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“corrected and that the date be Jan-
uary 31, 1976.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
dissouri?
There was no objection.
Mr. BAUMAN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? £
Mr, BOLLING. I yield to the genfle-
man from Maryland.
Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, sinrce this
resolution comes out of the Committee
n Rules, I will take this time to ask a
auestion about section 7.
. That section says that the expenses of
the select committee created by this
resolution: shall not exceed $750,000. In
section 10, further language appears
reading— .
Unexpended funds authorized for the use
of the Select Committee under H, Res. 138.

el cetera, shall be transferred to the
newly created committee., .

I raise the questions whether these
provisions in effect, are doubling the
money to be expended. I understand
that there is about $725,000 remaining
from the old, or about to be former com-
mittee, if that is the will of the House.
My gquestion is-will these two sums be
atdded together for this new committee
granting nearly $1,400,000. That would
bz enough to impeach a President.

Mr. BOLLING. We have checked this
out very carefully, that the limitation of
the new committee is three-quarters of
4 million dollars, $750,000, including any
money from any other source. In other
words, this is not a duplication. This is
2 limitation which is identical to the

' original limitation, and there is no
duplication.

Mr. BAUMAN, I thank the gentleman
for that welcome assurance.

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

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Spesker, I yield
myself as much time as I may use.

(Mr. QUILLEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks,)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr., Speaker, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BoLLing)
has explained the provisions of the res-
olution. I voted against the resolution
in the Rules Committee, slthough this
cvening I see no objection to this House
debating the resolution sbolishing the
Select Commitee on Intelligence and
vonsidering the amendment of the
gentieman from Missourt (Mr, BoLrive) .

When we finish general debate on the
Solling resolution, I shall ask the
Bpeaker’s permission to offer my amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute to
clearly and definitely abolish the Select
Committee on Intelligence, feeling that
‘here have already been enough investi-

vtions made of the CIA.

The Rockefeller ' Commission has
made its report. The Church Commitiee
' the Senate now has the CIA under
iull investigation. I see no reason that
his House should create a Select Com-
ittee or special committee for further
consideration and further Investigation
L this agency of the government,

Therefore, Mr, Spesker, I shall offer
‘11 gmendment in the nature of 3 sub=-
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stitute to abolish, but at this time I have
no reservation on the rule as presented.
Mr. Speaker, I have no further requests
for time, but I reserve the balance of my
time. :
Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move
the previous question on the resolution.
The previous question was ordered.
The Resolution was agreed fo.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table. -

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE
SPEAKER

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to
make a statement relative to a request
made by the gentleman from Missouri
while House Resolution 596, the rule for
the consideration of House Resolution
591, was under consideration in the
House. The Chair entertained a request
to make a technical correction in House
Resolution 591. The resolution establish-
ing a Select Committee on Intelligence,
because the Chair understood that the
request was belhg made to correct an
-error in the rule itself,

The Chair must state that the request
to correct House Resolution 591 was nof
made at the proper point in the proceed-
ings. However, the error in House Reso-
lution 591 may be corrected at a later
point in the proceedings on that resolu-
tion.

ESTABLISHING A SELECT COMMIT-
TEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. BOLLING. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself info the
Committee of the Whole House on the

- State of the Union for the consideration

of the resolution (H. Res. 591) establish-
ing a Select Commitiee on Intelligence.
The SPEAKER, The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Missourt (Mr. BoLrLing). :
The motion was agreed to. * -
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Commitiee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the resolution House Reso-
lution 591, with Mr. Evans of Colorado in
the Chair, .

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. %

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the resolution was dispensed with.

The CHATRMAN. Under the rule, the
gentleman from Missourl (Mr. BoLLING)
will be recognized for 1 hour, and the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. QUiL=-
1eN) will be recognized for 1 hour.

The Chalir recognizes the gentleman
irom Missouri.

Mr, BOLLING. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

(Mr. BOLLING asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chalrman, I know
that the members of the committee are
tired, that this is a bad night, and that
the prospect of having 2 hours of general
debate on any subject would be rather
hard on most Members. But this matter
is being brought up now, as I tried to
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state, simply because there really is no
other time on the schedule when it can
be handled between now and August 1.

Mr. Chairman, the proposal that is
before us probably does not really suit
anybody. It grows out of a very, very
complicated situation, which I am not
even going to atempt to judege. I do not
believe that anybody is all righi in this
situation or that anybody is sll wrong
in the situation. I do believe that it is
incumbent upon the Members of the
House of Representatives and the House
as a whole to deal with this situation.

The Committee on Rules, after a con-
siderable amount of thought and 2 con-
siderable amount of delay, not unani-
mously, but by a two to one vote, decided
that this was the best way it could figure
out to come up with a recommendation
that the whole House might accept, a
recommendation that would change the
situation within the Select Commitiee on
Intelligence enough so that it might get
off dead center.-

It clearly probably will please no one,
it probably is not a perfect solution be-
cause there is no perfect solution to this
particular problem. But it does represent
a solution that might work after months
of effective inaction.

Mr. Chairman, I am not the least bit
interested in who is at fault. It seems to
me that this committee should have an
opportunity to see if it can organize itself
and function, and the only way we could
see to come together in the Committee on
Rules was o reestablish the committee
with 13 members and abolish the old one
so that the matter could be startad again:

For all I know, the House will furn this
down. For all I know, if it does not tirn
it down and it succeeds, the whole at-
tempt may fail. But nobody came up with
a solution that seemed to have as much
possibility of success as this compromise
on top of a compromise on top of a com-
promise,

The attempt is to make it possible for
the House of Representatives to have a
Select Commitiee on Intelligence with a
broad jurisdiction which can carry for-
ward to a conclusion the work that has
not gone forward for a number of
months. That is the only purpose. The
Members will notice that I am trying very
hard to leave everybody involved out of
it. I am reasonably sure that that will
not be a total success, but as faras I am
concerned I have stated accurately my
reason for making the motion, the rea-
son of the Commities on Rules for pass=
ing the motion.

I believe that this 1s the best way that
we can proceed to try to proceed with
this particular matter.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yleld?

Mr. BOLLING: I will be glad to yield
to the gentlewoman. .

Ms. ABZUG. I thank the gentleman
for ylelding. Mr. Chairman, it is very
difficult to conduct a debate on a bill in
this fashion, because what the gentlema
is bringing before this House is a bi
which merely establishes a Select Com=
mittee on Intelligence fo conduct an in-
quiry into the organization, operation
and oversight of the intelligence com-
munity. X
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lution, from a quick reading of it, and

-the ‘resolution previously before us is

that it provides for an additional three
me!

The CHAIRMAN The time of the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BOI.I.ING) has
expired. '

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I"yield
myself 2 additional minutes.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield further, could he, there-
fore, please explain on what basis we
should agree to this resolution, adopt this
commitiee, and abolish another commit-~
tee without the gentleman addressing
himself to the merits?

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I will
?e glad to. I will repeat what I said be-~

ore.

As far as I am concerned, the only
merit which should concern the House is
net & question of conflict of individuals,
If there was one, and not the difficulty in
orgenizing the old committee, as there
was one, but the fact that the House
seems to have a Select Committee on In-
telligence. As far as I am concerned, this
is the closest that anybody has come to
a suggestion as to how we can have g Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence which will
“organize and function.

Ms., ABZUG., Mr. Chairman, the diffi-
culty I bave with that is this: There are
quite evidently members on that commit-
tee who do wish a vigorous investigation
of the CIA. I can only assume that by a
proposal which seeks to constitute a dif-
ferent committee, obviously the gentle-
man wishes to place new and other mem-
bers on this committee. What the gentle-
man is suggesting in this resolution is
that we should have a new committee
composed of new members, without say-
ing why that should be done. I think the
real problem on this commitiee has been
that there have been those who have
been seeking a vigorous investigation of
the CIA, And frankly—and I think it is
about time we discussed this issue frank-
ly—there was an unwillingness to pro-
ceed in that fashion on the part of the
chairmanship of this committee.

I, therefore, think that if we are inter-
ested, as we must be, because of the im-
portant revelations that have come for-
ward to date of the illegal activities of
the CIA, in 2 vigorous investigation of
the CIA, we should not agree to 3 resolu-
tion which appears to have an intention
to replace rmembers on the commitiee
who are vigorpusly interested in investi-
gating with those who may very well not
be so interested.

The CHATRMAN. The {ime of the gen~
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BoLring) has
again expired.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 additional minutes, and I will
not additionally to the gentlewoman
from New York during those 2 minttes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-

nizes the gentieman from Missouri (Mr.
BOLLING).
. Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman; I am
delighted that the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. Aszuc) has intervened
as she has.

That, in my judgment, is not the issue.
If the gentlewoman wishes to put that

construction on this matter, it is her
privilege. My view of the matter is that
there was no Investigation of anything
for about 6 months, For whatever reason,
I cannot say, and the gentlewoman is
Just as competent as I to say.

I think what the House wants is an
investigation that goes forward. The only
way I can see to gef an investigation that
will go forward vigorously and to do
what the mandate of the resolution calls
for is to have a new committee.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to my friend,
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
Ruopes), the minority leader.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I am
just a bit mystified as to the magic of the
number, 13. As far as I can tell, the only
difference between the committee to be
established by the resolution and the
previous committee is the difference in
the membership of the committee, the
change in membership from 10 to 13. I
would just be interested in having some
explanation as to why there is the differ-
ence.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I do
not think there is any magic in the num-
ber 13. Some members-of the Commit-
tee on Rules thought seven members
might be a good idea; some thought that
10 members might be a good idea.

This resolution, as did the previous
one, leaves to the Speaker the right or
the responsibility to appoint. In effect
that means that he will appoint nine,
and the minority leader will recommend
and the Speaker will appoint four. What
this does is give the Speaker, the ap-
pointing authority, additional fSexibiility
as fo personalities and numbers, and I
hope it will be helpful in that respect.

Mr, RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

(Mr. QUILLEN. asked a.nd was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, we are
here this evening debating a resolution
to reconstitute the Select Commitiee on
Infelligence of the House with 13 mem-~
bers instead of 10, giving the Speaker
authority to appoint these members, as is
usual under the rules of the House.

- “The House created a Select Commitice
on Intelligence in good faith at the be-
ginning of this session of the Congress.
The members were appointed. Because
of disagreement within their own ranks,
no investigation has been made; and as
a result, the House has suffered the con-
sequences in the media throughout the
country. Leaks have occurred, and I cer-
tainly do not infer that the appointed
members of the select committee are re-
sponsible. However, if we pick up the
newspapers, there is talk about leaks
concerning the CIA involving the White
House and even involving the Cungress of
the United States.

© The Rockefeller Comrmssion appointed
by the President made a full and honest
effort for an investigation of the CIA,
and made a full report, leaving out the
details of alleged assassination plots. The
Church committee created by the Senate,

S

b bl

3| WUV gty SRR
however, now has a full investigation
underway of the CIA, while in the House
here, after 6 months have elapsed, there
has been no action whafsoever.

‘What assurance do we have if 13 Mem-
bers are appointed 4hat anything mean-
Ingful will come forth? The major focus
has been on the CIA, but I wonder
whether the .Members of this House
fully realize what the Select Committee
on Intelligence really is authorized to
‘delve into?

Let me repeat, the resolution that we
passed here some 6 months ago gives thi
committee authority to investigate the
National Security Council, the U.8. In-
telligence Board, the President’s Foreign
Intelligence Advisory Board, the CIA, the
Defense Intelligence Agency, the intel-
ligence components of the Department
of Army, Navy, and Air Force, the Na-
tional Security Agency, the Intelligence
and Research Bureau of the Department
of State, the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, the Department of the Treasury,
and the Department of Justice, the
Energy. Research and Development Ad-
ministration, and any other instrumen-
talities of the U.S. Government engaged
in or otherwise responsible for -intel-
ligence operations in the United States
and abroad,

My colleagues, what have we done? If
we reconstitute this select committee, we
have given the members of this commit-
tee an official license to go on a witch-
hunt and do whatever they like.

I think that investigations are im-
portant, but they should not be unneces-
sary duplication. I would like to see us

-this evening abolish this select committee

without the creation of anocther, and
then with due deliberation, after a few
days, after committee hearings, do what-
ever is necessary ‘to recreate another
committee, possibly in conjunction with
the Senate.

T say tonight, when we go info the
amendment stage on Wednesday, that I
shall offer an amendment to abolish the
select committee and do away with it a1
together. I think this House would stand
much taller as a unit if we could ac-
complish that. = @ . _

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, T yield
3 minutes {o the gentleman from Mis~
sissippi (Mr. MonrcoMERY) for the pur-
pose of speaking out of order. )

(By unsnimous consent, Mr. MonT~
coMERy was allowed fo spezk out of
order.)

7O ESTABLISH A SELECT COMMITTEE ON POWS
AND MIAS

Mr. MONTGOMERY asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman,
I thank the Chairman, the genfleman
from Missourl (Mr. Borring), for giving
me this opportunity.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to talk
briefly and I think that the subject I
will mention does refer to this issue being
debated tonight.

*' In March of this year; Mr. Chairman,
I and other members introduced a reso-
jution pertaining to the missing in ac-
tion, setting up a House select committee
{0 try and find out some up-to-date re-
port on the 37 Americans still classified
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as POW’s, the -980 Americans classified
a3 missing in action, and the 1,100 Amer-
icans missing in action, but whose bodies
have never been recovered. 1

Mr. Chairman, I am not standing here
criticizing the Commitiee on Rules, or its
Chairman. I think they have been fair
to me and to the authors of this resolu-
tion, but I would like to point out that
over 270 Members of. the House of Rep-
resentatives have signed this resolution
ias!lciing that a select committee be estab-
ished.

We have gone before our Committee-

on Rules. Since I have been before the
Committee on Rules, this Committee has
reported out a joint select committee for
the Bicentennial, which I think is cer~
tainly necessary. We are slso now talking
about another intelligence commitiee

which has also been voted out by the.

Committee on Rules.

As I see it, Mr. Chairman, there is a
new ballgame in Southeasi Asia, In my
opinion, if we could get some interna-
tional group to go to these crash sites,
and if we could show some interest back
in the United States by setting up this
-select committee,; that the House of Rep-
resentatives does care and this commit-
tee is formed; I truly believe we can
come up with some type of finalization,
some type of asnwers on the missing in
action. This will bring some comfort to
the loved ones that Congress has not for-
gotten its brave men.

I have talked to the Speaker of the
House, and there is a possibility that we
could find space for this select commit-
tee. The commission does not need a big
staff, but Mr. Chairman, I assure you
we would go to work at once if given the
chance. It just seems to me that if we
were ever going to arrive at any type of
final announcement on the missing in
action and the American bodies that
should be brought home for proper burial
that we do need this select committee to
show the North Vietnamese that these
Americans have not been forgotten.

Mrs. FENWICK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will be glad to
vield to the gentlewoman from New
Jersey.

(Mrs. FENWICK asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs. FENWICK. Mr, Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Musissippx
for yielding to me. I would like to as-
sociate myself with the gentleman’s re-
marks, and express my support for his
opinions and his conclusions.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman,
I thank the gentlewoman.

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from New York.

(Mr. OTTINGER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Chairman, I
certainly applaud the gentleman from
Mississippi for his leadership on this
very important issue. I just think that
the State Department has neglected tak-
ing action on this, and it is up to us to
provide fhe initiative. I certainly join the
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gentleman from Mississippi-in his efforts,
and hope that the Committee on Rules
and-the leadership of the House will sup-
port the gentleman’s efforis.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr, Chairman, I
thank the gentleman very much.

Mrs. BOGGS. Mr., Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentlewoman from Louisiana. 3

(Mrs. BOGGS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs, BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, I fully
support the suggestions made by the gen~
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. MonT-
GOMERY) and commend the gentleman for
?_ringing this before this body at this

ime.

I would like to say to6 this body per-
sonally that when Hale disappeared that
the families of the MIA’s and the POW's

- were the most supportive in our efforts

to try to locate him, and also the body
of the late Nick Begich.

I think that we owe all of those fami-
lies the same consideration that they
showed™ to us under szmxlar cxrcum—
stances. -

Mr. MONTGOMERY I thank the
gentlewoman.

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

(Mr. GUYER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Chairman, as one
who has tried to work closely with the
families of those missing in action and
the prisoners of war, I share in their
heartache, because there have been
times when they thought that nobody
cared.

We - have appealed and worked
through two Secretaries of State and two
Presidents. It is difficult to go from the
Defense Department to the State -De-
partment and back again.

As the gentleman from Mississippl
knows, we have also sent a personal let-
ter to the Prime Minister of North Viet-
nam to appeal to their authorities to see
if we could find a way to get to those
that we have been told have been seen.

In my State of Ohio we still have 58
unaccounted for, and seven of them are
supposed to be Hving. Holding back in-
formation by those who hold such pris-
oners is a well-known fact, even to the
extent in Russia, where they found in
Siberia, some prisoners who had been
left over from Wotld War II. They have
every reason to believe that there are
those still alive over in those sites. But
we have a moral obligation for a full
accounting. I join the gentleman not
only as a cosponsor but as one who ap-
plauds this effort today.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I certainly hope that the

-Committee on Rules will take action on

this resolution. I apologize. for speaking
out of order, and I apologize for sitting
down; but, as the chalrman knows, I
slightly injured my neck a few days ago.
The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tlema.n has expired.
Mr. QUILLEN. Mr, Chairman, I yleld

5 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. ANDERSON) .

(Mr. ANDERSON of Ilinois asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ANDERSON of Mlinois, Mr. Chair-
man, I think that the distinguished
gentlewoman from New York, with her
usual forthrightness and candor, has
-correctly stated the issue when she. has
suggested . that the essential defect in
House Resolution 591 is that it simply
would have the effect of changing the
personnel on an existing committee.
Frankly, I take a somewhat different
view from my cherished colleague of the
House Commitiee on Rules, the gentie-
man from Tennessee (Mr. QuILLEN) Who
would simply seek to abolish the present
committee.

That commitiee, frankly, has been
something of an embarrassment to the
House, and I do not say that out of dis-
respect for any of the present members
of that committee, but an embarrass-
ment only in the sense that it has failed
to function and that it has given the ap~
pearance somehow that the House was
less effective as a body and as an institu-
tion in carrying out a sensitive investiga-
tion of the mtelligence community than
the other body. -

I, for one, do not believe that we are
any less capable than they in pursuing

the very, very important matters that are-

germane to an investigation of that
kind. But, as the gentleman from Mis-
souri has said—and he is my friend, and
I respect him highly, and I realize that
in good faith he has diligently sought to
achieve a comprimse—he very modestly
himself has suggested that it is a com=
promise on a compromise on & com-
promise that may please nobody. In
effect I think maybe that is what he has
succeeded in doing—coming up with a
resolution that really does not please
anycne very much, But I do not think
that is a very good reason for adopting
a compromise, particularly when we
have a viable alternative, 3
So I take this time fo tell the mem-~

bers of the commitiee that at the appro--

priate time when this bill is read under
the 5-minute ryule, I will propose an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
which I think would have two objectives.
It would serve the twin objectives of,
first of all, dissolving the present select
committee, because I am satisfied—and,
indeed, I think most Members of this
body are—that somehow, at least as pre-
sently constituted, that committee can-
not usefully serve the purpose of in-
vestigating the intelligence community.

But I would go further than that, I
would go further than simply reconsti-
tuting the present committee with a
somewhatl larger membership and pave
the way for the creation of a permanent
Joint Committee on Intelligence Over-
sight, thereby demonstrating to the na-
tion that we In the House have the
ability, have the acumen, if you will, to
do what has already been recommended
by the Rockefeller Commission on the
CIA. It has already been recommeénded
by the Murphy Commission on - the
Reorganization of the Conduct of For-

eign Policy by the executive branch. I
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undoubtedly is going to be recommended
by the Senate committee, the so-called
Church commitfee, and any commitiee
that we establish in this body would
come in with a set of final recommenda-
tions, I am sure, and recommend that we
establish a continuing body; a joint com-
mittee with the Senate, to provide for
continuing oversight of the intelligence
community. - "

S0 why should we wait? Why should
we not be the first in this body to strike
a blow for what is really needed and
what has been needed for more than
10 years? I proposed a bill of that kind
10 years ago. Many Members of this
body—I think more than 50 of them—
joined in January of this year—the
gentleman Jfrom Pennsylvania (Mr.
Brester) who is here in the chamber,
provided leadership—in the csuse of
trying to establish a Joint Committee
on Intelligence.

So what I simply propose is a resolu-
tion that would work as follows: First, it
would abolish the present Select Com-
mitiee; second, it would transfer the
documents of that committee to the Clerk
of the House. Then it would provide that
as soon as the House has acted on a
measure to create a permanent joint
commitiee, the House Members would
immediately be appointed as an interim
ad hoc commitiee of this Hosue to com-
plete the intelligence inquiry that was
begun by the present select committee,
and they would be allowed the staff and
the funds that were originally provided
under House Resolution 138.

Let me say I want to underscore the
fact that it would be my intention to
proceed very expeditiously with the sec-
ond state of this two-stage proceeding,
to proceed with the resolution to create
fthe joint committee. And, as my collea-
gues on the Rules Committee know, when
I raised this matter in the Rules Commit-
tee earlier this week, the distinguished
chairman of that committee assured me
that at the very earliest convenience of
the committee he would be only foo
happy to convene the committee to con-
duct a hearing not only on the resolu-
tion which I have sponsored but which
many other Members in this body also
have cosponsored to set up such a joing
commitiee on eontinuing oversight of the
intelligence community.

et us not take the action here of just
achieving the very limited objective of
abolishing the present committee so that
it will be possibie apparently fo remove
some of the members of that committee
to break the impasse that now governs
its deliberations. It seems to me that is
the kind of game of muscial chairs where
we add more chairs for players to march
in ever-widening circles.

We ought to be interested in striking
new ground, I have no quarreis with the
members of the present committee. I do

" not want to be a party to some maneuver

or device eithier to make it easier to dump
them unceremoniously or submerge them
into a larger group so that somehow
through the leavening influence of five

. new members we are going to make them

easier to deal with. A
That is not geing to achieve my pur-
pose here this evening. I want to\achieve
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something real and genuine, something
that will prove this House had the fore~
sight to act first in creating an ongoing
joint committee that will provide the
future supervision of the CIA and the
intelligence community that will avoid
some of the egregious examples, some of
the horrors that we have seen of the mis-
management of that community as re-
vealed in the press recently.

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of Ilinois. I yield to
the gentieman from California.

- Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from
Tiinois for yielding.

I will admit it was one of the purposes
of establishing the select commitee and
one of the mandates of the select com-
mittee to make recommendations in its
final report to the House of Representa-
tives. The gentleman by this process he
suggests will bypass one of the mandates,
which is to make that reconmendation-to
the House.

Mr. ANDERSON of Illincis. I said
earlier, I will say to the gentleman from
California, that I feel it is absolutely
inevitable that any select committee,
whether it be of 10 or 13 or any other
number of members, is going to come in
with this recommendation. I feel certain
the committee and the body is going fo
come up with this recommendation. Why
therefore, in view of the fact that two
Commissions have slready made similar
recommendations, should we wait? Why
defer action if we can enjoy the double
advantage of having House members of
that commitiee serve here now as mem-
bers of the inferim ad hoc group work-
ing on this subject and still be in the
vanguard of that joint committee we so
desperately meed? It seems to me we
achieve two objectives in that case. We
would avoid the charge that somehow
we have attempted to paper over these
differences and sweep under the rug the
necessity for investigation, but at the
same time we take the permanent action
that is what I think we really want to
see come out of this whole process.

Mr. QUILLEN, Mr. Chajrman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Iili-
nois (Mr. McCLORY) .

(Mr. McCLORY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, T am
certain that the Members will appreci-
ate it if I do not consume my full 10
minutes; however, I do want to respond
to some of the statements that have been
made here glready and to state very
emphatically that I feel that this reso-
lution should be adopted. As the ranking
Republican on the commiitee, I want
to assure the Members that as far as I
am concerned and, as far as our side is
concerned; we have been willing and
amxious o proceed without any delay
ever since the committet was created
and the frustrations have resulted from
the difficulties which seem to be experi~
enced on the majority side.

. First of all, T want to reject any
thought that any Members do not want
to conduct a. vigorous investigation of
the CIA. In addition, I would like to
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point out ithat we are charged with in-
vestigating the entire intelligence com-
munity, all of the agencies, and the reso-
Jution names twelve. And, we should
name three more, because they ifalk
about the Defense Intelligence Agerncy,
which means the Army, Navy and the
Air Force,

In order to get at this subject, it seems
to me that we have {0 recognize how
complex the intelligence community is
and the genuine job that this House pf
Representatives has fo undertake and to
accomplish through getting some kind
of coordination, some kind of order,
some kind of elimination of duplication
of the intelligence activities that are
presently authorized and are being car-
ried on.

Now, it should be of interest to the
Members to determine, first of &ll, the
total costs of our intelligence agencies.
No one can iell us what our infelligence
activities cost. As a matter of fact, the
legislation itself prohibits the publica-
tion of the cost of operating the Cen-
tral Inielligence Agency. Nevertheless,
it seems to me that there should be au-
thority and this committee should have
the opportunity to determine what fhe
total costs of these various intelligence
programs are.

‘While the Rockefeller Commission
has concentrated pretty much on do-
mestic activities and abuses of the CIA
operating in this country, and the
Church Commitee seems 1o be concen-
trating on overseas activities of the
CIA, there is no. commiitee whicli seems
to be taking care of all these other in-
telligence activities which have been de-
scribed and which the Members may

. study in a Congressional Research Serv-

ices Report.

Now, I think it would be an abdication
of our authority and I think it would
be a sad mistake for us to decide here
and now that we are going 4o put any
reconstituted Select Commitiee on In-
telligence out of business if & Joint Com~
mittee is agreed upon at a later date by
the House and Senate. I agree with the
gentleman from Californis—Mr. Ebn-
warps—who suggests that this should be
one of the ultimate goals. This is one of
the recommendations of the Rockefeller
Commission. It undoubtedly will be a rec-
ommendation of the Church Commis-
sion. It will be a recommendation of this
House select committee, but we have
not decided yet what structure this Joint
Committee should have, and what its
role should be. All these things should be
determined by the House select com-
mittee.

Now, the abolition of the House com-
mittee would be, it seems to me, & rejec
tion of the responsibility which the
House has, Insofar as oversight is con-
cerned, Woodrow Wilson said that “The
informing function of the Congress
should be preferred before its legisla-
tive function.” So, it seems to me when
we are considering the oversight func-
tion of this House with regard to all the
intelligence agencies, to go into the sub-
ject of duplications, abuses of authority
and illegal actions, and also to fake into
consideration the deprival of the con-
stitutional rights- of American citizens
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who have been abused or who have been
taken advantage of by these abuses or
by illegal actions, that is a. function this
Housa should. undertake proudly,
thoroughly and completely. :

I am hoping that with the new Mem-

bership that is being recommended can-

provide the kind of workable commit-
tee that I would like to see established
here. I know that on our side of the
aisle we are ready and willing to go
ahead right now. We have been and we
have performed our duties to the extent
that we have been able. Qur frustra-
tions result from the disagreements
which have occurred because of person-
allty conflicis among Members on the
majority side. While the conflicts do not
directly concern me as a Republiean,
but which do cencern this Congress and
which should be resolved and would ap-
pear to be resolved by this resolution.

I am hopeful that we do not say that
because somebody else is performing an
investigative function that we are nol
golng to assume whai I regard as our
rightiul role and our rightful preroga~
tive and responsibility.

I hope also-that we are not going fo

place ourselves in a position where we
would be out of business provided sud-
denly the Senate takes action with re-
pect to acquiescing in a joint committee.
mittee.

I am positive that we can do—not a
sensational job—but a responsible job
which needs to be done with respect to
our numerous intelligence agencies.

We can help to coordinate them and
thus bring order out of this chaos for the
benefit of the American people and the
American taxpayer.

Mr. Chairman, as the ranking minor-
ity member of the current Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, I am in strong
support of House Resolution 591.

The need for an independent House
investigation of the intelligence com-
munity has been clearly established. My
work in the investigation to date under
the present structure has convinced me
that the House has a compelling and
immediate respensibility to assure the
American people that their elected rep-
resenkatives are conducting effective
oversight of the U.S. intelligence agen~
cles and that$ the people’s constitutional
rights are not being abused or vioclated
by their own Government.

The present select committee was tak-
ing responsible action to fulfill this duty
when conflicts on the majority side
caused a stalemate which frustrated fur-
ther investigation. In this regard, let me
stress that the problem with the current
select committee is not its mandate; it is
its membership—and the seemingly ir-
reconcilable personal conflicts which
have arisen.

Mr. Chairmawn, as a Member of this
House, 1 say that it is intolerable that
this legitimate congressional inquiry
should be frustrated. The question which
the House must resolve today is whether
it will press forward with its duty to in-
quire or whether it will allow personalily
conflicts to defeat it in one.of its most
important areas of responsibility, Under
the oath of office which we all have

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— HOUSE

taken, there can only be one responsible
course of action at this time.

We ought to promptly enact House
Resolution 591 without amendment—to
allow this important and legitimate in~
vestigation to proceed expeditiously fto
meet its mandate. As I have said before,
the rezl problem of the curremt select
committee did not concern the scope of
its jurisdietion; it did not coneern the
size of the commitiee—it bad to do
speeifically and exclusively with con-
flicts on the majority side.

Therefore, it is not appropriate or
necessary to severely restrict the scope of
the committee’s jurisdiction—and it is
certainly improper and incorrect to sug-
gest that the select commitiee ought to
be abalished and the entire inguiry aban-
doned. The proper course, the respon-
sible course, and the course most in keep~
ing with our duties as Members of Con-~
gress is to pass this resolution reconsti-
tuting the membership of the select com-
miftee—so that its vitally necessary work
cango forward.

Myr. Chairman, I should like to respond
fo allegations that the select commitiee
will only be duplicating “work already
completed by the Rockefeller Commission
or already begun by the Senate select
committee. Indeed, the Rockefeller Com-
mission has issued a very helpful report
on the CIA within its mandate—but as
we all recall, this investigation was linked
to the domestic activities of this one
agency. The Senate’s study, on the other
hand, appears to be concentrating pri-
marily upon the CIA activities over-
seas and does not appear to be an over-
view of the entire intelligence commu-

nity.

