry us to September 30, when the reg-
ular appropriations bill would come
into play.

How did that amount of money get
blown into almost $15 billion of money?
In the way this Congress seems to oper-
ate, too often Republicans said that
they did not like this war, they were
proud to vote against the President on