It is the duty of the House fo insure
that a responsible reasoned overview of
the various intelligence agencies is un-
dertaken. At this point we do not even
know the zmount of money spent on
the gathering and dissemination of
foreign. and domestic intelligence. In
order to be responsible on appropriations
measures, we need to ascertain whether

there is any duplication or waste in the-

activities of this necessary effort. Con-
tinuing this investigation will allow us
to honestly say that we understand and
are monitoring this complex operation.

In order to study the use, dissemina-
tion, and collection 'of intelligence most
effectively, congressional investigators
must have the jurisdiction to transcend
traditional agency boundaries. To under-
stand the extent to which coordination
and efficiency problems exist, a study
restricted to the Central Intelligence
Agency alone will obviously not suffice.
Not only does there appear to be a lack
of substantive coordination, but there
also seems to be a virtually complete ab-
sence of financial coordination within
the intelligence community.

The American taxpayer is entitled to
feel confident that his dollars are spent
not only in accordance with the law, but
also in the mosf efficient manner pos-
sible. It is the responsibility  of this
House fto assure the American people
that duplication and unnecessary waste
of manpower and resources co not per-
meate our intelligence services.

‘While no particular agency is on trial,
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a study of only a limited aspect of our
vast intelligence network will not serve
fo enlighiten the public as to the valuable
services. provided by the dedicated
agents and law enforcement personuel
which make up the community.

Mr. Chairman, I should also like to ad-~
dress myself briefly to the amendment
to be offered by my friend from Illinois
¢{Mr. ANDERSON) . -The genfleman’s inten-
tions are commendable, and I feel cer-
tain that one ultimate recommendation
of any examination of congressionsl
oversight eapabilities will be the creation
of a Joint Committee on Intelligence,
but I believe that this amendment ought
to be opposed at this time.

First of all, as a practical matfer, the
gentleman's amendment is structured so
that there is an unacceptable time lag
between the abslition of the current in-
vestigation and the establishment of any
ad hoc commibtee which the gentleman
envisions. Mere importantly, we need to
improve our understanding of the way
whieh the intelligence sgencies actually
function—before we will know whal. is
the best way of structuring an efiective
joint ecommittee. There is virtually
umanimous agreement on the need for a
permanent Joint Committee for Intel-
ligence Oversight—but ne one has con-
ducted an in-depth siudy of wvarious
alternative ways of structuring sueh a
joint committee—and this task, to my
mind, is one of the areas in which a re-
constituted select committee can make
2 most valuable contribution. Let a new
select committee study this important
issue until the end of this year-—then let
us join with the Senate upon completion
of its separate investigation in estab-
lishing a joint committee in its most
reasonable and effective form.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
8 minufes to the distinguished gentle-
man from California (Mr. DeriomMs).

(Mr. DELLUMS asgked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chainnsn, I rise
i opposition to this resolution. ¥ am
presently a member of the Special Select
Committee on Intelligence. I sought this
assignment; I coveted this assignment. I
see it as perhaps my most respbmsive,
most imporfant responsibility in the 4%
years I have been in the U.S. Congress.
To investigate the allegations of law vio-
lations and crime on the part of any gov-
ernmental ageney is extraordinarily and
awsomely important.

The assignment of this particular com-
mittee, it seems to me, requires greatness
in this House, not mediocrity, not petty
devisive issues thag would tend not to
allow us to function. I want very much to
continue on this job. As the Members will
find moving through the debate, virtually
every single member of this committes
wants to, has always wanted to, presently
wants to; go forward with an ageressive
investigation, with integrity and intelli-
gence, with principle and profession~

. So, what then is the question? ¥ I can
have the attention of the Members for
just a few moments, the question t.hat we
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tion today? First, is it to abolish the en-
tire investigation? I am pleased that the
Rules Committee has not reported out a
resolution to abolish the entire investiga-
tion. I am pleased to believe that the
overwhelming majority of the Members
of this Congress are not willing to destroy
or end an entire investigation.

There are issues, problems, charges,
abuses, allegations that we constitu-
tlona.uy emotionally, intellectually, and
politically must address ourselves to.
That is our charge. 'The Constitution
says the Congra;s shall make and oversee
laws. so this is our responsibility.

So, abolishing the entire investigation
cannot be the purpose of this resolution.
I am pleased with that. What, then, is
the reason? Is it to punish or otherwise
penalize the majority of us presently on
the committee? For what reason? What
are the charges? I would remind my col-
leagues that this is ostensibly a nation of
laws; this is ostensibly a democracy.
This is & nation where our judicial sys-
tem is based upon the assumptmn of
innocence.

What are they chatg:ng the members

_ of this committee with? Are they charg-
ing us with exercising our judgment in

-~the first instance? To that charge I plead
guilty. What was the judgment that I
-and the majority of the commitiee made?
One day, the New York Times reported
in an article that Mr. Colby, Director of
-the CIA, in direct response to a question
of the Church committee—-

Heve you ever given this information, al-
legations of violations on the part of the
Intelligence community, to-Members of Con-~
gress?”

He responded in the affirmative and
-said:

Tes, 1 gave it to the present Chairpérson
of the Select Commitiee, the gentleman from
Michigan. -

The judgment we exercised was fo sim-
ply say that if one of our members, the
chairperson, had prior knowledge of
even the allegation of murder as an in-
strument of foreign policy, that that
should be repugnant to all of us and, this
is the House of Representatives; no one
person has the-right to speak for.us all.
This is & group-oriented process with
rather clearly defined procedures—sub-
committee, full committee, Democratic
and Republican caucus, steering com-
mittee, Committee ' of the Whole, and
ultimately the floor of the Congress.

This is a group-oriented process, It
means it must move through that proc-
ess. Just the allegation of murder is
something that should have moved it
through that process.

So the magjority of the Members exer-
cising a judgment that I will always
make-—that we have the responsibility of
upholding the Constitution of the United
States.

When we came together at some point
in the past as a group of peopie and de-
cided we would band together as a na-
tion of laws, that, to me, dictated that
those of us with the privilege of govern-
ing the people must do so with impec-
cable integrity and & high sense of morzal
purpose and ethical behavior. To do any-
- thing eise is & violation of the spirit-and
the intent of the government of laws that

we set up, that which is reflected in the
Constitution of the United States.

So I would say to you if you are in
charge you charge us with an evaluation,
a judgment all of us have a right to
make. I said to the gentleman from
Michigan personally, publicly, and in the
committee. and I say now, I felt in that
instance that judgment was wrong, it
should have come through the process.
If I am to be guilty, then I am guilty of
exercising that judgment. I do not think
that is worthy of this action on the floor
here today.

Mr., STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentieman yield on that point?

Mr. DELLUMS. Yes, I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. STRATTON. I thank the gentle-

‘man for yielding.

The gentleman has referred to the
gentleman from Michigan and took issue
with the gentleman from Michigan for
not reporting to the House certain testi-
mony that he had heard in executive
session of the CIA Oversight Committiee,
Is it the contention of the gentleman
from California that the gentieman from
Michigan (Mr. Nepz1) should have come
before this House and revealed publicly
information he received? °

Mr. DELLUMS. I have the thrust of
the gentleman’ 5 question. I will yield no
further.

1 will answer the gentleman’s question,
and I will yield no further.

I am suggesting to the gentleman that
there is a process. In 1973 I was 2 mem-
ber of the Armed Services Committee.
You could have called an executive ses-
sion of the full Armed Sexvices Commit-
tee to determine what action should be
taken so that the majority of the total
committee could work its will. If it de~
cided that in some extraordinary session
we should deal with it on the floor and
the  full Armed. Services Committee
should instruct the CIA to take action,
that would have been appropriate.

Mr. STRATTON. Does the gentleman
rezlize we are dealing with highiy classi-
fied material and we cannot make thst
available to everybody in the Congress?

Mr. DELLUMS. I yield no further to
the gentleman. The gentleman is taking
my time. -

Mr. STRATTON. This is the very basis
of the——

Mr. DELLUMS. I yield no longer to
the gentleman.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman has
refused to yield.

Mr. DELLUMS. I respect the gentle-
mean’s right to stand in this well, and I
would hope the gentleman would respect
my right. :

The subcommittee has some responsi-
bility. It could have gone to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. We could have
taken some action.

Murder, even as an allegation, as an
instrument of foreign policy is repulsive

“and Jludicrous, _and we should -be ad-

dressing if.

We banned together as a group and
made that judgment. I do not think we
should be victimized because we made
that judgment. So, too, we saw the need
to operate within the spirit of the re-
form that we fought so hard for in the
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92d, 93d, and 894th Congress. One can
argue the technical question, but the
spirit of reform merely points out the
majority of the Members heave a right to
be involved in the issue, the development
of a subcommittee and arriving at the
number of people who would serve on
that committee.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 additional minutes to the gentleman.

Mr. DELLUMS. A subcommitlee was
set up by receiving a letier. The letfer
said, “The Chair appoints the follow-
ing members.” Four people. Not in the
spirit of coming together in the caucus
of a committee to iron out these issues,
but this happened, and the whole thing
unraveled that we could not agree to
make this committee a Commitiee of the
‘Whole, with the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. STANTON) chairing the subcommit-
tee. I think that was tragic, but never-
theless we tried to live with it.

Is it because we cannibalized or am-
bushed the chairman? I am not guilty of
that. I do not eat people, and I would
Iike to think I have a reputation in this
House of not going around surreptitious-
ly and challenging any Member, I am
not an ambusher, and I do nof think any
other member of the commitliee is. I
think that is an unfortunate characteri-
zation of our actions.

Is it because we voted to receive the
resignation of the gentleman from Mich~
igan (Mr., Nepzy) ? The gentleman from
Michigan stood in the well and said, “I
resign.”

I have talked with the gentleman from
Michigan. He clearly wanis to resign.
But the House worked its will, and just
as I get up every single morning and ac-
cept the will of the Members when the
House works its'will in matters diametri-
cally opposed to what I believe, I ac-
cepted that in this case. We have lived
with that decision.

We have said, if it be the will of the
House that the gentleman from Michi~-
gan (Mr. Nepzi) chair the meetings,
then let him chair the meefings and pro~
ceed. I have not backed off from that
commitment, and I certainly shall not.

Is it, then, to get rid of the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr, HARRINGTON) ?
I hope it is not. The gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. Harrinecron), after
the vote on the fioor, voluntarily said:

I give up my right to seniority. I will not
try to seek the CIA commitiee.

But that was not engugh.

Second, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetis (Mr. HarrINGTON) has made no
statement and has taken 1o action that
would warrant his specific removal from
this committee.

Mr. Chairmen, the question has been
raised by the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices with respect to his conduct. There
is now & resolution before the Committee
on Standards of Official Conduct, but
that in no way has anything to do with
the question of whether he should be re-
moved from this commitiee.

Where is our sense of fzir play and
justice and equity? We should judge the
man with j ( have always said.
. Fop 0
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I am willing to fight this out front. Let us
not take a surreptitious route and in that
way harm the gentleman from Massa~
chusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) .

The gentleman has raised a critical im-
portant, valid question. That question
will not go away by wiping out the gentle-
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRING-
Ton). It will go away when we address
the question with intelligence and reason
and arrive at some answer to the very im-
portant coastitutional issue that has been
raised.

Is it to dilute the present membership
of .the committee? I would not like to see
that. There are some other commitiees
that I would like to see diluted. Perhaps
the Commitiee on Armed Services would
be one of them. I am certainly in ¥o.-way
in the majority on that committee.

Are we using a precedent here that
would allow us to dilute all other com-
mittees? Why are we adding these other
three members?

I do not hear any rationale that al-
lows me to arrive at a rational conclu-
sion as to why that takes place.

Is it to break the impasse? There is no
impasse. Nine of us have always said that
we are willing to go to work. We accepted
the decision. We voted to accept the res-
ignation on the floor, and then we ac-
cepted the will of the House. :

Mr. Chairman, I say that this is not
the way to do it. .

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Louisi-
ana (Mr, TREEN) .

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

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman, as one of
the members of the select committee, I
would like to respond partially to the re-
marks made by the gentleman in the
well, the gentleman from California (Mr,
Derrums). And I might say that I respect
him for the sincerity of the views that
he expressed.

However, it seems to me that I should
respond on the question the gentleman
has asked: What is the charge against
this committee?

As I understand it, the charge against
the committee, purely and simply, is that
the committee is not functioning. I be-
lieve that the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. Borrwe), the author of the resolu-
tion, has adequately explained this. For
whatever reason, this commitiee is not
now functioning, whether it is a matter
of the personality of the chairman of
the committee or of other members of
the commitiee.

As the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
McCrorY) has stated previously, we have
been ready on our side to go forward. I
believe thers are a number of members
ony the Democratic side who are ready
to go forward. But the fact of the mat-
ter is that we have not had one substan-
five meeting in the 5 months of our
existence. We have not even adopted the
security regulations to control the staff
on our commibtiee, We have adopted
some rules of procedure, and we have
gone halfway through our security regu-
lations. That is all we have done,

As I understand it, the only charge is
that the committee is not functioning.
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If the committee is nob functioning, then
we must do something.

I respect the gentleman from Missourd
for his leadership in trying to resolve
this dilemma. If -the genileman from
California (Mz. DELLUMS) Or any other
member of the select commitiee or of
the House has a suggestion for getting
our present. committee going, then I
would be very happy to hear it. °

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREEN. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, why
did the chalrman of the committee not
resign so that we could get a new one
appointed and move on with the busi-
ness?

Mr, TREEN. Well, the genfleman has
offered a suggestion. I have no control
over that. As I understand it, even though
some members-talked to the Speaker
about finding some way to get the matter
moving, the fact is that it has not been
resolved.

I am not going to suggest to the
committee that I think the chairman
should resign or that he should not, or
that perhaps some other people should
resign. I will say, however, that this res-
olution gives the Speaker the opportu-
nity to appoint new people. He may
choose to appoint someone other than the
chairman of the existing committee, and
it seems to me that would solve the prob-
lem from the point of view of several
members. The point is that the commit-
tee is not functioning, and I think that
we must do something, Adequate time has
elapsed. I think, for the majority Mem-

bers to have found some solufion other.

than the one here proposed.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak to
one other point, the reason I asked for
fime in the first place, and that is as to
the numbers on the proposed new com-
mittee. I do respect the efforts of the
gentleman from Missourd, but I think 13
is too large a number, and I probably will
offer an amendment—if the amendment
to limit the committee to seven members,
which I understand will be offered, fails.
I will probably offer an amendment to
limit it to 10.

The reason is simply this: we have 12
enumerated agenciles of this Government
to examine. If we take the August recess
out, we have about 4% to 5 months to
do this job, and it is going to be extreme-
ly burdensome to begin to cover just
overnight of the CIA alone. I understand
that the CIA inquiry in the Senate has
consumed the fime of 78 of its 90 staff
members. All they have done is cover
the CIA. We in the House have the CIA
and 11 other agencies to examine. If we
have to do it with a 13-member commit-
tee, with each member having the right,
a3 he should, to examine for at least 5
minutes, we are not going to get this
job done.

Therefore, Mr, Chairman, I do hope
that the committee will be sympathetic
with the need for our concluding this in-
vestigation and thus keeping the select
committee down to a reasonable size.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chalrman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. Aszuc).
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(Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her
remarks.) >

Ms. ABZUG. Mr, Chairman, when the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BOLLING)
presented the resolution, I fried $o get
some answers to my questions as to why
the suggestion that we abolish one com-
mittee and replace it with one other
would solve the problem.

Since that time there was, I think, a
very excellent presentation on the part

of Congresman DsLLUMS, & member of

that committee.

As a Member of the House, I have had
some experience, though somewhat im-
ited, with the CIA in my own committee,
as chairman of that commitiee. I realize
that there is an enormous amount of in-
guiry that is needed at this time.

A guestion was askead before about why
the chairman of the committee did not
resign, and my question goes much fur-
ther than that. Clearly, there is a duly
constituted committee with a chairman
who offered a resignation and then
sought the rejection of that resignation
by the House—very sirange behavior, in
my opinion. I think that if he really
wished to remain as chalrman of that
commitiee, all he had to do was to call
meetings of the committee. After his
resignation was rejected by this House
he did not call meetings. He should then
have resigned—because only his actions
have prevented t.his committee from
funectioning.

My concern is that there i3, in this
kind of action, some considerable gues-
tion as to whether those who seek to de-
pose the present committee really want
an investigation at all, because, frankly,
if they did, then the question of having
meetings called by a chairman could be
answered here either by this Chair or by
some other Chair, if this person did pet
wish {o act.

The Speaker of thls House has chosen
& committee of perfectly competent
Members who, obviously, by their be-
havior, have indicated that they wanted
to act. The Commiitee on Rules acted
upon 2 resolution by’ a Member of this
House to get rid of that committee.

I think that the Committee on Rules
acted improperly. I think this House
should nof act improperly. I think there
is an intention to try to influence—I have
ne evidence of this. but I make this
statement because it make no sense
otherwise—a change in the composition
of this committee In order to put on i,
as I indicated iIn my question to the
gentleman, persons who may not be as
vigorous or as desirous of eonducting
an investigations as are the present
members.

The very origin of this committee, ¥
think, speaks for itself,

To have chosen a chairman of the
committee who, already having been the
chairman of an oversight committes on
the CIA, who knew but did not make
clear that the CIA had acted iliegally,
was wrong, in the first place.

People were prepared to go along with
that. But I think the Members of this
House should not allow themselves to be
put into the position where they act im-
properly now that they have the ex-
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perience of hindsight. The members of
this select committee have functioned
on the committee, and have shown their
willingness to function. I think it would
be inappropriate for any Member of this
House 10 vote to replace those members,
because a vote {o abolish the committee
and then to set up another commitiee,
albeit one of 13 instead of 10 members
is, in efiect, saying “I am discharging, I
am participating in the discharge of the
members of this committee.” In a sense
we may be saying that we do not believe
that they fulfilled or have fulfilled their
responsibilities as members of this
commitiee.

I would suggest to every single Mem-
ber of this House: Put yourself in the
place of the members on this committee.
‘Would you want someone to act upon you
in this manner? Is this the way to deal
with our peers. :

‘There is no basis {o eliminate anybody
from this committee, least of all the one
who acted most vigorously to protect the
Constitution, to protect the Congress, and
1o protect the American public in the
face of serious illegal activities of the
CIA, and that is the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON).

If, indeed, there is no desire to prevent
the committee from functioning properly
or cast any aspersions on the members of
this committee; then what this House
should do is to say: Very well, somehow
or other, some people think the commit-

_ tee would be better off if it had 3 more

members—this magic number of 13

. which is usually considered unlucky, but

somehow is considered to be Iucky by the
members of the Commitiee on Rules—
then that is fine. But I say we have an
obligation to do at least one thing: to
permit each Member who is presently a
member of the select committee to choose
whether he wishes to remain on that
committee. This is his right—or her
right, if there were a “her” on the com-
mittee, which is one of the deficiencies
that the commitiee does have. But I be-
lieve that it is our responsibility as Mem-

_bers of this House of Representatives to

say that, without any reasons having

- been presented to us and, indeed, there
_has not been one reason presented to us,

that we have an cbligation to support
the Speaker's original choices of this
commitiee that were selected to serve on
this select committee. We gave the
Speaker that authority, and it would look
as though we were engaging in vain and
ineffectual action if we now revoke it
without reason, and say, OK, Mr.
Speaker, give us another 13.

With respect to the joint committee
proposzal of the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr., Axperson) let me say that that was
a good proposal 10 years ago, but I am not
so sure that it is a good proposal today.
Msny proposals will come forward to
change the law with respect to the CIA—
later—this may be one of them.

‘The fact is that what has already been
revealed by investigation of the CIA by
the Church committee, by this commit-
tee, and by several other committees of
this House—requires that we go forward

. with this committee now. I oppose this
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billi and will present an amendment to
permit each present member to choose to
remain on this committee if he so desires.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen~
tlewoman has expired.

(Ms. ABZUG asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. BIESTER). =

(Mr. BIESTER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BIESTER. Mr. Chairman, in g real
sense it is a rather sad moment tonight.
We set about as a responsible body to
investigate the conduct of the CIA. And
tonight we are replete with a sense of in-
vestigation about each other, and our-
selves.

The substitute suggested by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON)
makes enormous sense, For, if we had had
10 years ago the kind of a joint commit-
tee that the gentleman from Illinois pro-
poses, we would now have a committee
which would have supervision over the
Central Intelligence Agency, the Na-
tional Security Agency, the DIA Agency,
the Presicent’s Foreign Intelligence Ad-
visory Board, the Intelligence and Re-
search Bureau of the Department of
State, and the Army, Navy, and -Air
Force intelligence components.

We would have a joint committee that
would have the power of serving sub-
penas; we would have a joint committee
that would have the sole and exclusive
Jjurisdiction over the legislative authori-
zation for the functioning of all of those
various agencies, and it would be a com-
mittee which would link oversight with
clout.

What we have now is a situation in
which we are disarrayed among ourselves
even in trying to investigate only one of
these intelligence agencies.

We find ourselves, Mr. Chairman, to-
night involved in rancorous moments
among themselves when our frustration
should be displayed against the malcon-
duct of those we seek to investigate. We
are still engaged in the easier process of
probing the problems of the past rather
than trying to see to it that we set up
a machinery for making the future more
rational and the Constitution & more liv-
ing document for our people.

We can take this moment, however,
and the crisis it represents if we pursue

the substitute offered by the gentleman

from Iilinois, and transiorm this moment
from a negative one and a divisive one
into one that is generative in terms of
the procedures of this Congress linking
both bodies in & consistent and durable
legislative oversight, coupled with au-
thority which would enable us, it seems
0 me, to get the kind of handle on the
CIA the public has always expected us
to get. We need not terminate our own

investigation, but we can point toward

2 permanent national process for the
future.

Mr. EDGAR. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BIESTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.
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Mr. EDGAR. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I would like to associate myself with
the remarks of the gentleman in the well
and also the gentleman from Illinois, Mr,
AnpersoN. I have kind of a gut-level feel-
ing that this is the right direction to go,
and it is a direction I wanted to see us
take back in the original formation of
the committee. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s remarks.

Mr. BIESTER. I thank the gentleman
for his support. I

Mr, Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yleld
one minute to'the gentieman from Mich-
igan (Mr. CONYERS).

(M. CONYERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, T am
going to support H.R. 581 on the belief
and confidence that the Speaker of the
House of Representatives will not re-
move any presently appointed member
from this committee. I think that doing
so would strike fo the heart of the ques-
tion raised by my good friend and col-
league, the gentleman from California,
and I think it is probably the underlying
secret troublesome issue of this resolu-
tion. I am putting all my confidence
without reservation into one little pile
and placing it before the Speaker’s greal
office. It is out of this belief, it is out of
this trust, it is out of this faith, it is out
of my confidence thet this entire com-~

- mitiee will most appropriately be reap-

pointed, and the several new members

“added, that I join in urging the support

and passage of this resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen~
tleman has expired.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Massa-~
chusetts (Mr. TsONGAS).

(Mr. TSONGAS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr, TSONGAS. Mr, Chairman, I would
like to pose & question, and that is, If the
commitiee is reconstituted and if the re-
constitution excludes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HaArRRINGTON) what
message does that send to this country
and to the Members of Congress, includ-
ing those who just arrived? What lesson
isto be drawn in the future when a Mem-
ber of this body comes upon governmen-
tal illegalities. They violated laws of the
land, the Constitution, and, indeed, the
moral values that we favor and we em-~
brace as a foundation of our society. It
seems to me that lesson is very clear.
Swallow one’s concern. Internalize one’s
outrage or one risks the wrath and retri-
bution of this body. I, for one, do not
want to participate in writing that lesson
in today’s Recorp. Killing the messenger
who bears the bad news, I think, is un~
worthy of this body. Perhaps we cannot
praise the gentléman from Massachu~
setts (Mr. HarriNeTON) but I do not
think we should bury him.

My, Chairman, I yield -back the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
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3 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. Jamzes V. STANTON).

(Mr. JAMES V. STANTON asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. Mr. Chair-
man, my message is similar to that of
the gentleman from Michigan. I rise in
support of the resolution, and I rise in
support of the resolution because I fun-
damentally believe, having experienced
day-to-day since June 16 that this com-
mittee cannot function as it is presently
constituted.

On June 16 on this floor, I indicated
tiat I would vote to accept the resigna-
tion of the chairman of the select com-
mittee if he wanted to honestly offer his
resignation, and I so voted.

We on the committee offered in terms
of meeting with the Speaker and in terms
of meeting with the leadership on our
side of the aisle every reasonable oppor-
tunity to have this investigation go for-
ward. I must say that the Speaker of
this House exercised every good judg-
ment, exercised every ability that he had,
and exercised every persuasive power he
had to have this committee go forward
and function as a committee of the
House. I do not stand here as an apolo-
gist for the Speaker or for any of the
leadership. but I do say that there were
those who did not want this committee
to function and I have to say that in
meeting the duty and our responsibility
of House Resolution 138 and of any other
mandate, the committee members them-
selves cannot drag the investigation to
go forward. It needs a chairman to
lead it.

I would hope that in the judgment of
the Speaker who will be empowered to
do so that he will appoint someone who
has the ability, the desire, and the pur-
pose to follow the mandate of the House,
lead the investigation, and put those
Members on the committee who want
to return te continue the purpose of this
investigation.

Mr. BOLLING. I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
Grammo) .

(Mr. GIAIMO asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. GIAIMO,. Mr, Chairman, I do not
know whether to be in favor of this reso-
lution or to oppose it. On the face of it,
it seems like a perfectly harmless reso-
lution. In fact it is almost identical with
the resolution we passed in February, ex-
ecept that it has a final section 10 which
abolishes the select committee created
by House Resolution 138 and also it in-
creases the membership from 10 to 13.

So thereiore I think it is a fair ques-
tion fo ask the Rules Committee, which
hds proper jurisdiction over this maiter:
Why? Why is there a need to abolish the
old commitiee and to create a new com-
mittee? Obvyiously there can be many
reasons for this. We do not want to get
into the pros and cons, as has been said
here earlier, but I think we have fo.

Is it to reconstitute, which is the word
that has been used—is it to reconstitute,
which means to create 8 new member-
ship of the new committee? And, if so,
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who is to be put back on and who is to
be left of and why? Why? :

1 think we have to ask ourselves this
question.

I think it is very obvious and clear from
statements made by the chairman of the
commitiee, the gentleman from Mich-
igan—and I am sure he would be the first
one to say it—that he seeks to resizm
from the committee, that he does not
want to serve on the committee. And so
be it.

So obviously that will be part of the
reconstitution.

Those of us who have ears have heard
comments in thzse Aalls throughout the
past weeks and months and know of the
feeling that some Members of the House
have concerning the continued member-
ship by the gentleman from Massachu-~
setts (Mr. HARRINGTON) on this com-
mittee. I do - not say we have to agree
with what Mr. HarRRINCTON 5ays, believes,
or speaks for. In fact I think I disagree
with the gentleman from Massachusetts,
Mr. MicEAEL HARRINGTON, more times
than I agree with him, but I will say
this: The gentleman from Massachusetts,
Micuaer Harrmwerow, has every right
that every other Member of this House
of Representatives has and he should
have those rights as long as he is 3 Mem-
ber of this body.

Now, is this committee heing created
to remove the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HarriNcTON) from it? I
think this is a fair question to ask.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentieman yield?

Mr. GIATMO. I yield briefly to the
genitleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
Drinaw). I do not have much time.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. airman, I want
to see the geatleman from Massachu-

- sebts (Mr, HarrINGTON) remain on this

committee and the safe way for me to
do it is to vote against this resolution,
keeping the present membership and
keeping the present commitiee.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. K Chairman, there
are 8 of us, 8 out of the 10 on the present
committee, who I am sure desire to stay
on the new committee, but as one of my
colleagues said to me today, and I hope
he said it jokingly when he said i, “Will
you behave and be a good boy if you stay
in the new committee?”

I hope that he was only joking, but I
know how strong the feelings are in this
matter of investigating the CIA. There
are some who want no lnvestigation of
any of the intelligence agencies.

I will say from my limited experience
with the intelligence agencies of the
United States, that I am convinced that
there is a very real need to look into
their activities these many years and to
be sure we have an adequate oversight
by Congress. I am not one who is out to
destroy them. I just want to make cer-
tain that they are not infringing on the
rights of the American people and that
we in Congress know what is going on. If
there is anything of a wrong nature or
wrong doing in their activities, we have
a m;sponsibiltty to look into it and to cor~
rect it.

So I do think in the little time that is
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left to us in general debate, we should
have some explanation given to us of
what is the nature of the reconstitution?
What is the reason for the need for
abolishing the old committee and creat-
ing a new committee? Is it to accommo-
date a chairmman who wanted to resign,
but whose resignation was not accepted
by the House and who does not want to
continue further with the existing com-
mittee? Is it to remove one or more of
the other members of the committee
from continued membership in this in-
vestigation of the CIA? I think we are
entitled to know.

More importantly than our being en-
titled to know, I think the American
people are eniitled to know why the
House of Representatives has literally
fiddled in this matter since early Febru-
ary when we constituted this committes
and here it is near the end of July and
we have siill to get moving with the job
to be done. I think we are entitled to
these answers.

Mr. BOLLING. My, Chairman, T have
two more speakers. I understand the
gentleman from Tennessee has one
speaker alone. I wish that the gentleman
from Tennessee would yield to his
speaker after I yield to one more person, -

Mr. QUILLEN. Yes, certainly.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) .

(Mr. HARRINGTON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HARRINGTON, Mr. Chairman,
first let me express my sppreciation to
my colleagues from Massachusetts, who
with varying degrees of misgiving,
amusement and familial loyalty have
chosen to spend a period of time with us
tonight. I do wish it did not take on the
aspect of a death watch. It makes me
want to move when I try to understand
the meaning of that assemblage on my
right. I got the first hint of this legisla~
tion on June 14 when the gentleman from
Missouri - alluded to intra-Democratic
Party cannibalism. I have experienced
perhaps a different form of that canni-
balism, but I think it might afford us &
chance to address ourselves to a far
Imore serious concern.

Let me digress before I do that and
make one thing clear, since the Speaker
is in the Chamber tonight and can re-
affirm what I have said to him privately
and publicly in relation to the select
committee. As you know, indirection is
not one of my strong cards, and I have
seen nothing in the course of this period
that has altered my views toward the
CIA—nor toward the need to have this
country address the vital issues that are
at stake here. I want to resolve any am-~
biguity with respect to my Intention, if
it is at all possible to remain on what
appears to be a likely accepted fact. I
think it iIs interesting, listening to the
care with which this matter has been
handled tonight, to note the lack of sub-
stance that attaches fo the problems at-
fendant to this committee’s functioning.

I sat through the Rules Committee
meetbing of last Wednesday, where mosb
of the members of the present select
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cormmittee showed some interest in con-
tinuing to serve. I do not think that it
would be unfair to suggest, that we ever
had a substantial effort to address what
has been alluded to as intra-committeee
devisiveness. .

For the last month, in ferms of what
now, I think, has been adequately ex-
plained, it was with peaple, with sound,
believable disinterest, and I think it is
important not only to look hard, care-

© fully, questioningly at the motives at-
tendant to the very interesting series of
events which were orchestrated both

within the framework of the Rules Com-

. mittee membership, the Armed Services
Comunittee, over the course of the period
that is about & month old today.

But all of this, I suppose, can be bet-

ter and more dispassionately addressed -

by, the people who have the benefit of the
vision attendant to a lack of direct in-
volvement. Let me just say that the im-
portant thing, in my opinion, whether it
be the point of view that I express to-
night prevailing or the point of view
outlined by the gentleman from Missouri
prevailing, is the preservation of the ca-
pacity on the part of this Congress to
recognize very clearly what the people
of this.country learned in the streets in
the last dozen years; that there is ample
reason to believe that they cannot believe
their executive branch. This distrust and
cynicism extends to the Ilegislative
branch, and much of what we find at the
root of the inablity to really deal with
national issues comes about-as a result of
being systematically deceived by people
who speak for this country.

‘Whether it be the episode which be-
gan to be revealed during the war, which
both parties can claim equal dishonor
for; whether it be the narrowing, and 1
think far more isolated aberration of
eriminality and the efforts made to con-
ténd that in the guise of national secu-
rity to avoid an inguiry, what we have
gone through collectively as a people is
some part of our experience and in part
what led to the success in establishing
a select committiee.

I might credit my feeling about the
points of the chairman of this commit-
tee, and it is not with- personal oppro-
brium but with an appreciation for the
limits that the hyman condition has

when it comes to engaging in inquiry. I

have made those observations in order
10 picture the gentleman from Michi-
gan’s speech in the House on the day it
was announced.

My econcern really runs, Mr. Chair-.

man, largely, and it runs in general to
a willingness which has heen carefully
circumvented, that were to use distrac-
tion occasioned by committee division;
1o use distraction occasioned by the
Armed Services Committee away from its
solemnities on the issues to determine
9 months after the fact that something
would have to be done aboul an inquiry
of interest in Chile arising from the fact
of a variety of episodes by the Ashland
0il example or McCord or Hunt or Liddy
or any one of a dozen newspaper events
in the course of the last few years which
have all prompted this party to decide
that the prevailing attitude of not know=
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ing anything and being happy in that
particular posture was not enough.

X think all of us-share that common
concern. And as I pointed out to the
Committee on Rules Wednesday of last
week, the interesting part of this is that
it does not divide along traditional lines
of the people who brought us the Penta-
gon Papers and the Watergate exposé
and who have brought us g defense of the
Glomar Explorer and covert activity.
You really do not have the classic. divi-
sion of opinion, of philosophical divi-
sions that exist in so many other areas.
But I think underlying it all, and I find
myself determined—whether it be as the
member of this committee or the posture
that I have been accustomed to from the
beginning of my career outside of that
insider status—to begin to raise the bot-
tom question of what all of this means
about ourselves 2s a people. T reject the
observation of President Ford that “They
do it, so we do,” whether that is the IRS
in downtown Miami, whether that is the
CIA with the drug peddler in downtown
Chicago, whether that is the National
Security Agency reputfedly tepping the

telephones of anybody engaged in under--

ground communication. I reject that as
a coloration that we have the right to
lay claim to when it comes to asking that
world approbation be directed to us. But
whether you agree or not—and it is real-
ly —irrelevent—I think the important
thing is to recognize where the efforts of
the last half generation have led this
country, whether it be cynicism and dis-
belief, whether it be despair, whether it
be a linkage in common purpose to other
global powers we had come during an
earlier generation to despise. I think the
important thing, and the one I find most
troubling in wurging that the retention
of this committee in some form be made,
is to make this inguiry as to what it can
tell us about ourselves and to make it
with the commitment and the reality we
have gone through as a people and to
make it, hopefully, with the appreciation
there is going to be division of opinion
and, above all, oufside of this rather
surrealistic existence that has been our
Iegacy for the last two centuries, the rest
of this country has come to think of usas
a legislativel branch and the executive
branch which has brought us most of
what we have gone through.

So that I may want to have, in some
fashion, something approaching a way of

dealing with z narrow, and perhaps per- -

sonal, basis with some of the events that
I address. But the broader issue is, and
will remain: Do we have the courage to
recognize what has to be done, what must
be faced on something as fundamental
as claims of nationsal security which are,
on -their face, specious challenges, and
not accept the mindless secrecy that is
imposed by the Executive to cloak crim~
inality, illegality and mischief, and to ex-
pect that, somehow or another, we can
begin to address the basic purpose that
we-can all, I think, in good faith assume
in coning here, that we are going to try
to make an effort, in some fashion, fo up-
hold the oath we take. I think that is
what my narrow personal preoccupation
is. T hope it is the preoccupation, for
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whatever reason, that mights be shared

- by the rest of this House.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time a&s he may consume to the
distinguished minority leader, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. REODES).

(Mr. RHODES asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, some
few months ago there were allegations
made that certain echelons of the intel-
ligence apparatus of this couniry had
taken actions which exceeded the man-
date under which it was created. As a re-
suit, the President of the Uniled States
appointed a very distingnished Commis-
sion, headed by the Vice President of the
United States, to investigate these mat-
ters. That Commission has how re-
ported. That report is available. It has
been made public.

Some time shortly after that the
other body, through its Legislative Over-
sight Committee, began its investigation
of the CIA and other intelligence-gath-
ering apparatuses of this Government.
This investigation is proceeding. I am
told it is proceeding rapidly, and with
great efficiency.

Mr. Chairman, the qustion that I
would like to pose to the House now is:
Just how many times do we need to in-
vestigate the CIA or the intelligence ap-
paratus of this country?

I suggest to this House that it might
be the better part of wisdom if, instead
of appointing a committee now to in-
vestigate and to plow the same ground
and perhaps do the same things these
other committees have done, we did
nothing at all., I might be well and it
might be prudent for us not {0 do that
at all. It might be a good idea for us in-
stead to wait until the investigation of
the other body has been completed and
we have had 2 chance to analyze if; it
might be well for us to analyze the
Rockefeller Commission report, and we
could see whether or not there are any
holes in their discussions of the CIA or
the intelligence apparatus in general.
Then if there are, then we should im-
mediately proceed to appoint a special
committee or to adopt such other meth-
od as may be proper to determine those
missing facts.

But I suggest it does the country no
service, it does the House no service, and
it. does the intelligence-gathering ap-
paratus no service for the CIA and the
intelligence-gathering apparatus to be
investigated and investigated and then
investigated again. I suggest instead
that it would be much better for this
House of Representatives to pass on to
some other subject. Heaven only knows
that we have enough problems in this
country we can address ourselves f{o
without addressing ourselves to this ocne
at this particular time.

I would be the first to say that when-
ever.an zgency of: this Government,
however created, actually takes an
action which is contrary o or in excess
of its mandate. it ought to be hauled up
short and hauled up short quickly.

In fact, I intend. when the proper time
comes, to vote for the amendment which

.
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will be offered by the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN) which would
strike the formation of a new commit-
tee, for the reasons I have already given.
If that amendment does not succeed, I
shall certainly vote for the amendment
to be offered by the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. AnpErsoN), which I think,
is an amendment we should g1l consider
very carefully, because it does set up the
means by which a joint committee of the
House and the Senate can be creafed on
a permanent basis to be a permanent
oversight committee for the intelligence
. apparatus.

I suggest to the Members, Mr. Chair-
man, that it is this kind of thing we
need. We do not need the retrospective
glances that we have heard in the
Chamber tonight. We do not need the
prosecutor’s frame of mind that we have
heard coming from many of our
Members.

Yes, if there have been crimes com-
mitted, they ought to be discovered and
they should be prosecuted, there is no
doubt about that. But the thing this
House should be interested in is this:
‘Where do we go from here? What hap-
pens from here on out? How do we make
use of our intelligence apparatus?

I ask those questions as one who be-
lieves very strongly that we must have
an intelligence apparatus. I think it is
very important today in this world—and
it Is a very dangerous world still—where
we know there are predatory nations at
large, where we know that those preda-
tory nations make a fetish out of intel-
ligence, out of spying, if you will, and I
believe that it would be absolutely sui-
cidal for us not to do the best job we can
in finding the information concerning
their preparations for war, whether they
be industrial or whether they be physical,
or any other action which might be
inimical to our best interests.

Mr. Chairman, we must do that. We
would not be true to our ocaths of office
and we would not be true to our duty to
protect the people of this country if we
did not do it. I think it is very important
that we do it properly and we do it
correctly.

Therefore, it would be my hope that
we would address ourselves to the future
and to what we can do to work with
the Executive in order to evolve an intel-
ligence apparatus which is not only ade-
quate to the needs of the country, but
which is so well supervised by both the
executive and the legislative branches
that it would be impossible for it again,
without detection, to exceed its mandate
and to interfere in the lives and in the
rights of the citizens of this country.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RHODES. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, It.hank
the gentleman for yielding.

I do not want to question the ability of
the Church committee or of the Rocke-
feller Commission to provide this very
constructive criticism and recommenda-
tion for the Members, but I feel very
strongly that this House of Representa-
tives, if we do not undertake the Rind of
investigation which is mandated by the
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resolution, would be abdicating its au-
thority, and we would be abdicating the
responsibility we have.

It seems to me that there are a great
many opportunities for saving money, for
getting coordination, and for improving
the intelligence effort which we can con-
structivély make, but I do not believe the
ofher commissions are attempting to do
it. I hope that the House will see fit to
reconstitute the committiee.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman
for yielding,

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, of
course, I have great respect for my
friend, the gentleman from Iilinois (Mr.
McCLoRY), as is shown by the fact that
he is the ranking member of the Select
Committee at the present time; and if, as
I suspect, it is recomstituted, he will be
appointed the ranking member of the Se-
lect Committee again,

However, I mus{ very respectfully dis-
agree with him. I think the fact that the
Rockefeller Commission has been in op-
eration and has reported and that the
Senate commitiee is in operation and, I
assume, in good time will report, to me
points to a proper course for the House
of Representatives, and that is to do
nothing at the present time but o keep
aware of the situation. Then, if it is nec-
essary for us to act, we should act with
all vigor. ’

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Charman, I have
no further requests for time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the remainder of the time on my side to
myself, as I would like to close the
debate. ~

Mr, SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOLLING. I will be glad to yield to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SEIBER~
1iNe), to whom I had made a commit=
ment to yield previously.

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, it
is my present intention fo support the
committee’s resolution. -

I respect all of the members of the
committee, but this issue is far too im-
portant and far too urgent to let any
personality problems stand in the way of
an uncompromising, searching, and un-
biased investigation.

I think the commeénts of the gentle-
man from Arizona on the proposed
amendment of the gentleman from Iili-
nois indicate that that amendment would
be a formula for delay, which is what
the gentleman from Arizona seeks, and
possibly an excuse for avoiding any deci-
sion on appointing a committee, I do not
think we can afford that kind of delay.

Finally, I am willing to support the
committee’s proposed resolution with re-
spect to the Select Committee because I
trust the Speaker of the House and the
leadership of this House to appoint a
committee that is going to do a thorough
and two-fisted job of uncovering any
abuses, regardless of where the blame
lies, and not a2 committee to cover this
whole thing up.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, ¥ thank
the gentleman for his contribution. He
has certainly said what I planned to say
and probably will say not as well in a
longer time.

The only reason that I propose this
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resolution is that I think it is terribly
important that the House function in
its usual manner, through its committee:
system. I became convinced that the
House was not going to be able to do so
through the current Selecti Committee,
" I doubt that very many Members are
aware of the fact that the Select Com-
mitfee, which I chaired in the last Con-
gress, went into this particular problem
of security and of the manner in which
Members should deal with security with
some care, on my motlon, because the
House today has rules that “don’'t make
sense if they are honored in the breach”™
and “don’t make sense if they are hon-
ored.”

The House very badly needs some rules
to guide its Members in dealing with
problems of security, their aeccess io se-
curity, their use of the information that
they receive in a classified manner, and
the House needs that now.

The House needs that now. It is my
hope that one of the recommendations
of the new select committee will speak
to that just as I believe that one of the
recommendations of the new select com-
mittee should speak to the guestion of an
adequate modern official secrets act, to
borrow a phrase. I further believe that
the House finally should get around to
doing something that I have advocated,
I believe, for about 25 years: Setting up a
Joint Committee on Intelligence which
will-carefully supervise the intelligence
activities of the executive. I favored that
for a very long time for two reasons:
First, to prevent nonelected people from -
doing things that mnonelected people
sometimes think is wise, and that any
elected official would know was wrong,
and asinine as well as illegal; and, sec-
ond, for the further purpose not only of
giving supervision, buk of providing for &
respected supervisory group that no
Member of the House feels is tainted by
its association with a particular branch
of the executive.

This resolution is here only because I
as one Member, and the Committee on
Rules as a group, could not figure out
any other way to make it possible for the -
House to function through its committes
system. The House of Representatives I
believe to be the most important demo-
cratic representative institution in the
United States, and if it cannot function
then the United States cannot function.
So it is a matter of the greatest wrgency
and of the greatest priority.

I do not intend to yield to any Mem-
ber. I will finish my speech and that will
be the end of that. -

That is why 1 think that the gentle-
man from Ohio nailed it. It is not im-
portant who is on this committee. It is
important that this committee function.

1% is important that this committee do
honor to the country and to the House
of Representatives. That is all that is
important.

The Speaker, the majority leader, the
chairman of the caucus, the members
of the committee, and the select commit-
tee, have spent hours upon hours seek~
ing a way to make the current committee
work. No way was found. The only way
in which that committee can function is
with a new committee with perhaps some
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changes in its personriel. It will then have
a short period of time -to prove to the
House and the country that it deserves
an extension of its time to investigate
and to recommend. It will need addi-
tional time because 4 months or 5 months
is not enough. But we must have a com-
mittee that works, and we have had a
committee that, for whatever reasons,
did not work.

The country is a good deal more fm-
portant than anything else. The Con-
gress is a good deal more important than
any of its Members. The only solution
- that we could find was that there be a

new start, and ¥ there is a new start I
hope there will be a complete investiga-
tion and a set of recommendations which
for the first time in its histofy will put
this country, its Government, in a sound
position vis-a-vis intelligence, critical,
but terribly dangerous. I honor every
member of that committee, the existing
committee, for their efforts. I do not
agree with all of them, but they are
honorable men. That is not the point.

The point is that the House must be
able to function. I am going to. resist
all of the amendments that I know of

when we come back to this matter on -

Wednesday. I hope that a majority will
resist all of the amendments, and I hope
we will pass this resolution and proceed
to the process that should have been an
effective investigation with the appro-
priate recommendations which will heal
g gaping wound, in my judgment, in the
country’s legislative institutions and its
executive institutions.

Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose; and
the Spesker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Evans of Colorado, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the resolution (H. Res. 591) estab-
lishing a Select Commitiee on Intelli-
gence, had come to no resolution thereon.

"' JOB QUOTAS ON POLICE FORCE

© (Mr. ANNUNZIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, the Jus-
tice Department has recently proposed
the institution of a quota system for the
hiring and promotional! policies of the
Chicago police department. I hope that
Judge Prentice Marshall, who presided
over the recent trial of alleged discrim-
inatory practices of the Chicago police,
will see fit not to include these proposais
when he presents his findings in Sep-
tember.

The enactment of these Justice De-
partment proposals would have a dele-
terious effect on the quality of Iaw en-

forcement in Chicago by substituting ar-

bitrary ethnic formulas for ability and
hard work. The way to eliminate diserim-
ination is to make all jeb opportunities
open to everyone on the basis of talent.
Anything less than open competition
based on ability is an afiront to the dig-
ity of the police officers involved and
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less thann what the people of Chicago
deserve, .

Bob Weidrich, the highly regarded
writer of the Chicago Tribune, has writ-
fen an interesting column on this ques-
tion in the July 14 edition of the Chicago
Fribune. I would like to share Mr. Weid-
rich’s story with my colleagues. I also
would like to bring to the attention of my
colleagues an editorial dealing with the
same subject which appeared in the Chi-
cago Tribune on July 12.

"~ Cor QUALITY LOST IN QUOTA PranN
(By Bob Weidrich)

Justice Department proposals for a guota
system in Chicago police hiring end pro-
motional practices are an insult to minori-
ties and a sure-fire formula for mediocrity.

%It is a slzp In our faces,” declared sn
ocutraged black police afficer who calls this
oiffice with some regularity.

“It is a declaration that we can’t make it
on our own, that we are dummies.”

As in the past, the officer was on pairol
with his partner and had pulled up to an
outdoor phone booth to voice his dismay
at published reports of a proposed Justice
Department order submitted before Federzl
Judge Prentice Marshall in the city's
lengthy police bias trial.

“A quota system would be unjust to both

‘black and white police officers,” the police-

man asserted. “I don’t want to- get pro-
moted under such circumstances. No matter
how well I know my job, it would have a
dirty taste about 1. I wouldn't feel I had
made it on may own.™

Like many of the minority police officers
who have writien or called us, all this officer
asks for is a sguare shake in Chicago police
hiring and promotionsal examimtions. He
asks nothing more.

“Just let the exams be on the square for
everyone and knock out the subjective
judgments by the bosses in evaluating per-
formsance,” he pleaded. “Give us a chance
to show our stuff on an equal basiz. That's
all ary of us ssk.”

There was a strong ring of professional
pride in the officer’s voice and an equally
strong dislike of quota systems for his race
or eny other.

He proposed that instead of Judge
Marshall invoking the guldelines suggested
by Washington for the hiring and promo-~
tion of blacks, Latinos, and women,” that

adopt the system in use in New
York City and Detroit where candidates can
challenge the fairness of examinations soon
after they are given.

Detroit has had such a sys‘tem for 10
vears; New York for about five years.

And it permits those taking the exams
to question the ambiguity of some multi-
ple-~cholce guestions as well as the correct-
ness of some snswers. In a recent New York
examination for sergeants, 14 of 100 multi-
ple-choice guestions were scratched or re-
scored as a result of being challenged.

The same holds true in Detroit, where 156
guestions were successfully contested in a
promotional exam.

The system permits candidates for promo-
tion, for example, to challenge answers that
are obviously wrong when compsared io the
street experience of policemen. This tends
to eliminate guestions and answers framed
by ‘theoreticians who have never faced the
realities of police work.

“That’s wkat we mneed, far more than
guotzs that will bring onto this job people
that have neither the ability nor potential
competence for what I consider to be a
highly professional posmon * another black
officer fold us:

Granted, tkese statements may not reflect
the view of each of the minority police offi-
cers now serving the Chicago Police Depart-
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ment. But they do indicate a strong senti-
ment by some to demand the right to prove
themselves as policemen rather than get a
free ride to promotion on a basis of sex or
color.

To us, the government suggestions con-
tain no element for assuring quality, ability,
or an upgrading of police talent., Rather,
ihey appear to be strictly a mathematical
formula for picking bodies of & particular
color or contour.

That may be fine, as the Justice Depari-
ment declares, to overcome the racial and
sexual injustices of the past. But it does not
guarantee that Chicago will have the best
possible police service in an era of rising
crime.

‘To the contrary, playing a numbers game
with police personnel procedures can only
lead to demoralization in the ranks and a
detericration in the gquality of leadership
and policing.

Just as Iudicrous, in our judgment, is the
Justice Department proposal that minorities
and women be given priority on so called
cholce duty assignments such as those at
O’Hare International Airport, or as an in-
vestigator or crime laboratory techmnician.

Again, that can only insure that Police
Supt. James Rochford will no longer have
& voice in judging the fitness of individual
police officers to fulfill such tasks. Instead
of- de facto diserimination, Chicago would
have a de facto police chief—the Justice
Department, but with none of the crucial
responsibilities of the job.

To our way of thinking, there is only one
way to make minority members both proud
and professional—a square deal and an
equal chance to achieve success on their
own. Anything less is a ripoff of human
dignity.

WasHINGTON'S ETHNIC ALGEBRA

To judge from the list of reforms that the
Justice Department has proposed for Chi-
cago's police force, federal authorities have
worked out a new set of priorities in law
enforcement. They seem to think the maost
important job a police department has is
1o reflect exscily the ethnic makeup of its
community, and that other obligations—
such as protecting ecitizens and arresting
criminals—take second place to this one.

We do not share this view and hope that
federal District Judge Prentice Marshall
doesn't either. The judge, who presided over
the 82-cay trial on charges of discriminatory
practices by the Chicago police, is to issue
his findings in September: If he makes these
proposals pary of his final order, our police
administration may not have much time left
for matters like law enforcement; it will be
to0 busy making slide-rule eguations be-
tween the sexes and different ethnic groups.

The Justice Depariment proposals, sub-
mitted by attorneys Tlana Rovner and Don-
ald Pailen, call on the judge to order these
procedures:

Two of every three persons hired as police
officers must be blacks, Latinos, or women,
end 50 per cent must be blacks or Latinos.

Half of all police officers promoted to ser-
geant must be black, Latino, or female, until
the percentage of black, Latino, and female
sergeants reflects their representation on the
police force as a whole,

One~third of gll those promoted to lieu-
tenant must be black, Latino, or female,
with the same requirement.

Blacks and women must be given priority
on assignments to cholee duty positions—
again, untll they are represented in these
positions proportionately to the whole police
force.

These recommendsations, in-our view, are
& classic case of overreaction—irying to rem-
edy one injustice by insisting on an equal
and opposite infjustice. The situation they
are meant to
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Chicago polics department has habitually
slanted its requirements for hiring or pro-
moting against minorities and women, and
most of the arguments city lawyers used to
defend the practice were idiotic. The issue
of unfair hiring and promotion standards is
a wholly legitimate one, and the Justice De-
partment can rightly demand that these
standards be impartial. But that is not what
it is demanding. The proposed remedy seems
based on & notion that fairness Iater can be
achieved only by unfahmess now,

In its push for instant equality, the Jus-
tice Department overlooks the fundamental
standard for judging this or any pollce de-
partment: how well it does its job of law
enforcement. Obvicusly, diseriminatory hir-
ing and promotion practices are bad by that
standard because they tend to lessen the ef-
fectiveness of a police force, particularly
along minority groups.

But the same appiles to practices that
deny anyone s job or a promotion for rea-
sons unrelated to his or her ability. It cer-
tainly applies to the Justice Department
proposal, which would be ruinous to morale
and incentive among police officers—minor-
ity and nonminority members slijke. Why
work hard and take risks to be a good cop
if the odds are stacked agalnst your promo-

¥
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faction in winning higher rank if you don't
have to earn it? It would be hard to find &
quicker or surer way to destroy a police de-
parnnenc's effectiveness.

The Justice Department, with its complex
formulas for hiring and promotion, would
replace one discriminatory system with ah-
other. [In fact the new one is doubly dis-
eriminatory. Why are minorities to have half
the promotions to sergeant, but only one-
third of those to lieutenant?} It seems to re-
gard the change as an emergency need, a8
though the police department had no task
more urgent than meeting arbitrary guotas.

We hope Judge Marshall does not try to
fill this rush order. Punitive interference is
one thing; justice is another, and wusually
takes longer,

THE PLIGHT OF THE AMERICAN
TAXPAYER

(Mr. ICHORD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Speaker, I would
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to a deeply alarming problem confront-
ing the taxpayers today. The American
taxpayer, bounded by inflation and fears
of the future, is taking & baleful look at
the cost of maintaining a massive Fed-~
eral bureaucraey in the style and com-
fort it has come to expect.

Newsweek magazine’s June 9, 1975 is-
sue carried an article o some statistics -
released by 2 group of economists from
the Ford Motor Co:., which found there
are more people being supported by tax
dollars then there were workers in the
private sector to support them. Ford
economists found a total of 80,655,000 tax
dependents versus 71,650,000 non-gov-
ernment workers.

If legislation is reguired to establish
a policy of holding down the growth of
“big government” then Congress should
begin studying ways te bring it about.
The growth of government in terms of
manpower and spending has been
enormous in recent years and the results
of the Ford Motor Co.’s statisties cer-
tainly highlight this pressing time.

tion? On the other hand, what's the satis- [ike fo.call the attention of my colleagues . The statistics follow:
POPULATION DEPENDENT ON TAX DOLLARS FOR SUPPDRT & 3
[Research in Economics Department, Ford Motor Co., Junes 1975}
Percent Parcent
Thousands of people increase Thousands of people increass
1940 1950 1960 1970 1978 1940-74 1940 " 1950 1960 1570 1974  1340-74
Recipients of Government Xe s percent of <
ml?:tc:ral a:dm!’ i 733 4,824 16,952 29,014 - 34427 4,263 gos. e 8.8 14.4 21 :
e2s and survivors. . . , A, ALy SRS, i ) NG s S ) -8 3 R —
Disabied and an assist-- ] . As a percent of e i =
T WS S | 8197 9,754 17,211 23,174 3n non - Govern~
Unsmployed.......-- -~ Lo24 1,416 1,799 1,695 6, 607 545 ment workers_. 26.3 4.8 6.5 96.2 M
On acti b ifitary @ ty-‘"" s,ﬁg x:, ﬁg zgli% Q m 6;’,"1’2? §?§ s, population s 132,554 n
n active military dul " o 1 -180,67F 204,875
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ENERGY CONSERVATION

The SPEARER pro ftempore. (Mr.
Murraa). Under a previous order of the
House the genfleman from California
(Mr. Brown) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Mr. BROWN of California. Mr. Speak-~
er, I recognize the hour is Iate and it is
not my intention fo take the entire 60
minutes. However I do think it is im-
portant to spend a very few moments
on the subjeet of this special order.

Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with
o wide variety of nafional and global
prbblems that are unprecedented in their
complexity. Among these problems is the
pervasive need for energy. Through
pending congressional action, we are
now well into the process of setiing an
energy course for this nation for the
next decade. It is the purpose of our
discussion today fo consider the need
for a strong emphasis on energy con-
servation in our over-all energy strategy,
and to compare the returns we may get

from investing money and effort in
energy conservatiion measures with those
obtainable from investments for increas-
ing energy supply. I hope every Member
of the House will reflect on the poinis
made today as we act in the next 3 weeks
on the Energy Conservation and Energy
Policy Act from the Interstate and For-
elgn Commerce Committee, on the
ERDA conservation appropriastion in the
Interior and related-appropriations bill,
and as we analyze the ERDA “National
Plan for Energy Research, Development,
and Demonstration” which has just been
released.

- Energy conservafion means different
things to different people, from simply
raising energy prices to the
whole thrust of our fechnology and
patterns of life. In many cases any dis-
agreement is not over the goal, but on
the best method to promote a new kind
of conserving society. I am looking for-
ward very much to the variety of points
of #iew and dimensions of energy con-

servation which I tbmk we will hear
today.

I myself want to focus on two points,
the opportunities for energy conserva-
tion simply through increased effi-
ciency of use, and the opportunities for
conservation through restraint and
changes in life-style. The first is a point
which has been examined in a very
guantifative. way, and I find i incredible
that these results have not put strate-
gies to increase efficiency of energy use
at the leading edge of everyone’s energy
plan.

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROWN of California. I yield to
my colleague, the gentleman from West
Virginia.

Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I commend the gentleman from
California for focusing attention on the
need for energy conservation.

Mr. Speaker, T add my commendation
and support to the g }ﬂeman from Cali-
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The House metma.t., 15 o'clock- a.m._,,,

The Chaplain, Rev. Edward G. Latch,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

Behold, I stand at the door and knock;

if anyone hears My voice and opens.the ™

door, I will come in to Mm;—Revelaﬂons
3: 20. e
© God, who art ever knocking at the
door of our hearts seeking entrance to
our inmost being, we pause in Thy pres-
ence opening our-lives unto Thee.

We thank Thee for the gift of prayer
and for -this opportunity of turning to
Thee to. receive strength for .the day,
wisdom for sound decisions, understand-
ing when differences develop, and good
will amid the difficulties we face. =

Bless Thou our Nation that out of the
depths of these disturbing days may
come a new life for our people. Help us
to help one another, teach us to- trust.
one another, and grant us grace to live
cenerously -for the greater good of all.
Abide with us, Lord,. tor in Thee do we«
put our trust. Amen... : S

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chdir has exa.m--
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings- and._ announces to the House
his approval thereof,

Without obJecuon, the Joumal stands :
approved. :

There was no obj echon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE .-

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Sparrow, one of -its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed bills of the- -
following titles, in- which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: ;

S. 1260, An act to authorize the Adminis-
trator of General Services to enter into
multiyear leases-through use of the auto-
matic data processing fund without obllgat-
ing the total anticipated payments to be
made under such leases;

S. 1849, An act to extend the Emergency
Petroleum Allocation Act; and

S. 1883. An act to conserve gasoline by di-
recting the Secretary of Transportation to
establish and enforce mandatory fuel
economy performance standards for new
automobiles and light duty trucks, to estab-
lish a research and development program
leading to advanced automobile prototypes,
and for other purposes.

i

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. BAUMAN, Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that a guorum is not
present

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
Is not present.

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr, Speaker, I move &
call of the House,

i T

.8ylvania? .

" A call of theHouse was ordersd. ?
" The call was taken by electronic de-.
vice; and the f.onowxng Members failed

T [Roll No. 389]
., Fuqua
An.drews,ljl:g‘.‘j{ Hanley -
Bel . . Hebert

Biaggi "~ Hefner
Burton, Phillip Holland"

Butler &~ Jarman

Conlan = Earth -

Conyers Lent.

Danielson McHugh ;

Downey- Matsunaga

Drinan. .~ - - * Meeds . %

Esch . - Mills. ..+ ~Ullman *" & 5
_Bshleman = Mollohan = .Wu.sun C.H
Fulton.. "+ - ~4Moaher 5 y F-

The SPEAKER. On this mﬂcaﬂ 389
Members have recorded their presence by
electronic device, a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dlspensed
with.

FILFE, REPORT ON S, 846, AS
AMENDED, TO AUTHORIZE FUR-
THER THE SUSPENSION OF BJILI
TARY AID TO TUREEY - - “\.
o

Mr MORGAN Mr.- Speaker, . T-
unanimous consent that the Ccmmittee
on International Relations have-uniil
midnight tonight to file a report-on S.
8486, as amended, to authorize further the

suspension of military aid to 'mrke?. :~ e

the request of the gentleman from Penn—
There was 10 objection. :

‘ﬂ i
b

ESTABLISHING A SELECI‘ COMMIT-
- TEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker,. I move
that the House' resolve 1tself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the furilier con-
sideration of the resolution (H. Res, 531)
establishing a Select Committee on In-
telligence.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman :trom
Missouri (Mr. BoLLING) . £y

The motion was agreed to. "

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WBOLI

Accordingly the House resolved itself.
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the resclution, House
Resolution 591, with Mr. Evans of Colo-
rado in the chair.

The c‘lerk rea.d the title of the resolu-
tlon..- = oo

‘The CHAIRMAN Whenthe Commit-
tee rose on Monday, July. 1!. 1975, all

time for general debate on f..he xesolution
had expired.

The Clerk will read_ s e

The Clerk read as follows: -~ T
- Resolved, That (a) there is hereby estabm

lished - In the House of Representatives a-

Select Committes on Intelligence to conduct
an inquiry into the organization, operations,
and oversight of the intelligence community
of the United States Government.

(by:The select committee shall be com-
posed of  thirteen Members of “the House of
Representatives to be- appointed by the
‘Speaker. The Speaker shall designate oné of
the members as chalrman. .

.4¢) For the purposes of this. resolnﬁon ihe
select committee is authorized to sit dur-.
ing sessiéns of the House and during the

Ppresent Congress whether or not the House '
has recessed or adjourned. A majority of the .
members of the select committee shall con-’;

stitute. a guorum for the transaction of
business except that the select commitiee
may designate a lesser number as & guorum
for the purpose of taking testimomy.

- Mr. QUILIEN (dur!ng the reeding)~

considered as read and prlnted in the
REcorp.

The CHATRMAN. Is. there cbjection to

the request of the genﬂeman from Ten—
nessee? " ..

mmmm I TH].’ NATURE OP*A smmm

OFFERED BY MR. QUILLEN '

Mr: QUILLEN. Mr. Chalrman I ofter

an- amendment in ,the nature ot a sub-
stitute. - ~ot

Ameninent 1 the Dt ol 5 Bubstitute

offered by Mr. QUILLEN: Strike all after the- . .

.Tesolving-clause snd ‘insert.in.leu. thereof .
* the following: —ws il i iniddna. &

Resolved, That the aeleetecmm;lttee mﬂ- hE

lizhed by H. Res. 138 i abolished immediate--
ly upon the adoption of this resclution; and
be it further

Resolved, That: immedhtely upon “the
adoption of this resolution, the Clerk shall
“obtain all papers, documents, testimony, and
other materials generated by the select com-
mittee and transfer them to the General
Services Administration for pressrvation
subject to the order of the House. A

(Mr. QUILLEN asked and was glven

permission to revise .and extend. hi.s
remarks.)

MrQUnLENMrChairman,’tmus"

a very simple amendment. What it does
is exactly what it says it does: It abol-
ishes the-Select Committee on Intelli-

gence-—period. But it does not entirely: -

close the door for future action by-the
House.

This is a very important amendment.
It is offered as an amendment in the
nature of a substitute. If enacted, ¥ will
~ abolish ‘the Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, but, as I said, it does not com-
pletely close the door fur the future.: -




-~ ~ - »The article states: *
Senator Feank Church said yesterday thut’

-

Mr Cha.irman. let me read the head-
llne 4n this morning’s Washington Post:
CIADebatcSeehDeadinSenate.” =
et 1',‘& S T .
plans for & clossd-door Senate debste on the
Central Intelligence Agency’s involvement in
assassination plots may be abandoned be-

uuse of the A?g'ust recess.

It goes on to £ay that this report, 1!
eompleted ‘will be made public while the
Congress is in recess, but first of all the
report on alleged assassinations will be
given to the White House.

‘I think it is not logical for this House
-0f Representatives to go forward with
8 Belect Commitiee on Intelligence after
the Rockefeller Commission made &
thorough investigation of the CIA and
has already made its report, after the
Church commitiee in the Senate has gone

-4 months in the investigation of the CIA
“xof-alleged assassination plots,-and the

- committee is going to make its report on
“these plots even whﬂewemin recess

P J Lk

v Chaimnn.afmnkitjsimpormnt‘

Mﬂds.commlme’andthstthisﬁmxse

~“of:Representatives ‘lock at the ‘overall
i*iﬂ'ﬂm ~“What will' be accomplished, if

" =we -go Into the invesiigation not only
% “d!'ﬂlecmbnto!uomeragencleswim

on January:31. Investigation of the CIA
- and investigation -of ‘11 other agencies
!wonld “dnclude the “National Security

the U.8S. Intelligence Board, the

" President’s Foreign Intelligence Advisory

Board, the Central Intelligence Agency,

#he=>Defense Intelligence Agency,” the
Army, Navy, and Air Force intelligence
. components, :the: Intellicence Research

' . Bureau-of the Department of State, the

Federal Bureau of Investigation, the De-

. partment of the Treasury, the Energy

Research and Development Administra-

ition, and any other instrumentality of

the Government tb.is selecb com-
mltteedecidst.pzo :

Mr. Oxairman,Isay*toﬂ:eMembers_
ﬂmt:this"’selecttommithee was created

-~ - in Februzry of this year."Because of in-

ternal problems and the constitution .of
the commitiee itself, no action has been
taken. No meetings have been held in
.any meaningful way. ‘l‘he committee has
~not organized.
© M. Clmlman. Ittﬂnkﬁtis important
that this committee be abolished because
the American people have lost confidence
in thatparticular committee’s going for-
ward with any meaningful investigation.
“There have been leaks from other -com-
mibtees in past sessions of the ‘Congress
of classified and secret material, and the
- American people feel that in dny- inves-
tigation started Hy*this select commit~
_ tee, there is a great possibility of future
leaks. I think this country is so impor-
tant, the future of this cotinfry as a dem-
ocratic system is so dmportant that we
must take a break, 30 to speak, abolish
the commitiee, and then after the Senate
has made a full report, after the Church
commitiee has made a full report, review
the situation and see then if we need a
‘committee to plow new ground. Certainly
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we do’ not need 2 committee to go over
the same testimony prevlou;ly given by

Mr. Colby and the others.

“The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee {Mr. QUILLEN)
has expired.- :

(By unanimous consent, Mr. QUILLEN
was allowed 40 proceed for 2 additional
minutes.)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, cer-
tainly this House of Representatives-does
‘not need to go over the ground covered
by the Rockefeller Commission and the
ground covered by the Church committee
in the Senate. If there is new ground
to be plowed after the Church commitiee
has made its report, then let us consider
whether or not we need a permanent
Committee on Intelligence.

After this measure was debated on the
ficor of the House on Monday, the
American people had uppermost.in their
minds not what this committee will un-
cover, but what the prices of groceries
are on the grocer’s shelves, and what the
price of gasoline is going 4o rise to, and
what taxes are going to be levied upon
“them: ‘They are concerned with the do-
‘mestic problems -of our country.”I think
this Congress is Jeaving the wrong im-
pression when-our focus is on something
ithat really -is ' not as important as the

domestic problems facing us today.

I think Mr.--Colby has been before

- several committees and has presented all

the .documenis ;neceesary 1o conclude
zhxs consideration. . - . FETvne

~Mr. Chairman, I shail’ 3nsistm a-Te-
oorded vote on my amendment, :and I
would urge-{the Members of this body to
support this amendment in good con-
science. After all, the Touse of Repre-
sentatives, later on, can reconstitute a
new commitiee if necessary. Buf today
Jet us abolish fhis committee, and get
down to the business of lowering grocery
prices, lowering gasoline prices, and doing
the things that are necessary 'for the
people of this country.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, T rise
in opposition to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute offered by the gen-
telman from Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN).

"Mr. Chahman,ﬁrstoran I'would like
to deal briefily with a.couple of pro-
‘cedural problems, There is s miistdke in
the resolution which is before us ihat
was pointed out by the gentleman from
Tilinois OMr. McCrory) that, by a print-
er’s error, January 3 appears-on.page 6
as‘the final date, and it should be Janu-
ary 31, When we get to that section I
am -going to offer o lechnical amend-
ment which will hring this into con-
formity with the intent of everybody
involved so that the final dafe of the
committee, when it is reconstxtubed will
be the 3ist.of January, | o
© Secondly “as e procesd with fhe :de-
bate Iam not going in any way 4o iry
to prevent Members from having an .op-
Portunity to talk on particular amend-
ments, but I am going to try fo proceed
in an orderly fashion and, with the co-
operation of the commitiee, I .hope we
will be able $0 set time on each amend-
ment, 8t a reasonable -time, soon after
we see how the debate is beginning to
develop, and so that we will not just go

hy o
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on and on and on, falking about every-
thing on one amendment when there
are other amendments coming.

I am going to seek to achieve some
kind of an orderly discussion, amend-
ment by amendment and, of course, that
would also take into account the possi-
bility of amendments being offered fo
amendments.

‘Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to
express my opposition 40 the amend-
ment.

The argument. that the. gaaﬂeman
-from Tennessee makes might be a more
forceful argument if the committee were
just going to investigate, but the com-~
mittee is going to make recommenda-
tions, I.hope, and the recommendations
.are terribly important. The House not
only needs to have an investigation, but
it needs 4o have recommmendations made
on .a variety of complex matters. The
committee can recommend, and they
‘may not be legislative recommendstions.
"The committee, I think, should recom=-
mend in three areas. One, if anything
‘needs 1o be done about the rules of the
FHouse; two, if anything:should be done
-about -the laws governing security mat-
ters of the United Btates-and its agen-

~glies,and among ifs citizens; and three,
~what kind of oversight- should be estab-
Tished for the future.

I think an expert-commitiee that has
done some -studying-of -the -problems of
intelligence and really <truly under-
stands them should do ‘that kind of
work, should -do -the -groundwork that
will lead to an effective set -of recom-
mendations which the House will have
an opportunity to ‘consider. Therefore,
T think it is-a good idea to roundly de-
feat the proposal of the gentieman from
Tennessee, no matter “how well-inten-
tioned it is.--

Mr. .Chairman, 1 yield-back the re-
mainder of my time. .

Mr. BAUMAN, Mr.Chairman, T rise in
support of the amendment. -
~ My, Chairman, earlier this year the
House was confronted wwith the gues-
tion of whether -or: not 4t would abol-
ish ‘the House .Comimittee on Internal
BSecurity. At that time the argument was
advanced by the proponents that this
particular committee “was not needed,
thet it was superfiuous, that it was ex-
pensive, $hat its jurisdiction was shared
by othér commitiees in the House, and
that -the Commitiee on the .Judiciary
could just .as well handle these matters.
If those arguments for abolition were
appliceble then, theynefhdn}y apply now
$o the :pem‘!inx resolution.”,

I want to remind the Members that the
Internal Security Committee this House
abolished was charged many years ago
by the House of Representatives with in-
vestigating ‘Communist subversion and
subversion bysother groups,anti-Amer-
ican and an-American groups. Last Jan-
uary the judgment was made by the ma-
jority party in this Housethat that com-
mitiee should be abolished; that subver-
sion was no Jonger a threat Now we are
being asked to create snother commit-
tee to investigate executive agencies
whose role also has 4:0 control sub-
version. % ) &
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The gentleman from Missouri says that
the amendment -of the gentleman from

Tennessee is nnnecessary and is out of-

place because the new committee pro-
posed by this resolution will have a very
important rele,. first of all, o recom-
mend smendments to the Rules of the
House dealing with national security and
how it should be handled, Tules dealing
with a Member's right to information
and how each of us should handle secrel
and  confidentisl “matters : that .come
within our purview. I submit that the
able gentleman from Missonri headed.a
select committee which had a great deal

of time to devote iisglf to this and other

matters regarding changes in the Rules
of the House; There were substitutes,
amendments, all sorts of changes made
to the Rules of the House. Certainly the
Committee on Rules, or any .select group
of that particulsr committee, could han-
dle that questlon without any problem,
based upon their expertise and ability, in
3 matter of weeks or-months at the most,
I am quite sure. : s

I doubt that the composition of thé
committee we propose to create here to-
day would be such :that it would be so

finely tuned either temperamentally or

intellectually that it is going to come out
with any delicate Tules to handle the
conduct of Members of the House in mat~
fers of secrecy. No, I think the new com-
mittee’s bag, as-they say in the vernac-
ular, is going to be investigation; and in-
vestigation -en. a. grand scale molded
along the lines.of the prejudices of the
individual Members. who serve on this
committee. We have already had a taste
of what is to-come by the remarks heard
on this floor today. '

e

I will say to the House I might be less -

willing fo support the pending amend-
ment if the Speaker of the House would
announce to us now during this debate
who will be chalrman of this new group
and what the composition of the mem-
bership will be. Last February I voted
against the creation of the present com-
mittee that will be abolished as part of
this resolution, because I did not think
it would do fhe job. I had heard the
names of some of the Members who had

been proposed to serve on if, and ¥ had -

misgivings. I must say my misgivings
have been borne out to a fine fare-thee<
well based on the conduct of this com-
mittee so far., X

Second, do we need investigations of
our security agencies by this proposed
commitiee? I may not always agree with
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
Arzuc) but she has exercised the juris-
diction of her Subcommittee on Govern=
ment Operations in exploring fully—and
will continue, I am sure, knowing her
predelictions—the CIA and its activities.
We may not agree with the way that she
does it in all respects, but it is within the
jurisdiction of her committee. Other
committees of the House already have
jurisdiction over various security agen-
cies as well, including the Committee on
Armed Services and the Committee on
Appropriations. Why must we have still
another group?

As far as future oversight is concerned,
the Committee on Government Opera-
tions has this within its jurisdiction.
There is no need for this House to create

CONGRESSIONAL m;com)';nousx

a new committee, but there is 8 great
need to abolish the one we have.

- I submit to the Members that the con-~
tents of this resolution constitute a po-
litieal solution to the internal problems
of -the majority party in this House. This
is unfortunsate because I think that there
has been raised valid questions regarding
the civil liberties of individual citizens
of the United States and whether gov-
ernmental agencies are- .overstepping
their bounds. It is unforfunate that we
are asked in this particnlar:instance to
solve a political problem with a twofold
resolution abolishing a useless commit-
tee that, indeed, should be abolished,
that probably will have fo be abolished
when if-foliows down the same road.
But perhaps this unususal procedure will
ease the internal problems of the Demo-~
cratic caucus. v s O

I think the solution offered by the gen-
ileman from .Tennessee is amply fair
and correct. The Rockefeller Commis-
sion has. acted. The Church committee
in the other body is acting. Congress has
gone over-this- ground before;
gentleman “from. Arizona; the minority
leader said yesterday. There 4s a limit
fo what we can do. The House-is 6 months
late and $750,000 short. The House will
never caftch up to ‘the other investiga-
tions, nor. should we try. Abolish this
committee and let the appropriate com-

- mittees of -the House to de their job.. -

.. The proper manpner in which to deal
with this ¥ think is to support the Quillen
amendment. ©  otneai oo 2
(Mr. BAUMAN asked -and was given
permission to revise and extend his Te-
marks.) ok :
Mr. McCLORY. Mr. "Chairman, T rise
in opposition to the amendment.: . > =
Mr, Chairman, as the ranking minority
member on the select. committee- that
was appointed in February I want at
least to advert to the responsible man-
Ber in which I feel the Members on our
side-have proceeded-and .have under~
taken to perform their-jobs with vigor
and with determination in .an effort to
fuifill. the-mandate of:  House-of

Representatives. - : o oipiaispy S 0%

I think it is extremely important that
we do not have out activities frustrated
by the difficulties that have arisen on
the other side of the aisle. Our frustra-
tions- would be complete if this amend-
ment were to be-adopted. = .+ :

There is an important and legitimate
role for us to perform. We recognized
that when we established this select com-
mittee. In the effort being made now by

ihe gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BorL- .

1me) he is trying to overcome the frus-
trations that have arisen because of dis~
agreements on the other side of the aisle
in order that this House of Representa-
tives might legitimately carry out one of
its important functions, that of over-
sight. : -
‘We are not concerned here simply with
the CIA. The CIA, as a matter of fact is
a small part of the overall intelligence
community, but the complex intelligence
community does deserve some oversight.

There is tremendous confusion and over--

lapping and duplication. ¥ the gentle-
man from Tennessee Is interested in sav-
ing the money of the taxpayers he ought

H 6867

1o be interested. in having the activities
of the select committee carried on be-:
cause the opporfunities for savings ‘@are:
tremendons.

Nobody knows how much the gverall
intelligence operations cost. We should
find out’ and determine that and make
the entire intelligence community an effi-
£ient operation, and not just allow it to
be one that goes on with various suton-
omous and independent operstions with-

It seems to me ip be extremely impor-
tant, even though we move toward es-
tablishment of a joint committee, which
I would support, even if we suppeort a
Joint commitiee as an ultimate gozal or
objective of our commitiee, we should
first of all "study the framework =nd
background of this entire activity so that
we can move into that kind of oversight-
operation intelligently. 3 %

Mr. QUILLEN, Mr. Chairmean, 'wi]l the
gentleman yield? . >

Mr. McCLORY, X yield to the gemile-
man from Tennessee. ¥ RS

Mr. QUILLEN. I thank the genileman
for yielding. . ... . : k.

The gentleman says-the. commitiee
ought o do certain things. Why has it
not? Up to now the members have not.

Mr. McCLORY. I do not want to say
that our efforts have not been frustrated.
They have been, but I am confident thas
‘the Speakeris going to name a chairman
of the committee who is going to demon=-
‘strate leadership and control of our com=-
mittee. T am sure we are going to find -
the chaitman, whoever it happens to-be;>
will have the support.of the Memberson.-
our side and we.are going to move for--:
-and do the kind of job we are charged
with doing, which includes the oversight .«
of all the intelligence community.>*= =2

. _Now, if the gentleman would get-a
‘background paper from the Legislative
Reference Service of the Library of Con- -
gress, he would-see how complex an op-- -
“eration this is. Our inteHigence agencies =
-enter into all kinds of subjects, net only -
do' they .invade the- privaie righis:.of
‘American citizens and not only is there
“confusion- which Tresults from-the «CIA -
and FBI not knowing where their Iines -
-of demarcation lie, but let me suggest an-
other area requiring our close attention,
that of drug enforcement. This is an area
where we note a terrible increase in the |
drug traffic, because in my opinion we-
do not have the coordinated kind of com—
munication between our various agencies -
with each other which they should have o
it we are to stamp out the drug iraffic.

They need help to stamp out the traf-.
fic in drugs. This is one area, it seems

1o me that deserves s thorough investi-
gation and it can only be done if the
committee is active and empowered to
carry on its job. R Ly o
Mr. QUILLEN, Mr; Chalrman; will the

‘gentleman yleld? - 7 ..

Mr. McCLORY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee.

Mr, QUILLEN. That was my impres-
sion and opinion and: congideration in
February of this year when this commit-
tee was formed by this House. I mean,
the dreams and aspirations and ideas do
not formulate unless action is taken.

e ~ e -
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" The committeehas not taken any action
Therefore, it should be abolished.

" - Mr. McCLORY. I do not think the gen-
tleman should blame the committee or
‘any of the Members on his side of the
aisle, because we have been ready and
able to go forward and we have gone
forward to the extent we have been ca-
pable of going forward, but we have been

— frustrated, I recognize that. The purpose

-of the resolution of the gentleman from
Missouri is to reactivate and restructure
this committee so that we can fulfill the
mandate that has been given to the
House and that we should fulfill.

Mr: DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words.

(Mr. DELLUMS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr, DELLUMS. Mr, Chairman, &8s cne
of the present members of the commit-
tee, I rise in strong opposition 1o the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Tennessee. ™

I would first point out that the House
of Representatives and the Senate are
equal in their constitutional responsibili-

ties. The Constitution, in part, says that.

we not only shall make laws, but we are -
- charged with the responsibility of over-
- 'seeing the enactment of those laws. That
: means that we have a responsibility. We

= _+have a responsibility specifically in this

issue, because there are many questions
-that have mot been answered by the

Rockefeller commission and there-are

‘many: questions "that may not be .an-
-swered by the-Senate committee. - -
First of all, with respect to the CIA—.
~yes, we must explore with diligence and
.depth the question of the allegation of

_* assassination as an instrumernit of foreign

policy. We musi go further in determin-
ing the degree to which peoplea rights
“have been abused domestically in

country. That is our respon&bﬂity That

is our charge. -~ v~

We must know,. for ‘example, why is it
that there are 200,000 American citizens
who have 8 CIA file. Why is it that a few
short weeks ago the Director of the CIA

“said &, 6, maybe T Members of Congress
had a CIA file; 3 weeks later he said 15
people. Now the record shows there are
at least 75 Members of Congress who
have a record and perhaps as time goes
on there may be 435 people that have a
record.

“We need 10 know. 'Ihat is our respon-
sibility. That is our constitutional charge.
We need to know, for example, why are
there allegations that some former mem-
bers of the intelligence community have
gone into the. civilian community. in
America, set up detective agencies or pa-
trol agencies or what have you, that are
still in some kind of network that would

. allow this group, -although not officially
* on the payroll of the intelligence commu-
nity, who could act as a network trained

~-~and capable {o involve themselves in ‘the

viclation of constitutional rights, the
continued abuse of American citizens in
- this country.
*We need to know what is the “green-
- light group” and what is their function
and what are the ramifications of that
_group to our national security, .
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. We need to know, for example, why
a young person employed by the CIA
could be arrested in possession of 100
pounds of heroin. That translates into
$3.5 million worth of death and-destruc-
tion in the arms of many of our young
men and women throughout this coun-
try. The CIA can then go to the Justice
Department and say, “Do not prosecute
this person.”

I any. person in this Chamber were in
possession of 100 pounds of heroin, we
would not see the light of day. -

The question is, is this & quid pro quo
or is this just one further abuse of em=
ployment in the CIA?

We need to know, for example how
many wholly owned CIA proprietorships
there are on the stockmarkets of
America:

We need to know who are the direc-
tors of these various corporations. We
-need to know the nature of their politi-
cal and economic influence in the com-
‘mittee. Have they ever contributed to po-
litical campaigns? 'If so, what are the
ramifications? What happens to the
profits -of ‘these wholly-owned CIA pro-
-prietary corporations when the law, the
- Constitution; says that the Congress
-shall authorize and appropriate funds?
“Did these funds go to finance such things

~as secret wars in Laos and Cambodia, to
violate .the rights of "human beings in
this country? We Deed to know 4‘.hat is
our responsibility: o

With .regard to the FBI wha.t “about
<the counter-intelligence program -with
eight different projects. Many of ‘us in.
this room do not know -the function of
one-of those projects. We need to know
all eight. We need to understand the
ramifications so that we can ts.ke ap-
propx'late corrective action. - ™

~x-.—

It has been-alleged that every single

telephone, ‘telegram, Telex communica-
-tion- between this country and foreign
countries is monitored by some intelli-
-gence agency. The enormous ramifica-
tions of that statement are shocking to
me. We need to understand that. We
need to know whether this is true. We
need to be able to take corrective action.
We now know that the IRS paid people
to peep through keyholes of American
citizens: to determine their sexual ac-
tivity. How many of us in"this House
would like to have their' 'keyholes
peeped? |
Mr. Chairman, I interject a%‘hght bit
-of humor into this debate which, prob-
‘ably through the next few hours, would
not: be very humorous, but not because
the issue is frivolous. The issue is im-

-portant and critical, We have & consti-

tutional responsibility. I would recom-

mend that we strike down this amend- -

ment. It would seem to me that if the
House . of . Representatives passed an

amendment {o abolish the investigation, -

the American people would have the
right to call for-our impeachment.
- Mr. Chsairman, I urge that ‘we strike
down this resoution.

Mr. ASHERQOK. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I merely wanted to ask
the previous speaker, if he would stay
near a microphone, what is it his com-
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miitee has done in the last 5 months on
these vital questions that he raises?

Mr., DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I can
say to the gentleman that the over-
whelming majority of thée members of
the committee have been diligent in their
efforts to try to resolve these various
questions. As the gentleman is aware, a
so-called .impasse has been reached on
this committee. My interpretation of that
impasse is not that the members of the
committee, nine of us, are not willing to 7
go into this matter on today, fomorrow
or yesterday.

But, what we are confronted with is a
chairperson who decided for various and
sundry reasons that he could not chair.
He offered his resignation on the floor
of the House. The House worked its will.
I voted to receive the gentleman's resig-
nation. The majority of the members
voted not to do so. So, we-have g chair-
person-who wanted to resign. The House
did not allow that.

He is not chairing the meetings be-
cause he does not want to be the chair~
man, and I respect the genfleman’s
-right to make that decision. We-now are
confronted with a committee that can-
-not function. That is no-reflection on the
nine members of the-committee. We
want very desperately to engage in the
pursuit of these questions and to make a
in -report and submit recommenda,tions by
January. .

Mr. . ASHBROOK. Would it be fair to
say to the gentleman from California
that he took & long-way of saying “No”

Zin answer to my quesﬁon‘* WNothing has
been done?

‘Mr. DELLUMS. That is not frue.

Mr. ASHBROOK. The total output of
the committee, the total result of the
committee, the total hearings of the com-~
mittee, the total recommendations of the
committee add up 1o zero. Is that not
‘correct? PESE

Mr. DELLUMS. The day the commitiee
called Mr. Colby, our first witness, before
the committee, I would suggest fo the
gentleman that the persons on the other
side of the aisle did mot come to the
meeting. The majority. of the Democrats
were there, prepared to go forward in the
pursuit of the investigation of the In-
telligence Committee."The three members
of the gentleman’s party did not come.
He has to answer t.hat. question of why
that action. \ i

Mr. ASHBROOK, If. still adds up to the

-fect that as far as the total action of

the committee in response to the man-
date .of the House earlier this ‘year, the
.answer is. nothing, - zero, absolutely
-nothing. Is that not correct?

Mr. DELLUMS. If the gentleman wants
to ask a question and answer it for him-
self, then he can go forward and do it
I have tried to answer the gentleman’s
question to the best of my ability. -

Mr. ASHBROOK. What I sought to
get from the gentleman from California
was that slthough he raised meany seri-
ous questions—many of which I think
ought to be enswered also—my question
was: How many of these questions have
been answered? or even studied? What
has been the total sum output of that
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committee in the preceding 5 months? I
think the answer is zero.

Mr. DELLUMS. The committee has
not functioned, and that is a reflection
on the issue I have already laid out. We
have a committee which will not func~
tion. If the meetings would have been
called, we-would have been far down
the road, and we-would.not be on the
fioor of the House debating thxs gues-
tion today. :

Mr, ASHBROOK. There is one prin-
ciple that I have learned as one.who
has been around the House for a num-
ber of years and, having been & minor-
ity Member during that time, I~under-
stand it. My learned friend, the gentle-
man from Missouri (Mr. BoruinG),
said on a number of occasions, which 1s

absolutely correct, that there is no pos- -

sible way in this body the will of the
majority can be thwarted. So if there is
a majority on that committee, it could
not be thwarted. Thdt is one thing I
understand. If & majority of this House
and if a majority of this committee ever
really wants something, it can be accom-
plished. So I-guess the answer to the
question I put to the gentleman from
California is that the majority evidently
did not want anything because theg did
not accomplish anything in these pre-
ceding 5 months.

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Chairman wmthe
gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. 1 yield to the gentle-
man.

Mr. BAUMAN I thank the gentleman
for yieiding.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman from California (Mr. Drz-
1oms) a question, if he is still with us,
and I see he is.

Quite obviously, I will say-to t’hegen—
tleman from California, the chairman
of the existing committee to investigate
these maftters, the gentleman from Mich-
igan (Mr. Nepz1), acted in a manner that
displeased a number of the members of
the gentleman’s committee. If the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. PIxe) is, as
rumored, named by the Speaker as the
chairman of this committee and he too

acts in a manner that the gentleman -

from California finds disagreeable, will
the gentleman’s personal attitude be the
same? Will the zentleman’s conduct be
the same as it was toward the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. Nepz), regardless
of the impact it has on the committee’s
activities?

Mr. DELLUMS. “Yes.

Mr. BAUMAN. The answer is “Yes”?

Mr. DELLUMS. I think that is an ab-
surd question. Someone said, “Do not
dignify the question with an answer,”
but I will answer it.

Mr. BAUMAN. I would be pleased it
the gentleman will dignify the question
with an answer because the gentleman is
always dignified.

Mr. 'DELLUMS. I thank the gentle-
man. I would say to my colleague that
I try to operate within the framework
of this House with integrity. If the
chmrperson. whoever that person is, op-
erates in such & manner that my judg-
ment allows me to believe that that deed
or action or inaction violates the con-
fidence of the committee or violates the
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confidence of the House;yes, I would act
in the same manner. I would not pre-
judge the gentleman: The genileman
who may very well be the chairman of
the committee is a friend of mine. We
do not always agree. There will be times
when he and I will fight, but as long as
that fight is open and honest, as long as
it is net a.question of credibility, as long
as it is not a question of integrity, I will
;defend. the gentleman.

Mr: YOUNG of Flonda Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. I yleld to.the gentle-
man - from Florida. - g

“Mr: YOUNG of Florida ¥ thank J;he
gentleman for yielding. .

Mr.:Chairman, in listening very closely
to the. debaite of ‘the gentleman from
‘California ©~ (Mr. Dexxvms), several
thoughts come .to my mind, most of
which I intend to keep tomyself at least
for the present, but one very important
thought I should speak out on is this:
I do not think that the American people
believe a person should be immune from
prosecution or surveillance if that per-

‘son is a threat to the 'security of this

Nation'or that s person-who is a threat
to the security of this Nation should be
immune from prosecution and surveil-
Jance just.because he might be a Mem—
ber of the U.S. Congress.’

Mr. ASHBROOXK. I would say.that is

~correct. I-think there is a fiction devel-

oping today that the will of the majority
has been thwaried. One thing .I have

“learned in this House, whether I agree

with it or not, is that when the majority
wants something, they can get it. The

majority wanted to abolish the Internal

Security Committee and it-did. The ma-
Jority on the CIA oversight committee
could mot possibly have been thwarted
had they expressed a will, and I think
this fiction .should be answered at this
point.. : RGN
' _‘ 'Chairman I~

] S

permission to re'vise and ‘extend his re-
ma.rks :

somewhat reluctantly fo support the
amendment of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. QuIiiEN), This is a difficult
decision to make. The theoretical and
philosophical reasons imr support of this
resolution were eloquently outlined by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
BoLring) the other evening, and there is
a greaf deal of merit to them.

But unfortunately what we are con-
fronted with here is a condition and not
a theory. It is not a question of the
theory of the House or the theory of our
committees; it is 3 question of the par-
ticular committee that we are confronted.
with and the particular intelligence sit-
uation that we confront.

I believe the best solution is to abolish
the committee. I say this not because I
do not believe the House has a respon-~
sibility here. Certainly the House has a
responsibility, just as the Senate has a
responsibility. But I think the main re-
Sponsibility today is not to plow over the
old investigative ground that has already
been plowed by the Rockefeller commis~

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chatrman, Irise
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sion and the Church committee, and-in
a rather responsible way oo, I might say.

- There is a more important responsibil~-
ity, and that is to try to set up some of
the rules for future oversight procedures
of intelligence organizations in this
couniry by the Congress so they can be
effective and yet at the same time not
-destroy our operafdng intelligence orga-

ions.

But is that rea.ngoing bohappen.fmm
‘this new committee? I think it is quite
clear that it is not going to happen. In-
vestigations have a great appeal, and 1
dare say that once this commiftee gets
reconstituted, the. temptations to look
into all the aspects the gentleman from
California (Mr. Derroms) has just sut-
lined, with what he calls some homor, 1
think; are going to be irresistible.

Mr. Chairman, let us recognize that we
simply .cannot keep: the intelligence or-
ganizations of the country on the front
page and detail one exploit after. an-
other without doing severs damage to
the effectiveness of those intelligence or-
ganizations.

. 'We have already reached. the absurd
when the allegation is made that the
CIA in the Nixon administration infil-.
trated the White House, although at the
very same time we have been making
the allegation that President Nixen was
running the CIA for his own purposes.
:No,.the important thing today is o get
on with what are really the serious and
responsible jobs that have to be done to

“ determine whether a democracy ean in-

deed operate an effective and alert intel—

-ligence operation. . -4

Ihave very great conﬂdence in the gen- -
tleman from New York (Mr. Pmxe), who
is rumored to become the cha.!rman of
this new committee, but I think the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. Baumax)
has put his finger on the real problem.

‘As outstanding as the gentleman from .

-~ New York (Mr., PIxx) is, can he really
“doa better job than the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. Nepzn) did if he is going
to -be faced with members of the com-

,mittee who continue to believe they have

‘a higher right than the resolutions, the

rules of the House, and the requirements.

of classification, so that they may, there--
fore, put anything they want to in the

newspapers? Of course, we cannot run

a Tesponsible intelligence mthigation

‘with that kind of thinking. - :

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
Bowurxne) mentioned this problem the

,other night when he said that he believed
we need an Official Secrets Act. O!coume
we do. But the gentleman, I think, well

knew—and perhaps that was the reason
he declined to yield to me at the time—
that we are not going toget any Officlal
Secrets Act recommended by this com-~
mittee or probably even by this Congress.

So I am afraid that what is going to
happen is that this committee, if it is

-reconstituted by the resolution before us,

and if it gets into all the matters the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Derzums) °
referred to 8 moment ago, will be in
operation down to December 31, 1976,
and siill without any positive recom-
mendations.

What we need most are recommenda~
tions as to how we can have responsible
control over intelligence.in a free, demo~
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= i;ratie society; howwe can m;iintain the “of this Natibn invaluable to our national

_ words. + :
Georgia asked and-was -

basic secrecy that is eéssential; how we security. At that time we heard no com-
can find out what the potential-enemy plaints about the things that they were
is~up to with 8 minimum interference doing or the manner in which they were
with individual rights. Let us not just doing them because, in fact, they were
continue to hash over the lurid past. dealing with.an intelligence apparatus
So I believe we ought to abolish this in the Soviet Union which was 10 times
~commitee, and- we ought seriously to Ilarger than ours, so I hear. The very fact
-~consider the recommendation of the gen- that there was that kind of serious op-
tleman ‘from. Illinois (Mr.- ANDERSON) position kept-our intelligence apparatus
that instead we set up some kind of new in some kind of legitimate perspective.
organization to concentrate on these When we have our intelligence ap-
‘important issues of the future. paratus operating in a country like
Alter all, if we really believe in détente,  Chile, I suggest that we get another thing
if we really believe in peace, then it is altogether. When we have our intelli-
imperative that we keep an effective in- gence apparatus operating in Laos and
telligence organization. That is the early Cambodia and Vietuam, I suggest we get
warning system of our country. some gray areas that need to be defined
And how else can we enforce the SALT morally, and that the civil servants in
and other agreements we seek to enter any of our agencies are not the. ones
into in the name of peace if we do not charged by the American people.to do
know with accuracy what the other side ~that definition. That definition has to
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is doing? > =
Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike the requisite number of

(Mr. YOUNG of

come from the Congress of the United
States. + - : ’

- Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that
we are going to continue to get leaks
from the agencies themselves. We have

~glven permission. to revise and extend his -had at-least three former-CIA sgents
" % Temarks.) -oET N -

= =Mr. YOUNG. of Georgia. Mr. Chair-

<man, I think that we have to-vote this

-and at least two Tormer FBI agents, that
I know of, who have written books on the
agencies. The allegations and revelations

--amendment down and get on with the - in those books are going to continue to

dnvestigation of our intelligence-gather-
ing apperatus in this Nation, "= !

- We are getting a strange mixture of
~truth and fiction, and I would just like

come forward to the American people,
and the American people are-going to
look to their elected representatives and
say: -“Why did you let ‘this. go on? Is

__~to take & minute to-try to set the record this going on? It is your responsibility.

~straight. The important leaks that any-

“body has read in the papers have come
from members of this commitiee:~

- The sllegations sagainst 6ne of the
“members of this committee did not occur

- "in the context of this commitiee at all.

" Nor did they occur in this Congress. The
reported leaking of information to the
press on the CIA’s involvement in Chile
occurred in the last Congress, almost a
year ago. We had heard nothing about-
it in that Congress. There was no at-
“tempt on the part of the Committee on
Ethics in the past Congress to do any-
_things about it. Now, at this time, we find
a merging of incidents which have oc-
curred over & year in an sattempt to
. malign the intentions and credibility of
a committee that I think was attempting
to do a job that is very much needed.
One other thing, if we read the papers
carefully over the last few months, the
‘majority of the so-called leaks about our
. intelligence-gathering - apparatus have
come from the directors 6f those agen~
cies themselves. They have not come.
from congressional staff, either on the
House side or on the Senate side.
The release on yesterday that the FBI
‘had engaged in illegal break-ins came
<Arom the Director of the FBL-
.~ Mr. Chairmsn, I think what we see
~here, both from the FBI and from. the
Central Intelligence Agency, is an at=
tempt on the part of those agencies to
let the Congress know that they know
that they need some supervision  and
some guidelines.
~ There was & time, I think in the early
1950°s or 1860's, in the 1960's, when we

‘We want intelligence, but we do not want

-dirty tricks.” - -

Mr. Chairman, I think that unless we
have a responsible committee going on
-with this kind of investigation, we are
going to find ourselves being blamed for
all of those things that have gone on in
the years before. I see, as I say agzin,
the intelligence community crying out to
us for leadership.

We had a situation not far from my
district, where & gentleman was run-
ning. guns, not against a Communist
couniry or even against & country about
to become.-Communist, but against the
little Republic of the Bahamas. Nobody
was willing to bother him, in.terms of
the local police apparatus, because
everybody in the local police in Georgia
knew that he was sort of a CIA subcon-
tractor .and that he had been selling
arms all over Latin America, presum-
ably with CIA suggestion and clearance.

Now, what is to stop him from decid-
ing where this country gets involved? 1
suggest that one cannot let any Georgia
gunrunner determine the foreign policy

of the United States. That is what we-

have got going on now, not the CIA be-
ing responsible sbut about two or three
_steps removed from the CIA. Most of the
-things we are reading about in terms of
assassination and everything else were
two or -three steps removed from the
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.
(By unanimous consent, Mr. Youne
of Georgia was allowed o proceed for 1
additional minute.)

Mr. YOUNG 'of Georgia. Mr. Chair-

- were engaged in things like the Cuban man, because one cannot do the kind of

missile crisis and the blockade of Berlin, things that have been handled by de-
‘when we found-the intelligence apparatus cent men without separating -oneself

5
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from the chain of command, what we
in the Congress have got to do is to
establish a chain of command which

- makes us, as the Congress, responsible
for the intelligence activities of this Na-
tion, and which holds the people that we
employ through the CIA and any per-
sons that they contract with, directly
responsible, because that kind of a net-
work does not exist, and it will not exist
unless this Congress sets it up.

I hope we will vote down this amend-
ment, and go on with the investigation.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I seek
to establish a time to vote on the amend-
ment..

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on this amendment
and all amendments thereto close in 15
minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis~
souri?

Mr. QUILLEN..-Mr. Chairman, we have
several Members on this side who desire
to speak, which I would hope the Chair-
man would recognize. But since the
Chairman has just recognized two Mem-
bers from the other side, I think we arée
entitled to-equal time. Therefore I object.

The CHATRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite num-
ber of words. .

(Mr. STEIGER of Arizona asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
‘man, -I have listened to this debate in-
tending not to support the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. QUuILLEN), and I can fell the Mem-~
bers that in my relatively brief tenure of
.8 years here this is the firsi fime that
I can remember being completely turned
around and persuaded.to support the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Why? Because of the testimony I have
heard here in the well by those who would
urge defeat of the amendment. ;

- It is clear to me—and it must be clear,
if it is clear to me; then it must be clear
to everybody-—the Members are a little
laggard this morning-—it is clear fo me
that the gentleman from California (Mr.
Derroms) has most elogquently stated
and given the prima facie laboratory ex-
ample of why this House must abandon
, this particular effort. He has recited here
in the well every allegation that was ever
dreamed up against the CIA, or probably
ever will be. I think probably by the gen-
tleman’s willingness to recile and give
credence to allegations which have been,
by the gentleman’s own words, as yet to
be investigated, it seems to me to make
it clear that the members of this com-
mittee have no concern for the intelli-
gence community of this country. I guess
that-is the reason we have the mecha-
nism we are putting into effect ftoday
since these people are dealing apparently
by conscience, or desire for attention, or
whatever—and I will not presume to at-
tach a motive to it, it is clear that it is
the responsibility of the House to bring
them up short.

I would like to know from the Speak-
er, in the event the resolution offered
by the gentleman from Missouri is

o
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passed, what. the membership of the
committee would be. But I suspect that
that is a question that is not to be
answered before .the vote, or one that
perhaps the Speaker is not prepared.to
answer.

But I would submit that there is sim-
ply no question that even my good.
friend, thew gentleman ' from - Georgia
(Mr. Youwne) for whom my undimin-
ished respect-wilkistand, and my mpect
for the gentleman will always remain
undiminished, -but even that gentleman
has fallen into the trap of reciting al-
legations about.some alleged CIA -gun-
runner in the South.

It is this propensity to reclte-—thh
whatever credibility the floor of the
House gives—this kind of garbage that
makes this committee unfit to continue
its investigatory capacity.

I submit to the Members that when
the gentleman. from California (Mr.
DerroMs) was in the process of reciting
his allegations, E-was very interested to
observe the press, particularly -Mr.
Schorr, for whom:I-have a great deal of
feeling, I think. would be a fair statement.
I nottced that-Mr.”Schorr could hardly
contain his pencil at that moment. I am
sure he found - a great many new allega-
tions to recite. ~ -

The fact is that the CI.A whatever its
past, is a functioning, or used to be a
functioning entity-of this ‘Government.
The fact is that:Mr. Colby has been up
on this Hill-39%.stimes—that does not
count his appearances before the Rocke-
feller Commission—since. this- Congrss
convened, 41 perecent of the-time. the
Congress has been in session: 2

I have the:rare-privilege of servmg,
on the committee chaired by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. ApzUG) —
and if one does not think that is a _rare
privilege, I ;invite.'those whodo not
share that. privilege to join me: on that
committee. The gentlewoman from:New.
York (Ms. Aszue)-has had Mr-Colby up
before this-august ’committee on. two
occasions, mostly ‘to- declaim whatever
he was doingsdnefact, his-only-purpose.
was to declaim:whatever he was doing.

The fact is the-only way we are going
to resist this irresponsible kind of ef-
fort—which is-exactly, unfortunately.
what this alleged investigation has
turned into—the:only way we are going
to stop it, the-only way we are going
to preserve whatever may be left of the
function of the CIA—and I know there
are people here who think the CIA ought
to be done away with. Let them do away
with it through proper legislative chan-
nels, not by slander, not by gossip, and
not by publicity. « -

I will tell my friends that really the
only protection that remains for the
CIA is to protect it from this House. The
only way to achieve that is to support
the gentleman from Tennessee—and I
tell the Members that with some reluc-
tance because I did believe that. the

House ought to be able at least to ac- -

cept the Anderson amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time. of the
gentleman has expired. =

Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words.

(Mr. ICHORD: asked and was given
permission to- revise and extend his
remarks.) #
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Mr. ICHORD. Mr. Chairman, recog-
nizing- that this is an issue-upon which
reasonable minds can differ, I rise in
opposition to the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee and in defense of
the position of the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr, BorLmng). I also rise in equal
opposition to the amendment that will
be proposed by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. AnpErson) because I believe
for all practical purposes it presents the
same issue. For all practical purposes,
the Senate is not going to abandon an

.ongoing investigation and substitute a

joint House-Senate investigation. I am
equally opposed to the amendment that
will be presented by the gentlewoman
from New York as being completely
h'relevant

Mr. Chairman; based upon statement
that I have heard made on the floor
of this House and also off the floor of the
House, I am led to believe that there are
Members in this body who would abelish
the CIA or the FBI without further ado.
I am entirely convinced that there are
other Members in this body who would
so severely restrict the'¥BI or the CIA
that they could not carry out their re-
sponsibilities in an effective but yet con-
stitutional manner.

Equally-I am led to believe, Mr. Chair-
man, that there are Members in this
body, based upon the same observation,
who believe that extremism in the de-
fense of liberty is not a-.vice. No such
Members should be permitted to serve on
this committee. If there are! Members
who may be afflicted with or could be-
come afflicted with “mikeitis” or ‘cam-
eraitis” or “publicityitis,”. those Mem-
bers should not-serve on this committee.

Mr. Chairman, the question before this
House is: Will the House:-carry out, can
the House carry ouf its responsibilities?

Much of the debate today and much

.of: the: debate Monday was based upon

personalities. I am not going to get in-
volved in the argument whether the com-
mittee should. be -increased, - whether
present :members - should [continue to
serve;. -or- whether - certaixa ;members
should be removed. Thaf is'a question,
that is a, responsibility for- this House
to: carry out through its leadership.

The sole question, as so eloguently put
by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
Boirmveg), is: Is the House capable of
forming a committee {o investigate and
make recommendations concerning the
reorganization of our intelligence and
security agencies?

Mr. Chairman, the -responsibility of
this House is to legislate, to investigate,
and to conduct oversight activities. We
should carry out those resppnsibilities. A
great deal of legislation is going to come
before the House this session concerning
the FBI and the CIA ard I submit that
the House should not deprive itself of its
power to investigate and to be equally
informed as the Senate upon these mat-
ters that will come before the House.

Mr. ANDERSON of Ilinois..Mr. Cha.ir-
man, will the gentleman yield? -

Mr. ICHORD. I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON).

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

- T asked the gentleman to'yield because
I respecffully suggest he misapprehiends

_the provisions of the substitute resolu-

Hvlesu

tion I intend.to offer. It would not be
necessary for the Senate to either aban-
don its present investigation or to adopt
a similar resolution before the House
members of a joint commitiee could be
immediately appointed by the Speaker
and suggested by the minority  leader
and they could take up the unfinished
work of the select committee.

Mr. ICHORD. Does the gentleman feel
the Senate will abandon its ongoing. in-
vestigation and set up & joint investiga-
tion? If the gentleman can assure me
that the ongoing investigations will con-
tinue, his idea does have merif. I cannot
believe the Senate will abolish its pres~-
ent committee.

Mr. ANDERSON of minois it will not
be necessary for the Senate to do so un-
der the provisions of my substitute Tes-
olution.

‘Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
genileman yield?

Mr. ICHORD. I yield to the gentleman

-from Tennessee.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman,thegen-

tleman makes a very impressive talk in.°

favor of my amendment.
thMr ICHORD. I cannot understand
at.

Mr. QUILLEN. I said the committee
should be abolished and then in due
process this House should come up with
& :permanent committee for the over-
sight of all of the intelligence age.ncxw
and go forward in that respect.’ =

Mr. ICHORD. As I understand the
resolution of .the gentleman from.Mis-
souri it does abolish the present commit-

tee. . We should not be talking about.

whether present members will continue
to serve or whether one member, should .
be kicked off, or all the present membérs
ship will be terminated- This in eHect
would abolish the present committee and
_provide foz'form ﬁon“of a new commit~
tee. -
M. McCLORY M. Chainnan,wﬂ] the
gentleman yield?2 =

Mr. ICHORD. I y1eId to the gentlemsn -

»irom Illinois. .
Mr.-McCIORY.Mr Chainnan,lﬁhank

the gentleman for yielding. el
I concur with the “statement’ of the™

- gentleman from Missourt. I think it is'an

important function for this commitiee
to protect these intelligence agencies
while we study the abuses and-the ille~
galities of the actionsalleged.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Missouri bas expired.

(On request of Mr. Sxyper, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. IcmEOrD was
allowed to proceed for 1 additional mm-
ute.)

Mr. SNYDER. MrChairman will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ICHORD. I yield to the’ gentleman
from Eentucky.

L

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Cﬁa.lrman,lwant

to ask the gentleman one guestion. What
jurisdiction would this new committee
have that is not now invested in either
the Government Operations Commitiee

or the Armed Services Committee or an- . -

other committee of the House?

Mr. ICHORD. I would state to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky, there is residual
jurisdiction over these matters in sevs
eral standing committees of the House,
but I do think under-the ¢ircumstances

since we are going-to have so much leg-
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fslation deanng ‘with the FBI and deal-
ing with the CIA that we are justified in
setting up & separate investxgahory com-~
mittee in this case.

I would prefer g joint committee, as the
gentleman from Illinois is recommend-
ing, if I thought that would be possible;
but I think it is not practical to believe
that the Senate is going to abandon its
ongoing mvestigatxon and set up a joint
committee.

Mr. SNYDER. But the jurisdiclion does
vest in the other committee, if they have
the time. -

- Mr. ICHORD. That is quite true.

Mr. BEARD of Tennessee. Mr. Chair- -

man, I move to strike the requisite num-
ber of words.

(Mr. BEARD of Tennessee asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-

_ tend his remarks.)

© Mr. BEARD of Tennessee. Mr. Chair-

* “man, ITise in support of the amendment

‘0of my colleague, the gentleman from
Tennessee. I had not planned on taking
the floor on this particular amendment,
but I felt it necessary as a result of re-
marks made by my coneague the gent!e—
man from Georgia; - .

-+ Igetalittle upset and concemed when

I continue to hear statements being'made
regarding the formal complaint that I

~ ~"have made sagainst my colleague, the

gentleman - from Massachusetts - (Mr.
HarrincTorw) to the Ethics Committee,
that this is part of a conspiracy or part

~of an effort to disclaim the CIA Commit-

tee. T want to reassure or assure this
House for the first time that this is no
part of a conspiracy, nor am I here to
stand and defend all the actions of the

~ CIA, because I think tha.t some of them_

are indefensible. -
The point of the matter is that the

" rules of the House were viclated in this

particular case. This may seem out of
bounds in regard to the debate we are
having today, but I think it is very perti-
nent to the debate we are having as to

e make-up of the committee, as to the
direction of the resirictions the commit-
tee is going to operste under.

;I think as a result of my charges
against my colleague, the gentleman
from Massachusetts, we will now have
to face up to reality as fo what will be
-our responsibilifies. I have heard that
our responsibilities were felt to be higher
than the rules of the House. I can ap-
preciate ‘this, but by the same token, as
I have mentioned in the past, this is the
same iype of philosophy that was pro-
Jected by the “Plumbers Group,” Halde-
man and Ehrlichman and the rest of
them. I find this unacceptable.

Now we are ialking about creating
another committee. In the appointment
of the members of this commitiee, where
do we draw the line? Do we appoint
Members to the commitiee who have
stated they.are against 21l covert activi-
ties, that they feel, as my colleague, the
gentleman from California, has stated
in defense of my colleague, the gentle-
man from Massachusetts, that it was his
right or responsibility as 8 Member of
Congress to make this ultimate decision
to violate the rules of the House or not?
‘What happens in our discussions of-this
committee or in the testimony taken by

CON GRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

this new commitbee, if it is created at
this time? What happens when these
decisions are made by individual Mem-
bers that this is against the law, this
is criminal, and then take it upon them-
selves to relate it for public consump-
tion? What do we do then?

I think the way to go would be o
let us before we create another commit-
tee establish guidelines. Let us have the
Ethics Committee establish the guide-
lines as a result of my formal complaint.
Let us face the issue head-on.

‘We are not just talking about the CIA.
We are talking about possible top secret
material that may be taken regarding
missile locations and someone who feels
this is bad and against the law, that it
would kill people, say, “I feel responsible
and have a responsibility to a higher
authority, that I should release this.”

I feel a major problem today is that
we need to establish guidelines o the
members of the new committee, or what-
ever this committee is that is established,
as to what and how we are going to op-
erate. I do not think that is so unreason-
able. We had better all be thinking about

~-our responsibility and what our reactions

are going: to.be if this complaint is
brought from the Ethics Committee to
—the House floor, because it is & very real
-possibility-and it is one we are going to
have to face up to, not just today, not
just to a. specific individual, whom I
have nothing against; but the fact Con- -
gress needs to face this reality. How are
we going ot operate, because if we have
435 Members of Congress representing
the most diversified constituency in the
world, making decisions upon their pref-
erence, upon what is right or what is
wrong, with no respect or responsibility
to the House rules, then, gentleman and
‘ladies, we could have total anarchy.

So, I think we owe it to ourselves and
to our constituents and to the national
security of this country that we resolve
this question first before we get in-
volved in deciding whether we have a
committee of 10 members or 13 members
or 20 members, or no commitiee at all.
S0, I say that now is not the time to
create another committee, but to re-
solve this first question of what guide-
lines we are going to operate under.

Mr. MOSS. I move to strike the neces-
sary number of words.

Mr. Chairman, I listened with con-
siderable dismay to the remarks just

made in this well by the gentleman from _

Tennessee, There has been no violation
of the rules of this House by any per-
son who is 2 member of the committee
which is the subject of controversy. If
there had been, conceding for purposes
of debate only, a violation, it was & vio-
Iation of the 93d Congress and not the
94th. T think that should be borne clear-
1y inmind,

The rules do not carry over. We do not
‘bind by the action of the previous Con-
gress, nor are we answerable to a suc-
ceeding Congress for the role we may
have played as Members, because we are
elected here in this House for one Con-
gress at a time. We do not continue until
someone qualifies to succeed us. We are
elected for 2 years, and 2 years only.
And, this Congress sits for'2 years, and
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2 years only. And, its rules operate for 2
years, and 2 years only.

The other body operates on the theory
of being a continuing body. We do not.
We have no such illusions as to our role.
This is the 94th Congress of the United
States. It started on the third day of Jan-
uary; it adopted its rules; it elected its
committees and its Members then be-
came answerable to the 84th Congress.
If they breach the rules, if they violate
in any manner the requirements of mem-
bership here, then they are answerable
to this House.
~ But, for what I did in the 93d Con-
gress, or for what I did in the 92d or 91st
or 83d Congress, I will be damned if T will
answer to you, sir, or to any other Mem-
ber of this House, and make no mistake
about it.

Mr. McCLORY, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MOSS. I yield {0 the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, T thanlk
the gentleman for yielding. I do not want
to get into the subject that the gentle-
man appears to be discussing, but I do
‘want-to point out that in the resolution
which is being offered by the gentleman
from Missouri, there are specific provi-
sions in section 6, with regard to con-
fidentiality and secrecy by the members
of the committee,

Mr., MOSS. I do not challenge the

right of this House to impose any kind
of g rule a majority determines is neces~
sary or desirable.
- Mr. McCLORY. I think it should be
pointed out that we will endeavor in the
working of the committee to maintain
confidential and secrecy within the com-
mittee.

Mr, MOSS. The gentleman. from Illi-
nois is-a very competent lawyer and a
very competent parliamentarian, and he
knows that thet is an act of the 94th
Congress. I have stated that I would be
bound by any act of the 94th Congress,
but I will not be bound by actions of
the 83rd Congress.

Mr, McCLORY, I did not want to get
into s discussion of what the gentleman
is talking about, but only to point out
-that in this legislation that we are con-
sidering provision is made for confiden-
tiality of material received.

Mr, MOSS. I recognize that, but again
-1 point out that it is the 94th Congress,
the one we are Members of now,

Mr. BEARD of Tennessee. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOSS. Yes, I yield to the gentle-
marL. 2

Mr. BEARD of Tennessee. Mr. Chair-
man, I have a feeling that the gentle-
man was referring to my statements.

Mr. MOSS. I hope it was not a feeling.
I tried to be very specific that I was re-
ferring to the gentleman’s statements.

Mr. BEARD of Tennessee. I was gquite
shocked at the language but, with no ref-
erence fo that, let 'me just state that T
think, in regard to the gentleman’s
statement, the gentleman may not have
to report to me, and I think the gentle«
man’s statement represents the abso-
lutely total hypocrisy that is projected
by some Members of this House,

Mr. MOSS. I will not yvield o the gen-

’
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tleman any longer. I will not yield to the
gentleman. In fact, it is only because of
the rules that I so referred to the Mem-
ber who has just spoken.

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentieman yield?

Mr. MOSS. Yes, I yield to the gentle-
man.

Mr. STRATTON. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding,

The gentleman said there has been no
violation by members of the committee
in the 94th Congress. I think we ought
to set the record straight.

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JAMES
V. StantorN) made & public announce-
ment with regard to assassinations, and
two other gentlemen on the committee,
Mr, DErLvMs and Mr. EasTen, I believe,
just a week ago announced the infiltra-
tion of the White House by the CIA.
That information was taken in executive
session and under the rules of the House
cannot be released publicly.

Mr., MOSS. I am not willing yet to
concede that there has been a violation
of the rules of this House. I stand on my
previous statements!

Mr. PEYSER. Mr:- Cha.:rma.n, I move
to strike the last word.

(Mr. PEYSER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman from New York
vield to me?

Mr. PEYSER. Yes, I will yield for a
moment.

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. I tha.nk the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to state
that the gentleman from New York (Mr.
SrrarToN) has made a crusade in the
local papers in Cleveland, Ohio, of
attacking me for what he alleges to be
a statement in ‘which I said that. the
CIA was a party to an assassination.
I did not refer to any names, people or
places. And the fact of the matter is
that, having been attacked, I stand on
my position, and I do not yield from that
statement. But that is no less a. dis-
honorable act or illegal act or violation
of the rules of this- House. No party
was mentioned, but I did happen to see
that the Vice President of the United
States, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, did allege or did
make reference to a former President
and a former Attorney General by direct
statement on a national television pro=
gram, and I do not see the gentleman
from New York getting up and berating
the Vice President of the United States,
and I do not think he is the sole captive
of the judgment of the secrets in the
Corngress of the United States.

Mr. PEYSER. I thank the gentleman
and, just so the record will be straight,
there being two gentlemen from New
York here, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. James V. StanTon) was referring
to the gentleman from New York (Mr.
STrATTON).

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New York (Mr. Pe¥ser) be per-
E‘tﬁ’fd to proceed for 3 additional min-

€8

The CHATRMAN. Is there obection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York (Mr. STRaTTON) ?
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Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, I will
yield for 1 minute to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. STraTTON), and I will still
ask for an extension of time,

Mr, STRATTON. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s yielding his brief time.

Mr. Chairman,.I would simply like to
point: out that the statement has been
made twice this morning that no mem-
ber of the present committee has ever
leaked any information. The information
which the gentleman from Ohio gave to
the press was clearly information re-
ceived in executive session in the 94th
Congress. As far as the former Governor
of New York State, the present Vice
President of the United States, is con-~
cerned, he is not of course 8 Member of
the House of Representatives.

Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. I never
said I received that information in ex-
ecutive session, and let that be put in
the- record. The gentleman from New
York (Mr. StrarToN) does not attribute
it to me, either. "

-Mr. PEYSER. I thank the-two gentle-
men for their comments. :

I would like to say that I took the
floor of the House at this time because
I am still uncertain as to how I am going
to ultimately vote on the issue, whether
it is the Bolling r&solution or the Ander-
son substitute.

I listened to the debate unti! nearly
10 o’clock the other evening, and I am
going to stay on the floor so that I may
listen to the rest of the debate today.
However, I do think that we in this
House have a real obligation in this
particular matter.

I have been and am a supporter of the
CIA and its worldwide intelligence-
gathering capabilities. I have certainly
been ‘a strong supporter, and continue
to be, of a strong defense for this coun-
try. However, I feel that I do not want

‘to be part of a coverup of what may be—

and I stress “may be*—a coverup of the
domestic activities of the CIA.

It is for this reason that I feel a com-
mittee should remain in existence, and
that a committee that is going- to be
studying the operations of the CIA
domestically in this country is of the ut-
most importance.

I do not see how we in this House can
say we have had enough of the CIA in-
vestigations when in reality we have not
had any. I am very critical of this com~
mittee for its lack of action over the
last 4 or 5 months. I am not going to
get into an argument about whose fault
that was or whether the committee
wanfed to act or did not want to act.
The net result is that we are here on the
floor of the House today because the

committee did not give us any informa-

tion concerning the CIA.

I think it is time we take some posi-
tive action, and the positive action is
going to be to support & measure—and
as I say, I am not prepared to say which
one I will support at this time-—that will
guarantee a continuance or a start by the
House of Representatives of the investi-
gation of the domestic activities of the
CIA. -
Mr.. Chalrman, I will, therefore, urge
the defeat of the amendment in the na-
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ture of a substitute offered by my good
friend, the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. QUILLEN).

—The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tieman from New ¥ork (Mr. PEYsEr) has
expired.

(On request of Mr. Haigy and by
unanimous consent, Mr. PEYser was al-
lowed to proceed for 3 additional mm-
utes.)

Mr. McCLORY Mr. C'halnna.n, wxll
the gentleman yield? 3

Mr. PEYSER. I yield to the genttema.n
from Dlinois.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I just want to say in defense of. the
Vice President of the United States that
I think his statemeunts were clear. I do
not believe he made the charges which
are atiributed to him, and X think this
was an erroneous interpretation. I think
his statements should stand for-them-
selves, not the interpretations that were
put on his statements in ea.ruer remarks
here today.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PEYSER. I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee. .

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, con=
cerning the point that the gentleman has
made that he thinks this committee
should act and do some investigation of
the CIA, does-the gentleman recall that
the Rockefeller Commission made a-
thorough investigation of the- CIA and
has reported? And that committee was
headed by the gentleman’s former Gov-
ernor, who is at this time our Vice Presi-
dent Does the germtleman know that the
Church committee is now underway in
investigating  the activities of the CIA;

- both domestically and internationally?

My-amendment would abolish the com-
mittee, but it would give the House time
to- come up with what is needed so-that
we can then go forward with the: crea-
tion of a permanent committee.

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, I appre-

_ ciate the gentleman’s remarks. Obvious-

ly I am well aware that the Vice Presi-
dent and the Commission did submit a
report, but I believe very firmly that the -

" Vice President’s report in no way in-

ferred that was the ulfimate end of-the
investigation of the CIA. I think in fact
the Vice President would be among the
first to support the position that there
would be perfectly logical grounds for
the House of Representatives to conduct
an investigation, which we have not as
yet had. i

‘That is all I am saying, that any vote,
and particularly by my colleagues on the
Republican side, that would. say we do
not want to know any more about what
has happened here, that we know
enough, I think, would be a mistake.

Mr. Chairman, I urge the Members to
vote to defeat this amendment in. the
nature of a substitute, and then we-can
make up our own minds on the way we
want to continue with this, whether we
want to accept the Anderson amendment
or the Bolling resolution or something
that is ongoing.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, wﬁ.\t:he
gentleman yield?

Mr. PEYSER.: Yes, I yield tothegen-
tleman from mlnois:




CHesH o

to commend the gentleman from New
York (Mr. PEYSER) on his position.
~ "X want to state further that if we were
to adopt the Quillen -amendment, we
would be abdicating our role and our en-
tire job in this important area and saying
that we have no business being in it or
that it belongs in a Presidential commis-
sion or it belongs over in the Senate.

“We do have a legitimate role here and
we can fulfill it.

Mr. Chairman, I commend the gentle-
man for his very forthright position.
~  Mr. PEYSER. Mr.-Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his comments.

{By unanimous consent, Mr. DENT was
allowed to speak out of order.)

ALL CONGRESSIONAL CONTESTS NOW RESOLVED

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I asked for
this time, for just 30 seconds, to an-
nounce that all of the contests against
Members of Congress as 8 result of the
last election have been resolved by our
committee, and all present Members of
Congress are seated permanently.

Mr. GIATMO. ‘Mr. -Chairman, I move -

to strike the requisite number of words.
“=(Mr. GIAIMO asked and was given per-

" mission _to rev!se and extend his re- -
< .. marks.)

w5 My GIAIMO. Mr Cha.xrman, Y rise in
~opposition to the amendment-of the gen-
- tleman from Tenmessee. (Mr. QUILLEN).
<1 urge the-House to let us get on with
our business, and let us not lose sight of
- the very imporl:ant decision to be made
s here today.
L7 IE we get into the personaliu& of tn-
dividual Members, we could go on and
on ad infinifum, assessing blame and at-
tributing credit. Loose claims of‘ viola-
tions, where violations may or may not
have taken place, should not be made.
Ietusmcktotheissuesandkeepthis
debate on a high level. :
“Mr. Chairman, - the gentleman’s
amendment deserves -to be defeated.
~ There is ample reason for continuing in-
vestigations of the intelligence agencies
of the United States.

Those of us who have served in this
body know the cast of characters. We
know the motivations of those who want
investigations, of those who were shocked

by the allegations which have come out.

in the newspapers, of those who would
- have us destroy the intelligence agencies,
and of those who would tolerate any=-
thing which the intelligence agencies
might do. I like to believe, however, that
the overw! majority of us are
somewhere ih the middle and that we
recognize the need for an FBI and the
need for a CIA.
While we recognize the need for in-
telligence operations, we also know, as
experienced legislators and as students

of history, that many dangerous things

can happen in secrecy. It is'our duty in
the Tongress, as Representatives, to ex-
ercise to a much greater degree than we
have 10 date the oversight function.

Mr. Chairman, I want an intelligence-
gathering function in this country, but I
wani no secref government operating
and deciding for itself what is right and
what is not right.

This is what we are trying to look into,
and I will suggest to the gentleman from

ample room for the House to do this.
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, let us rise
above & discussion of personalities, and
let us recognize that we were mandated
by this House months ago to conduct an

investigation of .our intelligence com-
* munity.

We are faced with abolishing the pres-
ent Select Commitiee on Intelligence and
creating a new one, albeit with 13 mem-
bers rather than 10. Of course, the ques-
tion is going to arise with respect to the
makeup of the membership of the com-
mittee. Why? -Although some members
may want off for their own personal rea-
sons, it is suggested that an effort is be-
ing made to force off of the committee
some members who do not want off.
There are other suggestions that an en-
largement of the committee would be for
the purpose of changing the character of
the committee or broadening the respon-
sibilities, whatever they may be..

Let us decide on the issues, but let us
not get into the business of accusing
members of attributing bad motives with

respect to the intentions and the pur-

poses of members’ activities. - -

Mr, Chairman, let us rise above that.
Let us say no {o this amendment. - -

Let us either keep in existence the
present select committee or, if we will,
create a new one, but let us get on with
the job. I submit to the Members there
is a need for a job to be done in this
area.’ . .-

For 25 years, since the end of World
‘War II, it has been impossible for Mem-
bers and for the public to look into the
activities of the CIA, the FBI,-or any
of the other intelligence agencies of the
U.8. Government. Fortuitously at this
particular period in history, perhaps be-
cause of the Watergate investigation—
if the Members will excuse my- making
reference {o that, aithough I would sug-
gest that some Members on the other
side of the aisle also opposed some of
those investigations—we now have the
ability in this Congress to look into these
agencies which were once sacred cows,
and which, literally, we could not touch
before.

We now have this rare onportunity to
look into them, to analyze them, .o see
if, in fact, they are infringing on the
rights of the American people. I submit’
to the Members that we not lose this
oppormnity to continue the investiga-
tion. ~ -

The CHA]RMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr.. BOLLING, Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words,
and I do so for the purpose of saying:-
Let us vote on the Quillen amendment,

The CHATIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute offered by the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN)..

The guestion was taken'- a.ud the

announced - that the noes
appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand 8 recorded vote. .

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 122, noes 283,
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M. MCCLORY. Mr. Chaixma.n. I want-

follows:

Abdnor
Alexander
Ashbrook
AuCoin
Bafalis
Bauman
Beard, Tenn,
Bevill
Broomfield
Brown, Calif.
Brown, Ohio
Broyhill
Buchanan
Burgener
Burleson, Tex,
Byron
Carter
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Tennmee. (Mr. QuiLLEN) that there is answered “present” 2, not voting 17, as

[Roll No. 3980]
AYES—122 :
Gradison Murtha
Guyer Myers, Indg.
Hagedorn O’Brien
Hammer~ Pettis
schmidt Poage
Hansen Pressler
Harsha Quillen
Hastings Rhodes
Hébert Roberts
Hillis Robinscn
‘Hoilt Rousselot
Hubbard Santini
Hutchinson Batterfield
Hyde Schroeder
Jarman Schulze
Jenrette Bebelius
Johnson, Pa. Shriver
Jones, Okla. Bhuster
Jones, Tenn. Sikes
Kelly Smith, Nebr.
Kemp Bnyder
Eetchum Bpexnce
Kindness . Bteed
Krueger " Sieiger, Ariz.
Lagomarsino Stratton
Landrum Stuckey
Lent Talcott
Levitas Taylor, Mo.
Litton Taylor, N.C.
Lloyd, Tenn.- Waggonner
1 J— . Waish
McDonsld Wampler
McEwen Whitehurst
e = Wiggins
Mathis .- Wilson, Bob
Michel Winn
Miller, Ohio Wydler
Mitchell, N.Y, Wylie
Montgomery -  Young, Alaska
Moore Young, Fla.
Moorhead, Young, Tex.
NOES--293
Cotter ... . Hamilton
Coughlin “Hanley
D’Amours ~-Hanngford
Daniel, Dan .. Harkin
. Daniels, NJ. Harrington
Danielson BHarris
Davis Hawkins
Delaney Hayes, Ind
Dellums . . Hays, Ohio
Dent: “Hechler, W. Va.
Derrick Hecller, Mass
Digegs Hefner
Dingell Heinz
Dodd ‘Helstoski
Downey Henderson
Downing Hicks
Hightower
du Pont Hinshaw
Early < Holland
Eckhardt Holtzman
Edgar Horton
Edwards, Calif, Howsrd
Eilberg Howe
‘Emery Hughes
English Hungate
Erlenborn Ichard
Esch ~Jacobs
Eshieman Jeffords
Evans, Ind. Johnson, Calif,
Evins, Tenn. Johuson, Colo.
FPary Jones, Ala.
Fasoell Jones, N.C,
Fenwick Jordan
Findley « Easten
Fish . Rastenmeier
Fisher - Eazen
Flood Eeys
Flowers Eoch
Foley Krebs
Pord, Mich. °  LsFalce
Ford, Tenn., Latta
Fountein Leggett
Fraser Lehm
Frenzel Lioyd, Calif
Gaydos Long, Le
Gisimo Long, Md
Gibbons Lujan
Gitman McClory
Ginn MeCloskey
Goldwater McOollist;
Grassley McCormeck
Green MeDad o
Gude ; s
Haley McEay o
Hall i
)

Op



July 16, 1975

Macdonald Patterson, Skubits
Madden Calif,
Madigan Pattison, N.Y. Smith, Iowa
Maguire Pepper Solarz
Mahon | Perkins Spellman
Mann Peyser Staggers
Mazzolt Pickie Stanton,
Meeds Pike J. Willlam
Melcher Preyer Stanton,
Metcalfe Price . James ¥.
Meynsr Pritchard Stark
Mezvinsky Quile - - Steelman
Mikvs Stephens
Milford Randall Stokes
Miller, Calif. Eangel Studds
Mills Rees Sullivan
Mineta Beguls - Symington
hiinish Reuss Thompson.
Mink Richmond Thone
Mitchell, Md. Rinaldo Thornton
Moakiey Risenhoover  Traxler
Aofett Rodino Treen
Moorhead, Pa. Roe Tsongas
Alorgan Rogers Tliman
Mosher Roncalio Van Deerlin
Mosa Rooney ‘Vander Jagt
Mottl Rose. Vander Veen
Murphy, 111 Rosenthal Vanik
Murphy, N.¥. Rostenkowski Vigorito
Myers, Pa. Roush Waxman
Natcher Roybal Weaver
Neal Runneis Whalen
Nedzi Ruppse White
Nichols Russo’ ‘Whitten
Nix Ryan. . Wilson, C. H.
Nolan St Germain Wilson, TexX.-
Nowalc Sarasin Wirth
Oberstar Sarbanes Wolft
Ohey Scheuer Wright
O'Hara Schnesbeli Yates
O'Neill Seiberling Yatron
Ottinger Sharp Young, Ga.
Passman Shipley. Zeferettd .. ..
Patman, Tex. Simon
Patten, N.J. Sisk

ANSWERED "PRESENT"—2
Breckinridge Gonzalez

NOT VOTING—17

Archer Fuqua Steiger, Wis.
Bell Earth Symms
Butler McHugh Teague
Conlan Matsunage Udall
Evans, Colo. Moliohan Zabloekk
Fulton Riegile

So the amendment was rejected. . -

The Clerk announced the fonowing
pairs:

On this vote: s

Mr. Symms for, with Mr. McHuogh agalnst.

Mr. Conlan for, withh Mr. Riegle against

Mr. Teague for, with Mr. Zablocki againsk

The result of the vote was armounced

as ahove recorded.

AMENDMENT I THE NATURE OF A SUBS!T!TUTI
OFFERED BY ME. ANDERSON OF ILLINOIZ

Mr. ANDERSON of Tllinpis. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment in the nature
of a substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment in the nature of a substitute
offered by AMr. Anperson of Illinois: On page
1, strike all after the “Resolved” clause and
insert in llen thereof the following:

“That the Select Committee on Intelli-
gence is abolished immediastely upon the
adoption of this resolution. However, funds
xsut.bor ed for the use of the Select Commit-
tes 1 House Resolution 138 may be ex-
pe a period not to exceed thirty days
for the purposes of staff salaries and for the
payment of expenses incurred by the select
committes prior to the adoption of this reso-
lution. All papers, doeuments, and cther ma-
terlals generated by the select committee
shall be transferred upon the adoption of
this resolution to the keeping of the Clerk
ol the House, pending their further dispost-

t!{an &8s provided by section 2 of this resolu~
tion.

“IRANSFER OF AUTHORITY, MATERYALS, AND
FUNDS
‘Sec. 2. Upon the adoption by the House
of Representatives of a bill or resolution es-
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tablishing & joint committee on intelligence
(by whatever name), it shall be in order to
immediately sppoint the House members to
that committee for the purpose of assuming
the full suthortty previously delegated to the
Select Committee on Intelligence, under the
provisions and conditions, and using the re-
maining awvaitable funds, of House Resolu-
tion 138 The House members of the joint
conunittee shall econstitute an interim ad hoc
committee on intelligence of the House until
such time that-final action is faken on the
bill or resolution establishing the joint com-
mittee or until January 10, 1978, whichever
is earlier. The papers, documents, and other
materials in the keeping of the Clerk of the
House under section 1 of this resolution shall
be transferred to the interimx ad hoc com-
mittee upon its appointment.”

{Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his’ remarks.)

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr Chair
man and members of the commitiee, I
think the House has very convincingly
demenstrated by a vote of more than two
and a half to one that it does not desire

to simply abolish the present Select Com-~ -

mittee on Intelligence and do neothing
more. I support that decision. However,
although I devoutly believe in the Res-
urrection that took place 2000 years ago,
I do not believe in the death and instant
resurrection of a select commitiee of

.Congress. It seems to me that is what

we are trying to achieve under the reso-
lution now before the House, House Res—
olution 581.. .

The gentleman from Geovgia (Mr.
Youwne)r spoke, and very correctly so, of
the need to establish a chain of command
that would establish, as he:put-it, con-
gressional accountability for the intelli-
gence activities earried on by this eoun-
try. T would suggest that this very worthy
purpose will not be accomplished simply
by the attempt to recreate the existing
select committee. Only when we come to
the point of being willing to concede

_that a Joint Commitiee on Intelligence

with continuing oversight responsibility
should be created, will we fully discharge
our respensibility in that regard. -

- Mr.- Chairman:,. X want to answer a

couple of the arguments that have been
raised against this proposition today by
my friend from Hlinois (Mr, McCrLogrY),
who seeks to preserve his present rank-
ing status on the select committee—and
I would support him, I will assure him,
on any future assigninent in connection
with the intelligence investigation—but
he said that the House inguiry would be
out of business if the Senate would take
sudden action acguiescing in the erea-
tion of .2 joint committee. -

I would point out that the Senate cer-
tainly is not going to do that because,
until the Church committee reports to it
at the end of the year, there is not going
to be any Senate action—I am convinced
of that. In the interim.period, if the
House proceeds as I am sure it would
to prompitly adopt the resolution creating
a joint committee, the House Members
could be immediately appointed by the
Speaker and suggested for membership

by the minority leader and function as

an interim, ad hoc commitiee {o con-
tinue and carry out the work of this

present Select Committee on .Intelli- -

gence,. There would be no hiatus.-
Second, the gentleman said that only
the present committee or ifs successor
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willbein,aposmontorecommendhow
the Congress should proceed to go about
improving its intelligence.oversight func-
tion. While I appreciate that one of the
mandates of the present select commit-
tee is to address itself to the guestion of
improving or reorganizing oversight by
the Congress, I think to imply that the

Rules Committee, which after all does

have original jurisdiction over this mat-

ter, does not have the eapability of for--

mulating a sound and effective joint
committee proposal is to do & disservice
to the members of the Commiitee on
Rules. - 3

 Let me further point eut that the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee assured me this week, when we
were holding hearings or this proposi-
tion, that he would promptly schedule a
hearing before that commitiee on the
propositions now pending before the
Committee on Rules fo set up s joint.
commitiee.

In other words, there is no need to fear
a hiatus, a gap of any kind. The Com-
mittee on Rules can proceed promptly
withr & hearing on how to best fashion
the instrumentality by which we can
assure the people of this couniry that
they are getting an effective; continuing
g;emght on intelligence that we should

ve.

To- simply tinker with. the m-wem
mernbership of the Select Committee on
Intelligence,

that is the formula for

delay. There is no assurance whatever, -

whether you continue -with. the present
10 members or whether you take off

some members, that you. are going to"

get the kind of down-the-line continu-
ing oversight that we have needed in
this country for the last 27 years, ever
since the CIA was established.

So I weuld suggest that that, rather
than the substitute whichx I am propos-
ing; is: the real preseription for delay...

Mr.. McCLORY. .Mr, Cha.irman, will
the gentiemanyield? -, . -

Mr, ANDERSON of minois I yiehi ’m
the gentleman. s

Mr: McCLORY.. wemt to commeml

the gentleman for his enthusiasm and _

zeal regarding proposals for oversight,
and I think they are good recomunenda-
tions for goals for the purpose of as-
suming the rightful role of responsibil-
ity-of this House of Representatives. -

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Will the
gentleman let me reclaim my time?

A very distinguished former chairman
of his committee used to say that on the
street of by-and-by we come to the land
of never-never. We waited for 27 years
to get a joint committee. Let us show
the people of this country thdt we have
the initiative here and now, today, in
July 1975, to take the first step to put
the first stone in place to start erecting
the foundation ' that will create that
joint commitiee, not wait for some rec-
ommendation that might come a year

e ”‘L\

. R

hence. The Rockefeller Commission on -

the CIA has recommended this. There
is no guestion there is a need before the
country today.

The CHAIRMAN. Tnenmeo:thegen- :

tleman has expired.

(On: reguest of Mr, I-i:nowmn and by
unanimotus consent; Mr. AxpErson of mi«-
nois was allowed

N

prageed for 1 addi~ -
tional minute.) - ‘t& FOp

»
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" Mr. BROOMFIELD Mr. Chairman,
w:J.I ‘the gentléman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I yield to
‘the gentleman- from Michigan.
- Mr, BROOMFIELD. Mr. Chsirman, I
rise in support of the amendmenf to
House Resolution 591 offered by the dis-
tinguished chairman of the House Re-
publican Conference, -the gent.leman
from Tliinois.

During my period uf service on the
Murphy Commission and in light of reve-

. lations about the excesses of and lack

-of conirol .over the intelligence com-

"~ munity, I became convinced of the clear,

urgent requirement for a Joint Commit-
4tee on Intelligence Oversight. On
June 25, the chairman of the Commitiee
-on International Relations and I intro-
duced H.R. 8189 to establish a Joint
Commitiee on Intelligence Oversight ef-
fective January 3, 1876, the deadline for
the current select committee' to com-
plete its investigation. I note that the-
-gentleman from Illinois is & cosponsor
of  similar legislaﬁon introduced the
‘same day.

~In suggesting Janua.ry 1976 as the ef- -

fective date of the establishment of -the
joint commission, our intention was not
to prejudice the status of the Nedzi com-

- mittee or any investigation it might un-

dertake during this session of Congress.
‘We assumed, or at least allowed for the
possibility, that the select committee
would resolve its membership problems
and meet its January deadline. Recent
.events have shown us to be strong on-
oversight, but short on foresight. =
"« - I now believe it is guestionable indeed
‘whether the Select Committee on Intelli-
gence, as currently constituted; is going

_ to perform any useful function during

this session. I see little to be gained from

“playing musical chairs with the members
of the committee which has become crip-
pled and suspect through no fault of its
chairman. Our approach to oversight
requires not & compromise solution, but
a new, creative assessment of the prob-
lem and a clean break from past efforts.

-1 believe the proposal of the gentleman

* from Ilinois is such an approach; it pro-
vides the most efficient and effective
means available for the House to begin
to seize upon the question of inteuigence
oversight.

I sense general agreement in the House
on the need for a Joint Commitiee on
“Intelligence Oversight—the sooner the
better, Let us now move  promptly
toward & new beginning on this im-

. portant issue. As & coauthor of HR. 8199, "

I believe this would be the appropriate

~vehicle for the establishment of a joint
committee, but I am less concerned with
pride of authorship-than with the prin-
ciple involved—the necessity for Con-
:gress to offer a clear signal that we are
prepared to saccept résponsibility for
oversight. As long as-an effective joint
committee ‘with a comprehensive man-
date is established in the near future,
I am not particularly concerned about
who geis credit for the initiative.

In supporting the amendment of the
gentleman from is, I am accepting
the assurance that the Rules Commitiee
will promptly report out a bill calling for
the formation of & Joint Committee on
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Intelligence -Oversight. I would strongly
resist any situation in which the select
committee is abolished without the
promise of a new joint commitiee to take
its place. - .

Intelligence oversight is an issue of
overwhelming urgency and public con-
cern. It must not become the object of
partisan infighting or legislative bicker-
ing. The issue before us is clear: How can
Congress most effectively move to estab-
lish control over all intelligence activi-
ties conducted by our Government? In
my opinion, the amendment offered by
the gentieman from Illinois provides the
best avenue of approach.

Mr. MYERS of Pennsylvania. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of Ilinois. I yield fo
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MYERS of Pennsylvania. I would
also like to commend the gentleman for
presenting what has been the most logi«
cal position on intelligence oversight in
a long time to this House. I hope it does
not make teo much logic so that it is
unacceptable to the House,

Mr. Chairman, I think now is the
-time, as the gentleman siated, to do
what should have been done.years ago.
Just because we have 2 special commit-

“tee in place is no strong argument for
not doing what we should do to have a -

permanent Joint Committee on Intel-
ligence. =

Mr. ANDERSON of Tlinois. I thank

the gentieman.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr, Chairman, will .

the gentleman yield? ~ -

Mr, ANDERSON of Illinois. I yield to
the gentleman.

Mr. McCLORY. I would ask the gen-
tleman this: How would this ad hoc
committee which would be set up, which
would presumably have a 9-to-4 or 7-
to-3 membership, be meshed into a
joint committee with the Senate, which
is composed of & 5-to-4 membership?

Mr. ANDERSON of Ilincis. The gen-
tleman misunderstood the proposition.
There is no intention to mesh with the
present Senate committee. That would,
obviously, be up to the Senate, by a reso-
lution which they adopf, to determine
how many members they would contrib-
ute to this committee. I see no need to
mesh the Church committee with this
proposal. ™

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words,
-and 1 rise in opposition to the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute.

Mr. Chariman, I feel that I should in-
form the committee of the facts con-
cerning the procedure in this situation.
This matter, as it was being followed to
a conclusion on Monday night, was post-
poned at the insistent demand of certain
Members on this side. Time was found
to consider this matter this morning.

Isaid on Monday night that the sched-
ule of the House is s0 heavy that it was
impossible to find any time to consider
this except on Monday night, and that
is why it was being brought up. We found
2 or 3 hours to consider it today, and as
I stand here stating this situation, I am
wasting 1 of the minutes that remain in
the lasthour of our time on the floor here
today. I tried to close debate somewhat
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early on the previous amendment which
was defeated by a vote of 2% to 1.

—1 have no intention of trying to in-
fringe on the right of the House to take
just as much time as it wants, but if we
wish to dispose of this matter today, we
must move expeditiously.

I eppose the amendment in the nature
of a substitute offered by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. ANpERsON). I think it
is an ingenious way of prejudging some~
thing that should be judged by the select
committee. I think the amendment
should be voted down. I persist in the
view that we should have a select com-
mittee which would make = series of rec-
ommendations. I do not think the House
should prejudge a joint committee mat-
ter, no matter how strongly I myself
support that position, any more than I
think the House should prejudge the
membership of the select committee or
the joint committee.

- Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the
Anderson amendment.

Mr. EDGAR. Mr. Chariman, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

AMTr. EDGAR sasked and was given per-
mission to revise and ‘extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EDGAR. Mr Chairman, I rise in
support of the Anderson amendment. I
disagree with my colleague, the gentle-
man from Missouri.(Mr., Borimwe). I
think that this particular direction
shouid be taken now.

Mr. Chairman, for many months we
-have all been exposed -to rumors and
innuendos about the excesses of a num-
ber of our intelligence operations, most
notably the CIA. Investigations by both
the Presidential Commission end the
Senate committee have verified that a
number of these incidents, once scoffed
at, have actually occurred, and may only
be the tip of a sinister iceberg.

"The American people have been horri-
fied at viclations of not only the letter
of the law, but also the spirit. Tragically,
there have been violations of the basic
human rights of individuals by our in-
telligence agencles. We know very little
about .the intelligence community, not
even an estimate as o how much this
chamber appropriates each year to the
CIA.

Mr. Chairman, T could go on and read
my statement at this time, but I think it
is probably more important for us to
focus on the real issue here. The cosmetic
repair the committee is offering, the pro-
posal to change the number of members
who serve on the Select Commitee from
10 to 13, is only that—-a cosmetic repair.
The solution which has just been offered
to do away with any kind of investiga-
tion was soundly defeated.

The point we have to face is that the
logical solution to the problem of the
rumors, the innuendos, is to set up a
permanent commitiee, an ongoing com-
mittee.

I would simply raise the point that the
oversight of our intelligence community
is not like that of & Joint Committee on
Aging or like a Joint Committee on
Energy or like a joint committes on meny
of the issues that we have, but it i= the
logical way in which the United States
of America, through both the House and

FOa™N
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Senate, can oversee, review, and
sze the intelligence agencies.
- Chairman, for years, our over-

pest. and it is clear that the
n public wants to believe that if
4 monster exists, at least it -is bemg
watched and spared.

I believe we would be abrogating our
uty if we did not engage in an active,
] ‘ul investigation. So far, the in-
ve.a.u 1tion has been a sham. As a voter,
would you have confidence in a legisla-
tive body which after & months-of in-
action, engaged in 2 hours of debate
upon whether the committee should
have 10 or 13 members or be totally abol-
ished? I think not. However, in listen--
ing to and participating in Monday
night’s debate, it was clear to me that a
Joint Committee on Intelligence Opera-
tions would be formed eventually. There
is a broadening bipartisan consensus in
the House, supported by recommenda-
tions by the Rockefeller commission,
that there is at present no- effective
mechanism for oversight.

Mr. Chairman, we have been bogged
down in personalities and internal con-
flicts at the expense of fulfilling our con-
stitutional responsibilities. I can only
ask—if we eventually agree that a joint
committee will be necessary, why.do we
not build the foundation right now when
it is most vitally needed?

My distinguished colleague froxn It-
linois, Mr. McCLoRrY, pointed out Mon-
day evening that the Rockefeller com-
mission concentrated upon domestic CIA
operations, and the well-oiled Senate in-
vestigation is concentrating upon for-
eign intelligence operations of the CIA.
This amendment offered by Mr. ANDER-
son and Mr. Biester would extend these
investigations to provide oversight into
the entire range of intelligence com-
munity. A joint committee would avoid
overlap of a separate House and Senate
committee, while pooling financial re-
sources to integrate this oversight. A
joint committee would provide a com-
prehensive congressional reply with a
viable recommendation. We must avoid
the bickering among ourselves which has
frustrated any realistic House action.

I do not see how we can agree as a
body unless we are willing to concede
that our internal squabbling has failed
to produce results. A compromise that
will insure immediate actlon must be

accepted,

ment is an invitation to bring about con~
tinued conflicts, conflicts which may be
unresolvable because of the heavy legis-
lative demands on thic Chamber.

Mr Chalrman, the guestion is over-
slzhi and I call upon my colleagues to
%\.;)Duru this amendment. I also call for
the support of this Chamber for a joint
commitiee which will not be intimidated
when the heads of serpents peek out
from under the rocks which the com-
mittee may overturn.

The allegations which have been made
cannot be swept under the rug by the
House of Representatives. This should be
3 bipartisan effort, and I feel that the
Anderson amendment goes to the very
heart of bipartisanship. We have made
some mistakes in addressing these prob-
lems, The committee has made some

nto these agencies has been mar-

To vote against this amend- -
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mistakes and imdividuals have made
some mistakes. But to paraphrase a great
baseball pundit, the American people
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Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. Chairman; ¥

rise in opposition to the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois

would rather see errors of enthusiasm, —(Mr. ANDERSON).

than errors of indifference.

1 yield back the balance of my fime.

Mr. BURGENER. Mr. Chainnan,.wxn
the gentleman yield? =5

Mr. EDGAR. I yield to tbe gentlezm,n
from California.

(Mr. BURGENER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGENER. Mr. Chairman, I
would like- to associate myself with the
remarks of the gentleman in the well in
support of the Anderson amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ilinois (Mr. ANpERSON) beczuse I
deeply believe that the lIong-range inter-
ests of this Nation can best be served by
a stable oversight structure that involves
the cooperation of both Houses of Con-
gress. :

This Nation needs an effective intelli-
gence-gathering operation and a sophis-
ticated intelligence evaluationn service.
We must not allow the very real and con-
tinuing need to insure against defects
and mistakes to leave us without eyes
and ears in the world. But we must not
allow this need to prevent us from pro-
viding those safeguards which can assure
the effective operation of a justifiable
intelligence effort without significant
breaches of the basic tenants of our
society.

The other body is well underway in t.he
task of investigating allegations of past
excesses. I am confident that the investi-

- gation will provide the faets necessary to

determine our future course, Thatis why
I supported the Quillen amendment. We
do not need to duplicate the efforts of
that ongoing investigation.

But we most assuredly do need to ad-
dress the future stability-of our intelli-

“gence effort and the need for the proper

safeguards against misuses. This amend-
ment would provide the meo.ns to that.

Mr. BIEBTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? .

Mr, EDGAR. I yield to the sentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. .BIESTER. Mr. Chairman, I also
desire to support the Anderson amend-
ment. It makes eminent good sense, and
I applaud the remarks of the genileman
from Pennsylvania (Mr, Epcan).

As another gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania said previously; this solution rep-
resents so logical and so rational an
answer that perhaps it may not receive
sufficient support. It deserves our sup-
port, and this House can demonstirate
that it is as interested in preserving
something for the future as it is in prob-
ing the past by supporting the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute offered
by the gentleman from Imnoxs (Mr. AN=-,
DERSON) .

Mr. EDGAR. Mr, Chalrman I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the reguisite number of
words.

(Mr. BRODHEAD asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his-remarks.)

It seems to me that too much atten-
tion. on this whole matter has been de-
voted to what has happened in the pask.,
Too much time has. been: devoted to.a”
discussion of misdeeds that msy have
happened 6, 8, 10, or 12 years ago.

Too much attention has been devoted
to the internal battles within the select
committee. Too much attention has been
devoted, frankly, to the CIA.

Mr. Chairman, # seems to me that the
issue facing us is, whab can we, as the
House of Representatives, do to improve
the oversight of the intelligence com-
munity? What can we do to see that the
work of these agencies is coordinated?
‘What can we do to assure to each Mem-
ber of this House that he or she has a
basic knowledge of what is going on in
the intellizence commumity so that we
can stop improper actions and suppork
the legitimate and necessary work that
is being done? -

We must correct the abuses, the. clear
abuses, that have happened in the past
It is obvious that some of our intelli-
gence agencies have engaged in im-
proper and illegal actions. Howevez,
rather than focus on those actions that
happened in the past, I think we must .
focus on how we can.keep those kKinds
of things from happening in the future,
and T think an investigation is needed
and recommendations are needed as to
what we can do; as the House of Repre=
sentatives, to rectify the situation. .

The Senate Is proceeding with ¥ts own
investigation, and I think it 13 unrealis=-
tic to assume that the Senate is going to
divert: effort and money and staff from
the investigation that it has ongoing to
engage in-the proposed joint venture
with the House at this time. Perhaps it
would have been a viable sointion 6
months ago. L.do not think it Is viable
today, since the Senate mvesﬁgation is
‘rather far along..

Mr. Chatrman, I think whatweneed g
to do is to go-ahead and do what the
Committee on Rules has suggested, fo
reconstitute the select committee with
a larger number of members, with per--
haps some changes in the membership,
so that we can go ahead with a mean-
ingful investigation.

Should this amendment be defeated,
I intend to oppose any further amend-
ments that might be offered to keep the
present membership of the commitiee,

- et e
- - LA

I do not want to take sides in what has

occurred, but X do think that it should be
clear to all of us that the select has not
worked; it has not worked so far, and it-
does not look as though it is going fo
work in the future except with a new
committee. I think we can go ahead and
do the joh under those circumstances.

Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to the
chairman and to members of the exist-
ing commiftee. I tHink they have .
worked hard. I think they tried fo do a
job. They just found that there were
irreconcilable confiicts among the mem-
bers of the select committee. .~

I say, let us go ahead and put those
Let us look to the
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future and see whether we can do the
job that needs to be done and do it right.

Mr. Chsirman, I think the recom-
mendation~of the Committee on Rules
with respect to the setting up of a2 new
committee is the best way to go and is
far superior fo the suggestion offered by
the gentleman from Ilinois (M.
ANDERSON). G

Mr. McCLORY. Mr., Chairman, will
the gentieman yield?

Mr. BRODHEAD. Yes, I yield to the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr, McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for-ylelding.

I think we see eye to eye on this, and a
joint committee would ultimately be -an
appropriate thing. However, it would
provide & very confusing situation, in-
cluding the possible establishment of an
ad hoc commitiee and the effective
abolishment within 30 da.ys of the pres-
ent commitiee. -

This ad hoc eommittee it seems to me,
would follow the' provisions of House
Resolution 138, and would require the

- same composition as the select commit-

tee, which would be_ s very poor basis
upon which to establish at some uncer-

~ tain Iater date—a joint committee.

Therefore, Mr., Chairman, while I
think the gentleman from Michigan
{Mr. Bropurap) and I support the idea
of a joint committee ultimately to over-
see our intelligence agencies, we should
have the advantages of the recom-

“mendations-of the select commitiee, in
the first place,-the recommendations of
the Rockefeller commission, and of the
Murphy commission. We support that,
but this is not the time at present, it is
not the place, nor.is it the way in which

“to carry out that objective.

“ Mr. Chﬂman,Ithankthegenﬂeman
- for yielding. -

~Mr. BRODHEAD Mr Cha.tnnan, I
thank the gentleman for his remarks.

I think the gentleman is correct that
8 joint commitiee may ultimately be the
answer, but I would like to have a rec-
ommendation from a House committee
first that that is the way they think we
should go and that that is the way they
think we can best oversee the activities
of the entire intelligence community.

Mr. SISE. Mr. Chairman, I move {o
strike the requisite number of words.

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

My, SISE. Mr. Chairman, as one of
-those who became earlier-on involved in
this particular situation, I have listened
with a great deal of interest to the dis-
cussion and some of ' the amendments,
and so forth, that have been going on. I
well agree with the position taken by the
committee that the present Committee
on Intelligence must be abolished. Where
we go from there, of course, I t.hmk .is
the question at issue. -

Let me say at this point that I ta.ke

- this time primarily to direct a question
or two to my colleague, the gentleman
from Hlinois (Mr, ANDERSON).

First, Mr. Chairman, let me hasten to
say that the Committee on Rules is really
committed, and this was expressed by
every Member of the Committee on
Rules, as I recall, I believe almost with-
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out exception, to the idea of the creation
of a permanent Joint Committee on In-
telligence.

It wes urged from time to time
throughout the discussion of this issue.

-And I Yor one am dedicated and would

publicly make a commitment that
would move as expeditiously as possible
so far as one member of that commit~
tee, to proceed in the direction of the
creation of such a commitiee.

I have had some problems with the ap-
proach of the gentleman from Ilinois,
though,.in view of the procedural ques-
tion here. And if I could be, let us say,
convinced that it would work, I would be
inclined to support his amendment. .

I do not believe there is any question,
I would say, that my colleague, the gen-~
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BOLLING),
who is handling this biil, is as dedicated
as 1 am, or any other member of the
Commitiee- on Rules, to the ultimate
establishment of & permanent oversight
committee: And I am not trying to put
words in his mouth.

As I understand his sect.lon 2, he says
that upon the adoption-by the House of
Representatives of = bill -or resolution
establishing a Joint Committee on Intel~
ligence, that then the members shall im-
mediately be appointed. It would be my
understanding that this, of course, would
require—that is; the passage of such a
resolution, both House and Senate ac-
tion. In other words, at what point are
we going to proceed with the joint com-
mittee, and that is what I would be-
lieve, I am sure we ultimately will do; or
at least I would hope we will do, and
what I understand the gentleman from
Illinois is pointing toward, but I am at
& bit of & loss as to how we can act inde-
pendently -from the standpoint of going

-immediately .ahead and setting up an ad

hoc committee.

- I would appreciate & httle bit more in-
formation on that, because it seems to
me this will ultimsately become & joint
resolution of the two bodies, rather than
a-unilateral action by either body.

As the gentleman from Illinois knows,
there is a-large group of Senators, in-
cluding Senator MANSFIELD, and & num-
ber of both Republicans and Democrats
who are proposing, basically, exactly the
same thing from the other.side. Will the
gentleman comment on that?

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISK. Of course, I yield to the gen- -

tleman from Illinois.
Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr, Chair-

man, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

“First of all let me say that I appreciate
‘his commitment to the concept of a Joint
Committee on Intelligence.

I think it would be perfectly possible
under the -Rules of the House for this
body to adopt a resolution, and which,
amder its. terms, Members- could be ap-
pointed 1mmediate1y, as I have said, by
the Speaker, to serve on a committee
which would become a joint committee
once the Senate had acted on that reso-
lution.

But pending action by the Senate, that
resolution would provide that the House
Members could be appointed immediately
to take up the work of the present select
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committee so as to carry out the objec-
tives that have been raised in House
Resolution 591, but then, in addition
thereto, by action of the Senate then
they would become the House Members
of the joint committee which could con-

I tinue on with the more important task,

I think, of continued oversight responsi-
bilities.

Mr. SISK. Mr. Chairman, let me fol-
low that up with the next question.

I assume, then, the gentleman from
Illinois proposes that the House would
pass simply & House resolution appoint-
ing the House Members of such a joint
committee.

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois The gen-
tleman is correct.

Mr. SISK., With the idea in mind that
at the time when a joint resolution,
which obviously is going to have to be
passed, is passed, we might very well have
1o increase those memberships or de-
crease them, depending upon what was
finally agreed upon by and between the
other body and ourselves; is that not cor-

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. The gen-
tleman is correct, and I see no insuper-
able obstacles involved in that.

‘There are various proposals pending in
the Committee on Rules now. Some would
call for & joint committee of 14 members;
some would call for & joint committee of
19 members. T am not personally dog-
matic on the size of that commitiee. I
think that it ought not to be too large.
I serve presently on & joint committee,
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy,
which is made up of 18 members. 9 from
the House and 9 from the Senate. I think
we function very effectively, both as a
legislative oommittaee a.nd as an oversight
committee. -

Mr. SISK. If the gentieman would per-
‘mit me to continue, I agree with the gen-
tleman. I have served on joint commit-
tees. I think they do work very well. Iam
not wholly sold on as many joint commit-
tees as some people would be. I think we
have here to respect the integrity of each
House, butinthiscase!thinkitxs the
only answer. ¢

I agree with the gentleman AgIsay, I
am willing to pledge my support.as a
member of the Committee on Rules to
proceed expeditiously in this direction.
That is why I am intrigued with the gen-
tleman’s proposal.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

(Mr. SISK asked and was given per-
mission to -revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. EDWARDS -of California. Mr.
‘Chairman, I move to strike the requisite
number of words, and I rise in opposition
to the amendment.

I .do not want to let the debate end
without correcting the impression that
there is wide support for a commitment
to a joint committee of the Senate and
the House for intelligence oversight. It
is a very complicated suggestion. The
Libary of Congress is loaded with arti-
cles on the subject. There are many
strong arguments against having a joint
commitiee. I would think that we would
be making a great mistake to make this
decision today, wit %t& or hear-
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X ings on a final commitment to a joint friend, the distinguished majority lead- [Roll No. 391] -

¥ committee. er, my colleague from Massachusetts '\ AYES—178

We must address questions regarding (Mr. O'Nemr), I proposed a joint com-~ 55 Oaydos | b Nbrene.

- the destruction of our bicameral legisla- mittee to investigate and review the ac- Aalexander Gilman Myers, Ind.
tive system and the impairment of the tivities of our intelligence community, Anderson,Hi. Goidwater Myers, Pa..
jurisdiction of the current standing particularly the newly formed CIA. - b o .

i committees of the House and the Senate. Because of my belief that a permanent armscrong = Grassley OHara

4 I can assure that once a-joint commitiee joint committee is required, if we seri- Ashbrook = Guyer Pazsman

: is established regardless of the extent or ously expect to prevent the kind of il- Ashiey e avan oy

limits of its jurisdiction, the White House legal and unconscionable acts that have pgrais o e T U vt

4 will immediately instruct all the agencies already been perpetrated in the name of Bauman Hansen Quie
to deal only with that joint committee. national security, I have reintroduced g”ﬂrﬁ' Tenn. gt{h: - Quillen ©
Then both Houses would be at the mercy my resolution of 20 years ago. Bf,“e, B.ecme?w. Va !m' SUsbacE

s not only of the permanent members of At the same time, however, I sincerely Blanchard Heckler, Mass. Reguls

¢ the joint committee. but of the staffs, believe that the present House inquiry, Bowen Heinz Rhodes

; also. which, as we all know,-has become criti- Brokler ~— Fightower  Rinaldo

There are 10 'joint committees now. ecally bogged down, must continue. Brown, Mich. Hinshaw Rostenkowsikd

. Can anyone here name all 10 joint com- The staff is there, as is the framework Brown, Ohio ~ Hols Rousselot

% mittees? for an exhaustive investigation. There Broyhil ~  Horton e

The last point I want to make, Mr. has never been any doubt as to the en- pyrgener " Hubbard Sarasin -

% Chairman, is that the mandate of the thusiasm or commitment of the members Burleson, Tex. Hughes . - Satterfield
select committee includes a requirement of the committee to pursue an investiga- arter i R e
that it recommend to this House whether tion. c:i?rberg Ichord Schuize =
or not there should be a joint committee Most importantly, this body is just s Chappell . Jacobs Sebelius

2 or some other arrangement for further competent as the Senate to conduct such ~Gancy i it

g congressional oversight of U.S. intelli- - an inquiry, and it wishes to do so. The “Jongy  enrete e

5 gence agencies. reasons for this are obvious and com=- Cievaland - Johnson, Colo., Sisk .

3 I think that we should turn the Ander- pelling. The House shares the respon-. Cochran Johnson, Pa. - Skubitz -

3 son substitute down and await the rec- sibility of enacting laws which will pro- gonen . - FeUY St e

5 ommendations of the select committee. tect the citizens of this country from conable Eetchum Snyder

X Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, will threats both external and internal. Conte Eindness Speilman

% the gentleman yield? “In every case, it must be on the alert Sormell Krusger e

2 Mr. EDWARDS of California. I yield to insure that the laws of the United pamours - Lattas . Steiger, Ariz.

= to the gentleman from Illinois. States perform that duty or are Devine . Lent Stratton

® Mr. McCLORY. I thank the gentle- amended to insure that they do. B T, i

3 man for yielding. T have said that I believe that & DeT- Duncan Ters. Lioyd Tean. Thone o7

i “ I just point out that in the ﬂrsttsetg- manent joint committee is one of the gz Poné : ;x;jan G %'Mx;:enm

= ence of the gentleman’s amendment, the long-range answers to the problems at- gar oskay: an

7 committee would be abolished and the tendant on the issues now before us. gg‘;:‘;""”" i e dnet

. committee would remain abolished until I do not believe, however, that this English McDonald Wampler

5 such time as the joint committee was conviction should lead any member to Erlenborn AcEwen Whalen. -
provided for in a new House resolution. vote to cut off the present House select Eocn =~~~ Meftmney — hitehurst

I would like to point out further that committee’s investigation—no matter- evans, mnd. Maguirs - Wilson, Bob
this business of adding members or sub- how unsuccesstul its record has been to -Fenwick “~ Mann. . winn - ey
tracting members, depending upon what date. e mu‘: 3 ‘;’;,;,"f" o
the Senate would do with any proposed That would, to my mind, constitute orio Michet Tarran ST
new joint commitiee on intelligence an admission of the House’s inability or Miller, Ohloc  Young, Alaska
would be something that would have to unwillingness to get to the heart of the ::{gc-‘;“ =% .’?“ng'm
be taken care of in the proposal by which abuses that are reporbed to have been e e, T
any such joint committee as set up. It committed. * NOES—230 - P
seems to me this amendment of the gen- Such a terminatmn, if approved, : S pak
tleman from Illinois (Mr., ANpErsow) is would only fuel the fires of criticism b e - PO ot
way premature. It is very confusing. It is surrounding the House with further evi- Clay -~ Ford, Tenn.

a greal idea, and I support the idea as dence of division and lack of direction. Collins, L. . Fountain
an ultimate goal, but at this time it is I believe that the House must order A% b b O S
the wrong idea in the wrong place and its household by itself or it will be un- Aandrews, N.C. Cotter thbc:a
gt vt‘_‘;e vgo?g time. iIhon!! it will be voted able to order that of other agencies of Cmn:l S goutx;ﬂ ¥

o mm Daniet, -4
voted down. L ous R ”Zicmeﬁﬁiy. I oppose the amend- gﬂ& , mnﬁ}n gur?: 3
| Mr. EDWARDS of Cahforma. Ithank ment offered by the gentleman from Baucus Danieison  Haley
the centelman. Illinois—and I urge passage of House Beard.BL = Dasis =~~~ Hall o

Alr BOLAND. Mr. Chairman, the issue Resolution 591 as proposed by the Com- gennett D:l:ney m.,m .
F?” or **)dl §° tllus body by House Reso- mitteeon Rules, g;rglam g:g;xms g:rnggtord.

ution 591 involves a very weighty prob- The CHAIRMAN. The question is on B!
lem for me. I have always held the con- the amendment in the nature of a sub- g{gggm m - m“"“
victlon that the very mature of intelli- stitute offered by the gentleman from Bogss Dickinson Hawkins

e operations demands very compe- Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON). Boland Diggs 7 Hagyes, Ind.
: nd vet very discreet overview. = The question was taken; and the ponpes el -y oo
¢ avalanche of revelations that has Chair announced that the noes appeared Brademas Downing Hefner
recently laid bare many previous activi- to have it. Breaux Drinan Helstoskt
ties of the CTA only goes to show that - RECORDED VOTE g e e AP i
inent oversight capability vested in Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Bgown Calif. Edwards, Calif. Hocu‘:nd 3
A L committee of this Congress is— Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. Burke, Calif. Eilberg Holtzman -

! as }:een-sorely missed by the two A recorded vote was ordered. F‘Emry i §°u‘;§§‘é.

r ¢s of Congress. The vote was taken by electronic de- Johnson, Callf.

1=f:“ self first advanced this opinlon vice, and there were—ayes 178, noes 230, > Jones, Ala.
a few years of my arrival in the answered “present” 1, not voting 25, as :Igﬁ:; E,f,,_

Jones, Tenn.
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-Jordan Naicher Sarbanes
Kasten Neal Scheuer
Kastenmeier Nichols Seiberling
Niz ° Sharp
Keys Nolan Shipley
- Koch 3 Nowsk Sikes
Krebs = Oberstar Smith, Towa
LaFalce . Solarz
Landrum O'Neill Spence
Staggers -
Lehman Patman, Tex, Stanton,
Long, La. , Patten, NJ. James V.
Long, Md. Patterson, Stark -
Lott - Calif, Steed
McClory Pattison, N.Y. Bteelman
McCormack Pepper Stephens
McFall Perkins Btokes
McEay Studds -
Macdonald <«  Pickle Sullivan
Madden Pike S
Mahon Pressler Taylor, N.C.
Mazzoli Preyer Teague
Meeds Price Thompson
Melcher Randall Thornton
Metcalfe Rangel Treen
Meyner Reuss Tsongss.
Richmond
Mikva Risenhoover Vander Veen
Milford Roberts anik
Miller, Calif. Rodino ‘Weaggonney
Roe Waxman
Mineta Rogers Weaver
- Roncalio White
Mitchell, Md. Rooney Whitten
Moakiey Ross - Wilson, C. H.
Moore Rosenthal Wilson, Tex.
Moorhead, Pa. Roush - Wolff
Roybal - Wright
Moss Runneis Yates
- Russo Young, Ge.
Murphy, Il. Ryan ' _ Zeferetti
Murphy, N.Y. StGermain =
== ' ANSWERED “PRESENT"—
~Breckinridge
NOT VOTING—25.
« Archer Riegle
. Baldus lloyd, Calif. . Steiger, Wis.
Bell _* McHugh Stuckey -
Butler Symms -
Clawson, Del Moffett Udall
Conlan Mollohan Vigorito
Evans, Colo. Mon Wirth
Fulton Moorhead, Zablocki
. So the amendnient in the nature of a
substitute was rejected.
‘The Clerk annmmced the following
pairs: ‘4
On this vote: : 5

Mr, Bell for, with Mr. Matsunaga
Mr, Symms for, with Mr. Vigorito against.
Mr, Steiger of Wisconsin for, with Mr.

Riegle against.
Mr, Del clawson for, with Mr. Mollohan
against,

Mr, Conlan for, w!f.h Mr. Mchgtraga.mst.

Mr. Zablocki for, with Mr, Earth against,

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr, Chairman, I move
to strike the necessary number of words.

Mr, Chairman, I am forced to make
a statemenh Iunderstand from the lead-
ership that there is an absolutely essen-
tial matter that has to be considered be-
ginning no ister than shortly afier 2:30.
I understand it has something to do with
an HEW appropriation bill, the Treas~
ury, a variety of things. I am not privy
to all of the detalls, but the leadership
says they have to have the floor for other
uses at 2:30.

Therefore, I am going to ask unan-
imous consent, and after I have-asked
unanimous consent, if it is turned down,
I am going to move, and if the House
turns that motion down, then we will rise
at once, and when we will get back to
this matter I have no idea.

First, I am going to ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be considered
as read, printed in the Recorp, and open
to amendment at any point.

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection to

" the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Cheirman, I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, then I
can only ask unanimous consent that all
debate on the resolution and all amend-
ments thereto close at 2:30.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
should be advised that that request can-
not be made until the resolution has been
read.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I un-
derstand it is an improper request. I want
to demonstrate that I want to do every-
thing I can. Unless we get the resolution
considered as read and open to amend-
ment, there is no opportunity of making
& unanimous-consent request that all de~
bate on the amendments to the resclu-
tion and the resolution close at 2:30. We
have to get it read first. If we cannot do
that, we cannot do anything, and I will
move that the Committee rise.

Mr, Chairman, I will renew my unani-
mous-consent request. I ask unanimous
consent that House -Resolution 591 be
considered as read, printed in the REc-

oo, and .open -0 amendment &t any .

point. . -

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to -

the -request of the gentleman from

- Missouri? »-

Mr.BAUMAN. Iobject. |
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard
Mr, BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I move

" that the committee do now rise.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. BoLLING) .

The question was taken; and on a divi-

- sion (demanded by Mr. BoLLing) there

were—ayes 105, noes 39.
¥ RECORDED VOTE

- Mr. ERLENBORN. Mr. Chairman, on

“that I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 242, noes 162,
not vottng 30, as follows:

"[Roll No. 3921
. AYES—242

© . Cerney Flowers
Anderson, I1l. Casey Flynt
Andrews, N.C. Cederberg Foley
Andrews, Chappell Fountain

N. Dak. Cochran

Annunsio Corman Gaydos
Agpin Oornell Ginn
AuCoin - Cotter Gongzalez
Bafalis Crane Guyer
Baldus “Daniel, Dan Hagedorn
Barrett Daniel, R. W. Haley
Beard, R.I ' Danielson Hamilton
Bedell Davis Hsmmer-
Bennett de la Garza schmidt
Bergland Delaney Hanley
‘Bevill Dent Hannsaford
Blanchard Derrick ITiS
Boland Derwinski Harsha
Bolling Dickinson
Bonker Dingeil Hawkins
Bowen d Hayes, Ind
Brademas Downing Hays, Ohio
Breaux .. Drinan ébert
Breckinridge ' Duncan, Oreg,—Hefner
Brinkley Duncan, Tenn. Henderson
Brodhead Eckhardt Hicks
Brooks Edwards, Ala. Hightower
BroomS§eld Eilberg Hillis
Brown, Calif. English Hinshaw
Buchanan Eshleman Holland
Burgener Evans, Ind. - Howard
Burke, Fia. Evins, Tenn, Howe
Burke, Mass. Fary Hubbard
Burjeson, Tex. Fisher Hungsate
Burlison, Mo, Flood Ichord
Byron Florio Jacobs
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Jarman
Jenrette

Johnson, Calif.

Johuson, Pa.,
Jones, Ala.
Jones, N.C.
Jones, Okia.
Jones, Tenn.
Jordan
Eastenmeier

Pithian
Ford, Mich.

Moorhead,
Calif,
Morgan
Moss
Murphy, Ill.
Murphy, N.Y.
Murtha
Nzatcher
Neal
Nichols
Nolan
Oberstar
QObey
O’Brien
O'Hara
O'Neill

Ford, Tenn.
rsythe

Macdonald
Mazzoll

. Melcher

Mikva
Miller, Calif.
Minets

Mitchell, Md.
Mitchell, N.Y.
Mofrett
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Batterfield
Schroeder
Bebelius
Shipley
Shriver
Sikes

Sisk
Bkubitz
Slack
Smith, Towa
Smith, Nebr,
Bolarz

Spellman
Epence
Staggers
Stanion,

J. William
Bteed
Steiger, Ariz.
Stephens
Suliivan
Bymington
Talcott
Taylor, Mo,
Taylor, N.C.
Teaguse
Thornton
Traxler
Uliman
Van Deerlin
Vander Jagt
Vander Veen
Waggonner
White

Young, Ga.
Young, Tex.

Mosher

Mottul

Myers, Ind.

Myers, Pa.
edzi

Nix
Ottinger
Pettis
Peyser
Pritchard
Rallsback
Rees
Regula
Richmond
Rinsldo
Roe
Rooney

. Rosenthal

Rostenkowski
Roybal
Ruppe
Russo
Barasin
Barbanes
Scheuer
Schneebeli
Schulze
Seiberling
Bharp

‘Shuster

-Bimon

Snyder
Stanton,
James V.
Btark
Bteelman
Stokes
Btration
Btudds
Thone
Treen
Taonges
Vanik
‘Walsh
Weampler
Wexmean .,-
Weaver ,"
Whalen /
Whiteh it
Wilson [Beb
Winn !
Wolff \ &
Wydler
Yates N
Zeferettl
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NOT VOTING—30

Archer Fulton Rhodes
Ashbrook Fugus Riegle 8
Baucus Hughes Steiger, Wis,
Bell Earth | Stuckey
Bogzs McHugh Symms
Butler Madigan Thompson
Clawson, Del: Matsunags dall

Diggs Mollohan Vigorito
Esch Nowak. irth

Evaus, Colo. Quis - - Zablocki

So the motion was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
. the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Evans of Colorado; Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the resolution (H. Res. 591) estab-
lishing a Select Commitiee on Intelli-
gence, had come to no resolution there-
on.

REQUEST FOR PERMISSION FOR
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
TO SIT DURING 5-MINUTE RULE
THIS APFTERNOON

Mr. FOLEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
Agriculture may sit during the 5-minute
rule of the House this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection-to
the request of the gentleman from Wash-
ington?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.. Mr.
Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. ObJectlon is heard

CONFERENCE REPORT ON HR. 5901.
MAKING APPROPRIATIONS -FOR
THE EDUCATION DIVISION AND
RELATED AGENCIES

Mr. FLOOD, Mr, Speaker, I call up the
conference report on the biil (H.R. 5901)
making appropriations for the Education
Division and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending June 30, 1976, and the
period ending September 30, 1976, and
for other purposes, and ask unanimous
consent that the statement of the man-
agers be read in lieu of the report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

For conference report and statement,
lw- vroceedings of the House of July 11,

9.9

Mr FLOOD (during the reading) . Mr.
er, I ask unanimous consent that
! rg-s;ld.ng of the statement be dis-

* SPEAKER. Is there objection to
iest of the gentleman from Penn-

<

Spe

* Wwas no objection.

The SPF‘ AKER. The gentleman from
ania (Mr. Froop) is recognized.

FLoon asked and was given per-

ton ’to revise and extend his
\nCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will

eman yleld?
A _FLOOD I yield to the gentleman
= Washington.

\'r“
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PERMISSION FOR SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEMONSTRA-
TION OF COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH~
NOLOGY TO BIT DURING nom SESSION THIS
AFTERNOON

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, T ask
unanimous consent that the Subcommit-
tee .on Energy Research, Development,
and Demonstration of the Committee on
Science and Technology be permitted to
sit this afternoon-starting at 2 o’clock
p.m. while. the:House is in session.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

the request of the gentleman from:

Washington? ~

There was no objection

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, we bring
before the House today the conference
report on the education appropriation
bill. This is not the usual Labor-HEW
bill. This is a straight Education bill for
the fiscal year 1976.

If we adopt this conference report and
it the other body and the President co-
operate this will be the first regular ap-
propriation bill to be enacted for fiscal
year 1976. This is important to the people
at home and to all school districts, Mem-
bers should tell their people back home,
this will be the culmination of an effort
to provide an early appropriation for all
education programs.

This is something we have been try-
ing to do for years. All of the State and
local school officials and all the colleges
and universities need to know in advance
how much and what kind of Federal as-
sistance will be available to them before
they develop their education budgets.
I hope- that explains to Members why
this is important to them today and im-
portant for their people at home?

‘Late appropriations for education have
been the biggest problem for the State
and local school administrators. Adopting
this conference report isa direct response

" to that problem.

Some Members will sa.y' “Wa.it a min-
ute, Flood. This conference report is
$1.3 billion over the Presideni’s budget.
Is that right?” It is right. -

“How can we possibly vote for such an
excessive amount?” “How can. the Presi-
dent sign this bill in view of the large
Federal budget deficit?”

I think the Members can and should
adopt this conference report. I think
the President can and should sign this
education bill. There is no need for any-
one to feel apprehensive about support-
ing this education bill when they find out
what is in it. Not at all.

All right. Certainly this bill is over the
budget and by a very large amount. That
is no accident. But let me point out to
the Members very quickly that almost
$800 million of that chunk that is over
the budget is simply restoring reductions
and terminations proposed by the budg-
et for many of these education programs.
Do the Members notice that?
t'oNow, this is what the budget proposed

do:

Cut impact aid, a favorite pigeon, $390°

million.
Cut ald to higher education $200
million.

Cut—hear this—programs for the
handicapped, $25 million. .

‘the fiscal year 1977. That is an increase
-of $11, 600,000 above the House bill. *=."
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Cut—another of our favorites—voca-
tional education, $60 million.

Now, hear this, cut emergency school
aid—of all things—$140 million.

Cut library assistance, oh, yes—$60
million. How is that?

Cut bilingual education, $14 million.

Now, is that what we want—wholesale
reductions like that in education? Well,
the conferences did nof think the House

~ wanted us to do that,

Now, when this bill was brought to the
floor back on April 16, the committee rec—
ommended a total of $6,800 million, which
is about the same amount as 1975. Well,
what happened? Two hundred fifty-nine
Members right here said, “Whoa, that
is not good enough for education. We
will not take that”—259 Members. So
the committee bill was increased by a
floor amendment adding $487 million.
That is what we did.

It was clear then—and it is clear
now—that a great majority of this body
will not accept a standstill budget for
education—period. So the House passed
by a voice vote. the total appropriations:
of7$'1 ,332,995, 000 for fiseal year. endinx
1976.

Now,- of course, the other body sup-

ports education just as much as we do
and they added $349 million to the bill.
The Senate bill totaled $7,682,511,852.

Now, the conference agreement, what
happened? The conference agreement is
$7,480,312,952. That is $147 million above
the House bill, but it is $202 million be--

low the Senate bill. So the conferees = =

came oubt of the conference with.a bill~
that is closer to the Eouse figure than to -
the Senate figure. -~

I want to call attention to the fact
that in this bill we include advance fund- '
ing for fiscal year 1977. This is very im-_ -
portant to bear in-mind, as-we reﬂect
upon the size of thisbill. We are talking *
about Federal assistance-for the school
year which begins in September 1976.
The conference-report includes $2,563;-%
351,852 in_advance sappropriations for' =

Now, we have included advance s,ppro- = 2l
priations of over $2 billion-for title I -
grants for disadvantaged children; $184,~
500,000 for the consolidated grants for-
support and innovation; $110 million for
the grants to assist handicapped chil-
dren; $71.5 million for adult education;
$147 million for consolidated grants for
school libraries.

The major changes now from the
House bill which we agreed to in the con- -
ference are: First, for elementary and
secondary education, - the conferees
agreed to $21 million over the House bill,
About $11 million of that is to take care
of that problem caused by that new for-
mula on grant consolidation under title
IV of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act. The Members will recall
that the committee was aware of the
fact that 17 States would receive less
funds under the grant consolidation than
they received last year for “comparable
purposes. The “only acceptable way we
found to resolve the problem is t‘::i add a
speécific amo t-q:lg so-call hold

ug Sltp - ; 3
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_"The Senate joint.resolution-was or=
dered to be read a third time, was read

the third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider was lald on the table.

PERMISSION FOR SUBCOMMITTEES
ON TRANSPORTATION AND COM-
MERCE AND ON CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION AND FINANCE TO SIT
TODAY WHILE HOUSE IS IN
“SESSION

Mr. VAN DEERLIN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
new my unanimous consent request that
the Subcommiittee on Transportation and
Commerce and the Subcommitiee on
Consumer Protection and Finance be
be permitted to sit in public session this
afternoon while the House is in session.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-

fornia? -

There was no objecﬂon

" RENEWAL OF REQUEST FOR PER-
MISSION * FOR COMMITTEE ..ON
POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE
<TO SIT TODAY :DURING ‘THE 5-:
+«MINUTE RULE;" |
- Mr. CHARLES H. ‘WILSON of Cali-
~ fornia: Mr. Speaker, may I renew the
unanimous consent request that the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv--
ice be permitted to sit during the 5 min-
ute rule this afternoon?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will advise
the gentleman that the gentleman can-:

not do that in the absence of the person ;

who made the objection.

ESTABLISHING A BELECT COMMIT-
, TEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Spesker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the resolution (H. Res. 581)
establishing a Select Committee on In-
telligence.

The SPEAKER. 'I'he guestion is on the
motion offered by the gentlema.n from
Missouri (Mr. BOLLING). ;

The motion was agreed to.

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 resolution (H. Res. 591),
with Mr. Evans of Colorado in the chair.
3 The Clerk read the title of the resolu-

on.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-
tee rose yesterday, the Clerk had read
through the first section ending on page
2, line 4, of the resolution.

Are there further amendments to t.he
first section? e

Amnnm ormm BY MR, LATTA

‘Mr. LATTA” Mf‘*Chalrman, ¥ oaer an.
amendment. : 3

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LarTa: On page
1, line 6 after the words “composed of”, strike
the word "thlrteen" and msert in lieu there-
‘or "uven

it el

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

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, this is a
very. simple amendment, and is easily
understood, I do not think we will need
a lot of time to debate it. This reduces

- the members on this committee from the
proposed 13 to 7.

I might say that when the Committee
on Rules was discussing this proposed
select committee, the gentleman from
California indicated before the Commit-
tee on Rules that he had considered re-
ducing the then existing committee from
10 members to 7. To show that there
is nothing scared about the number, the
gentleman from Missouri came up with
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the figure of 13, believing that perhaps

we could eliminate some of the problems
the prior committee had had by increas-
ing the membership. I believe just the op-
posite is true: I believe that we can elimi-
nate some of the troubles by reducing
the membership. Not only that, I believe
that by reducing the membership the op-

portunity for leaks will be reduced. Since .

we are dealing with our intelligence ga-

thering agencies, that is vital to the se-

- curity of this Nation, I do not think we

should - treat- this amendment: lightly.

‘Therefore, Mr: Chairman, I propose that

the proposed number of 13 be reduced
1

Mr. BOLLDIG Mr. Chalrma.n:l rise

in opposition to the amendment offered ~

by the gentlems,n from Ohio (Mr..

LarTa).

Mr. Cha.irman the number 13 is not.
just drawn from the sky.-It provides
_room for those who might be reappointed
and some additional members. It seems

to me clear that a seven-member, com-""

mittee is simply not large enough to be.

a representative cross section of the
House as seems to me to be very neces-

sary in this very important-and compre-: -

hensive study.

I hope that we-can move along on
these matters promptly. The gentleman
from Ohic has indicated that he agrees
with that notion, and I would hope we
could have a vote on the amendment.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? -

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, T thank
the gentleman for yielding to me.

When - the - gentleman indicated a

larger committee was necessary, namely,

13 members, that that would give us a
cross_section of the House, it seems to
me that we do not have that many cross
sections in the House,.and that 7 mem-
bers would be adequate.

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I do
not think there is any logic or anything
sacred in the proposition that we have
13 ratherthan'?members“" wh 5

Mr. BOLLING. I have no pretense that

the matter. is sacred; I'just think it'is

wiser.

Mr. Chairman; T hope the amendment
offered by the gentleman from -Ohio
(Mr. Latra) will be defeated..

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
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the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Ohio (Mr. LATTA) .

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. Larra) there
were—ayes 27, noes 44.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I demand
& recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

" The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 125, noes 285,
answered “present” 3, not voting 21, as
follows:

[Roll No. 401]
AYES—125

Abdnor Emery Miller, Ohio
Alexander Eshleman Moore
Andrews, Florio Myers, Ind.

N. Dak, Forsythe O'Brien
Armstrong Frenzel Pettis
Ashbrook Frey Peyser
Bafalis Caydos Posge
Bauman Goldwater Pressler
Beard, Tenn. Goodling Quie
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Hayes, Ind. Meicher ;. Roush

Hays, Ohio Metcalfs . Roybal .
Hechier, W. Va. Meyner Runneis -
Heiner Mezvinaky Ruppe -
Helnz Mikva Russo
Helstoskl Miller, Calif. Ryan
Henderson Mineta St Germaln
Hicks Mitchell, Md.  Sarasin
Hightower Mitchell, N.¥. Sarbanes
Holland Maakley Satterfleld
Holtzman Moffett . Scheuer -
Horton Moliohan Schroeder "
Howard Montgomery - Seiberling -
Howe Moorhead, Pa. Sharp
Hubbard Morgan Shipley
Hughes Mosher Sikes
Hungate Moss Simon

Hyde Mottl g Sisk

Jacobs Murphy, Ill. Slack
Jeffords Murtha . Smith, Iowa
Jenrette Myers, Pa. Solarz
Johnson, Callf. Natcher Spellman
Johnson, Colo. Neal Staggers
Jones, Ala. Nedzi Stanton,
Jones, N.C. Nichols J.

Jones, Okla. Nix Stanton,
Jones, Tenn., Nolan James V.
Jordan Nowak:. Stark s
Kasten Oberstar Steed “
Kastenmeier Obey Stephens
Kazen O’Hara Stokes -
Eeys O’Neill Stucksy f‘
Kindness , Ottinger Studds.

Koch Passman Sulllvan ¢
Krebs Patman, Tex. Bymingmn
Krueger Patten, N.J.

LaFalce Pattison, N.Y. Tush'n-, N.c.
Landrum Pepper Thompson
Leggett Perkins Thornton
Lehman Pickle Traxler
Levitas Pike . Tsongas
Litton Preyer Udall

Lloyd, Calif. Price Vander Jagt
Lioyd, Tenn. Pritchard Vander Veen |
Long, La. Railsback - Vanik ...
Long, Md. Randall " VIgorlto
McClory Rangel angonner ks
McCloskey Reuss . Waxman:
McCormack Richmond Wesaver
McFall Riegle Whalen
McHugh Risenhoover White -
McEay Roberts Whitehurst
McKinney Rodino Wilson, C. B.
Macdonald Roe Wilson, Tex. ;
Madden Rogers Wirth- - -
Maguire Roncallo Wolft

Mahon Rooney Wright

Mann Rose Yates t
Mazzoll Rosenthal Young, Gs. e
Meeds Rostenkowski anxom - ¥

ANSWERED “PRESENT"—3

Breckinridge Milford

NOT VOTING—21. (oo 4
Archer Mills Reee R
Brown, Callf, Minish Santind.c o ..
Diggs Mink Steelman =~
Esch Moorhead, Steiger, Wis.
Evans, Colo Calif, Symms .. .
Hannaford Murphy, N.¥. Teague
Karth Patterson, Uliman.
Afatsunaga Calif.

Se the amendment was rejected. :

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk w111 read.
The Clerk read as follows:
. 2. The select committee is authorized
=d directed to conduct an inquiry into—
1) the collection, analysls, use, and cost
¢ intelligence information and allegations

‘ilegal or improper activities of intelli-

¢ agencles in the United States and

hie procedures and effectiveness of co-
rdl natlon among and between the various
telligence components of the United States

Oovt'nmenc

the nature and extent of executive
oversight and control of United

inteiligence activities;

“¢ need for improved or reorganized

Lt by the Congress of United States

activities;

the necessity nature, and extent of

and covert intelligence activities by

‘ed States intelligence instrumentalities

the United States and abroad;

wert

Young, Tuur. T
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(8) the procedures for and means of the
protection of . sensitive intelligence infor-
mation;

(7) procedures for and means of the pro-
tection of rights and privileges of citizens of
the  United States from illegal or improper
intelligence activities; and

{8) such other related matters as the se~
lect committee shall deem necessary to carry
out the purposes of this resolution:.

Szc. 3. In carrying out the purposes of thjs=—
resolution,. the select committee is author-
ized to inquire into the activities of the fol-
lTowing:

(1) the National Security Council;

{2) the United States Intelligence Board;

(3) the President’'s Foreign Intelligence
Advisory Board;

{4) the Central Intelligence Agency;

{5) the Defense Inielligence Agency;.

(8) the intelligence components of the
Departments of the Army, Navy, and Ailr

{7y ‘the National Security Agency; :

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau:
of the Department of State;

(9) -the Federal Bureau of Invesnptlon,

(10) the Department of the Treasury and
the Department of Justice;

{11) the Energy Research ud _Develop~

- ment Administration; and’

(12) any other instrumentalities of the
United States Government engaged in or
otherwise responsible for intelligence opera-
tlons in the United States and abroad.

Sec. 4. The select committee may require,
by subpensa or otherwise, the attendance and
testimony of such witnesses and the pro-
duction of such books, records, correspon-
dence, memorandums, papers, and documents
as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be.is-
sued over the signature of the chairman of
the select committee or any member desig-
nated by bim, and may be served by any
person- designated by the chairman or such
member. The chairman-of the select com-
mittee, or any member designated by him,
may administer caths to any witness.

Src. 5. To ensble the select:committes to

. ‘carry out the purposes of this resolution, it
+ is authorized to employ investigators, attor-

neys, consultants, .or organizations thereof,
and clerlml mnograpmc,-mtt other assist-
ance. . ag A

Sec.. G. (s) The select committee shall m-
stitute and carry out such rules and proced-
ures as it may deem necessary to prevent

(1) -the disclosure, outside the select com-

mittee, .of ‘any“information relating to the

activities of ‘the Central Intelligence Agency

or- any-other -department or- agency of the
Federal Government engaged in intelligence
activities, obtained by the select commitiee

‘during the course of its study and investi-

gation, not authorized by the select commit-

tee to be disclosed; and (2) the disclosure,

outside the select committee, of any in--
formation which would adversely affect the

intelligence activities of the Central Intelli-

gence Agency in foreign countries or the in-

telligence activities in foreign countries of
any other department or agency of the Fed-

eral Government.

{by No employee of the select committee or
any person engaged by contract or otherwise
to perform services for the select committee
shall be given access to any classified infor-
mation by the select committee unless such
employee or person has received an appro-
priate security clearance as determined by
the select committee. The type of security
clearance to be required in the case of any-~
such employee or person shall, within the.
determination of the select committee, be
commensurate with the sensitivity of the
classified information to-which such em-
ployes or person will be given access by the
select committee. w "

{c) As a condition for employment as de-
scribed in section § of this resolution, each
person shall agree not to accept any hon-

el LA
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orarium, royalty, or-other psyment for a

speaking engagement, magazine article, book;
or other endeavor connected with the inves-

tigation and study undertaken by this com-

mittee.
Sec. 7. The expenses of the select eommlt-
tee under- this resolution shall not exceed

$750,000 of which amount not to exceed -

$100,000 shall be available for the procure-

ment of the services of individual consultants

or.organizations thereof, Such expenses shall
be paid from the contingent fund of the
House upon.vouchers. signed by the: chair-~
man of the select,committee and approved
by the Speaker.

Sxc. 8. The select committee is authorized

and directed to report to the House with re-

spect to the matters covered by this resolu~
tion as scon- as practicableé but no _later
‘than January 3, 1876. -

Sxc. 9. The authority granted herein shall
expire three months after the filing of the
report with the House of Representatives.

‘Spc. 10. The Select Committee established
by H. Res. 138 is abolished immediately upon
ihe adoption of. this resolution. Unexpended
‘Tunds authorized for the use of the Select
Committee under H. Res. 138 and all papers,
documents, and other masaterials generated by
the select committee .shall be transferred
immediately upon the adoption of this reso-
lution to the select committee created by this
resolution.

Mr. BOLLING (during the readlng).

Mr. Chairmdan, I ask that House Resolu-

tion 591 be considered as read, printed in
the record and open to amendment at
any point. . .. .
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the gentleman from Missouri?”
There was.-no objection. .. :
AMENDMENTS orm:n BY n. LATTA

Mr.- LATTA. Mr: Chairman, I oﬂer
amendments. -~

The-Clerk read as followr

‘Amendmenta offered-by Mr. Latr4: 'On pnge
2: On lne 9, strike all after the word “of”,
through line 10, and insert m lieu: thereof:
*‘the CIA”:

On line 11, s'zlkasnntmchewm'd ot"

- S

through line 13, and. insert in lieu thereof:. -

“the CIA™; . .
On line 15 stri.kc all after the word, “of’",
and insert in lieu thersof: “the CIA™; - ' -
On line 17; strike all after the word “of™,

‘and insert in lteu thereof: “the CIA™; =

On line 19, strike all after the word "by"
through ‘line 20, and jnsert in Ueu thereof:
“the CIA™;

On line 25, strike all the h.ng'usge snd in-
sert in lleu thereof: “the CIA'; and

On page 3, strike lines 1, 3, 8, 7, 8, 8, 10,
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,'20, 21, 22, 23, 24,
and on page 4, lines 1 and 2.

Mr, LATTA (during the rea.ding) Mr.

Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that o

the amendments be considered as rea.d
and printed in the record.
The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to

the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection”

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the amendments
be considered en bloc.

v The . Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection. -

(Mr. LATTA asked and was aiven
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.) —

Mr. LATTA. Mr, Chairman, these
amendments would restrict this.inquiry
to the CIA alone. Mr. Chairman, I think
that irreparable damage has been done
to the CIA, which is essential to the se-
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3 curity'o!this eountry I know that the

° CIA ‘has done many things that are in _

violation -of law-which many Members
of this Congress disagree with.

Let me just direct the attention of the
Members to the scope of the proposed
resolution, and ask them whether or not
they feel that a committee of this Con=
gress should be getting into these areas
that have not even been mentioned in
‘the press:- '

The National Security Council Have
the Members heard or read of anything
about the National Security Council that
;ould cause this Congress to investigate

?

The US. Intelligence Board. Have the
Members heard or read anything about
the U.8. Intelligence Board—I just over-
heard a Member say, “I never even heard
of it"-——which would necessitate an in-
‘quiry into their intemgence actxvitaes by
the Congress? .

The President’s Foreign- Intelligenee
Advisory Board. I might say that this
Congress has unwisely gotten into cer-
_tain foreign policy matters in the last-
*several “months,  perhaps to our regret,
and .I cannot .for the life of me under-

- | “stand - why “we: should be investigating

‘the intelligence activities of_the Presi-
dent’s ‘l"orelgnl"-lnmgence\Advlsory
."Board 25 ewv;,g.&.{;

“i#¥The Defense Intelllgence Agency.: Do
“ we really want to get into investigating
the intelligence agency in the defense es-
tablishment? Is this what this resolution
is all about? We have been hearing about

-the" CIA. Perhaps-we-do need, as' the
gentleman—{rom ' Ilinois attempted. to
" provide a .Joint- Commitiee on Intelli-
gence, but we are not now proposing a
Joint Committee -on Intelligence.

- The intelligence components of: the

. Departments -of - the Army, Navy, and
Air Force. Do we want to do that?
~ The National Security Agency. Have
the Members heard anything that would
lead them to vote to investigate the Na-
tional Securlty Agency') Yet it is in this
resolution.
‘The Intelligence and Research Bureau
+ of the Department of State. Do we want
to get into the Department of State in—
telligence activities?
° Oh, yes, recently we have seen where
~ the Federal Bureau of Investigation had
gotten into print and, just as I mention-
ed when this matter was before the
Committee on: Rules the other .day, all
we have to do to run scared is to have
something come out in print befween
the time it came out in the Committee
on Rules and the time it got down on the
floor and, sure enough, we had something
in print about the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation..
So now we want to investigate the Fed-
-eral Bureau of Investigation. I think not,
“The Department-of the Treasury and
t.he Depamnent,ot Justme int.elligence
* matters. - =
And here ls one' On page 3 line 21,
item No. 11, the Energy Research and
Development Administration intelligence
activities. Do we want to get into ‘that
matter? -
. And if ‘they have not covered every-
« thing, they-do it in item 12, “any other
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~instrumentalities of 'f.he U.8.- Govern-
ment engaged in or otherwise Tespon-
sible for intelligence operations in the

United States and abroad.” Could one-

have a broader blanket of investigative

authority than is contained in that

item? Absolutely not.

I am certain that every Member of-

this House realizes that intelligence ac~
tivities properly carried on are &b-
solutely necessary to the security of this
country.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

(By umanimous consent, Mr. Latra
was allowed to proceed for 2 additional
minutés.)

‘Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I do not
believe we want fo start investigating
-agencies of our Government involved in
intelligence, that I have not even gotien
into print. As a matter of fact, I was
‘somewhat surprised the other day. o
hear the Members say that what we
should do on intelligence -matters is to
let the sunshine in. If we start doing that,
opening up’ the intelligence activities of
this country to the world, we might just
as well see our intelligence estabishment

go down the drain. I do not-believe we--

want -to me.ke this mvostigaﬁon that-
hmad. AT
801 urge the Members, meardless o!
partisanship—and I hope on this matter
we are ‘not- going to divide on partisan
lines—t{o ask themselves whether or not

this inquiry as set forth here is in the-

best interests of your country and mine:
And T believe, as truly as I stand before
-the Members now, that to get into all
of these intelligence agencies that I have
mentioned, and include item No. 12 that
makes it gll-inclusive, is not in the best

interest: of - our country—and.-that is:

Tras

your country as well as mine; .-+ .
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chmnnn.n, will- the
gentieman yield? !
Mr. LATTA. Y yield to the gentleman.
Mr. MARTIN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. E
I ask the gentleman whether it would
be his understanding; referring-to page

3, line 23, subsection (12), which says,-

“any ‘other instrumentalities of the U.S.
Government engaged in or otherwise re-
sponsible for intelligence operations in
the United States and abroad,” whether
that might, for example, include such
diverse groups as the Democratic study
group, which has staff members who are
employed from the salary accounts-of

~Members of the House of Representa-

tives, and which does have some respon-
sibilities. for investigating? = ...

1 The CHAIRMAN. The time o.f the
genﬂeman from Ohio (Mr. Latra) has
expired.

(By unanimous wnsent, Mr. LaTtTa
“was allowed to procwd for 1 eddxﬁonal
minute.) - P

Mr. LA'I'I‘A. Mr. *in a.!l
fruthfuiness, as I read theé item (12) on
page -3, it says: “any -other instrumen-
talities of the U.S. Government * ¢ *”
and I would not think that the Demo-
cratic study group would be-classified as
an instrumentality of the US.. Govern-
ment.

Mr. MARTIN Mr. Cha.irma.n, I thank
the gentleman.
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- Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words.
Mr. Chairman, in rising on this sub-
-ject, I want first of all to indicate I hope
this will not be & partisan decision which
we reach, but a bipartisan one. As a mat-
ter of fact, one of the principles we have
adhered to with respect to the selection
of staff for our select committee has been
to have & bipartisan professional staff
for this committee. Whatever becomes of
this select commitiee, I hope that prin-
ciple is adhered to. ‘

The problems with the select commit-
tee have not been because of the scope of
the mandate. The problems have been
quite separate and apart from that. As a
matter of fact, it seems to me that the
most important part of the work that we
can do, the most important role that we
can fulfill is perhaps not to duplicate
what the Rockefellef Commission has
done or what-the Church committee is
doing with regard to the CIA..

As & matter of fact, it would make
more logic, as far as I am concerned, to
eliminate our mandate with regard to
CIA and include gll-the rest of these in-
telligence . agencies, -because what we
have here is a widespread conglomerate,
s confused and-uncoordinated intelli-
gence setup or intelligence community,
which certainly seems to be illogical and
which does not-seem to be complying
with the congressional mandates and the
law now written.” .-

‘Theoretically, all of these agencies are
supposed to be funneled-in through the
CIA and the U.S. Intelligence Board and
then on to the President. But what has
occurred according to the reference ma-
terial from ‘the Legislative Reference
Service, is that the Central Intelligence
Agency is circumvented in & number of
*instances by -8 number of intelligence
agencies. As presently existing we have
duplications, we have waste, we have ex-
pense, and we have inefficiency. That is
really unfortunate, as far as the intelli-
gence community‘is concerned.

“Mr. Chairman, the authority of this
committee.is not to go into details, not
to go into secret information with regard
to individusal activities or projects, but
it is moreover, on the other hand, to go
into the question of the cost of intelli-
gence activities and other aspects of the
entire intelligence community.

Under parsgraph 2 of the authority it
says: “To inquire into the procedures
and effectiveness of coordination among
and between the -various intelligence
‘components of the.U.S. Government.”

In other words, the whole impact of
this mandate -of:the select committee’s
authority is to ‘cover the entire gamut
of our intelligence agencies and to try
to bring some order out of this complex
situation, and to-try to bring some logic
and understanding into this area of le-
gitimate ‘congressional-concern.

It is certainly my hope that this
-amendment will be defeated.

‘Mr. Chairman, I might say Turther
that we should ‘determine whether or
not the law is being foilowed. Of course,
these agencies are operating in accord-
ance with the law-which we have pro-
vided, but I think' there may be some
question about that. That is the kind of
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inquiry we should make. And perhaps we
should make some recommendations on
how we can oversee the intelligence
agencies, bring them together, and co-
ordinate them and see if we can do a
better job.

Our purpose is not to sensationalize. I
do not think that is the purpose of this
committee, and I.hope that will not be
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(On request of Mr. Larra. and by
unanimous consent, Mr. McCrLorY was
allowed to proceed for. 1 additional
minute.)’ . -

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will “yield further, I would like

" to call his attention to the language on

page 3, line 4, section 3, which says:
In carrying out the purposes of this resolu-

the result of the reconstituting of this<-tion, the select committee-is. .authorized to

committee. I hope we will do the kind of"

responsible job which needs to be done in-.

order that we can conduct the kind of

inquire into-the activities of the following

- =

Then it recites the intelligence groups.

oversight we need. We must come UP  That is just as plain as the English
with the recommendations that can Im- Janguage can be written.

prove the CIA and improve all the in~ - Mr McCLORY. Let me say to the gen-
telligence agencies so that we can have tleman that in section 2 we find an.out-
them do what we intended for them-t0 line of the work that we are directed to
do. They should not be overlapping, theY perform. That is the mandate of the
should not be getting in each other's. committee, and section 3 gives the au-
way, they should not be refusing to com~ thority. We are authorized or permitted
municate with each other when they {5 inquire into the activities of these
should be communicating, and ‘they ggencies, but we do not have to. It is

should not be invading individual rights -

in violation of the legal and constitu-
tional rights of our American citizens.
The intelligence agencies should. not be
doing these things; they should be.per-.
forming in the way the Congress in-
tended under the legislation we enacted.
(Mr. McCLORY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.) : =
Mr. LATTA. Mr.; Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? =0~ = E i
Mr. McCLORY..I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio. 3 :
Mr. LATTA. Mr.: Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. i

Let me get clear in my mind what the:.

gentleman is saying. NI

Is the gentleman saying that this
resolution does not provide for an inquiry
into the activities of these various intel-
ligence groups and that this should be
confined to a matter of overlapping jur-

isdiction and costs, et cetera? Is that-
what the gentleman is saying? =

Mr. McCLORY..I am saying this, that.
there is specific authority to establish
rules to prevent the disclosure of secret

permissive. We are authorized to do it,
and it does have wide scope, but it is an
overall limit; not a requirement, as to
what we can do. .

Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amend-
‘ment will be defeated. : :

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of words.

I rise in opposition to the amendment,
and I hope we can vote on this matter
very quickly.” -.

The gentleman from Iilinois.(Mr. Mc-

Crory) has made the points necessary,:

and I think he has made them very well.
The only thing that I would like to
emphasize is that what we want from

_this committee is more than an investi-:
‘7% gation. We want from this committee

recommendations. for the improvement
of the whole process -of intelligence-

gathering. We- want to avoid having in-

the future the kind of situation that we
have had in the past, where it would seem

that the-intelligence-gathering agencies,
more than. one; in fact, have.gone be- .
yond the mandate that. I believe the-.

Congress expected them topursue. -
Unless they have the opportunity in

.gathering.

and confidential information which is = the select committee to deal with all the

received by the committee, and I hope*- different aspects of intelligence, I can-x
appropriate rules will be adopted and not see how they could possibly pretend
will be adhered to. It should be. to- make a recommendation on improve-.
Mr. LATTA, The gentleman from Il- mentstothe Congress. - . =
linols (Mr. McCrory) did not answer Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, there-
my guestion. I am asking him for the fore, very important that the select com-
second time whether or not he believes mittee have this broad writ,-and I there~
that this resolution, House Resolution fore urge that the amendment be voted

_ 991, would not permit this committee to
#et Into an inquiry of the kind of ac-
tivities these various intelligence groups
are engaging in. Is that what the gentle-
man is saying?

Mr. McCLORY. Let me say in re-
sponse to that that in my previous dis-
3 s with the former chairman or the

.- chairman of the select com-

fuilee, we agreed that insofar as names

of individuals, insofar as individual in-

\:on'emsn?., and individual projects were

¢ | that might jeopardize any in-

rights of any persons involved

. intelligence activities, that those

“seils  and prerogatives would. be

protected

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the

sentleman from Olinois (Mr
ik . McCLORY)

down.
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a question? ;
Mr. BOLLING. I will-be glad to yield
to the gentleman from North Carolina.
Mr. MARTIN. I would like to pursue

the meaning of the words at the bottom -

of page 3, lines 23 and 24.

Does this language include such agen-
cies as the Bureau of the Census, which
does gather, collect, and analyze infor~
mation about U.S. citizens? And would it
include the Departments of Housing and
Urban Development and Health, Educa-
tion, and Welfare, which also keep rec-
ords on private citizens, besides any other
U.S. agency as to which, the standing
committees already have oversight
responsibility ? S

Mr. BOBLING. I think it would be easy

to speak of those and argue over what the
intelligence activity is, but I doubt that .
one would normally expect routine sta-
tistical gathering for purposes other than .
policymaking would come under the
heading of intelligence activities, . ..
I think that one would have to expec
that the committee, both sides of the
committee, the whole committee and its
members, would be reasonable as to what
was the_ intelligence activity. I think we s
know rather well what we should require. -

I do not think we are trying to deal. . .

with the Bureau of the Census or a va-
riety of other entities.

It happened a long time ago that I was
& chairman of a seemingly unimportant
subcommittee of . the ;Joint Economic_
Committee, the Subcommitiee on Sta--
tistics, which dealt with most of these
agencies. It would never occur to me ta

_include them as part of the investigation

and recommendation that would be made
by this resolution. I think we have {o ex-
pect that the members of the commitiee
would be reasonable. .. —
&

Mr. .MARTIN. Mr. Chalrman, if s
gentleman will yield further, I would say
that that is a helpful reply because it

might very well occur o the members of . -

the committee to pursue some of these
agencies. The Department of HEW col-
lects and analyzes data on specific indi-
viduals, not so much for policy purposes, -
but for the day-to-day operation of deci-
sionmaking of grants, and so forth. I be-
lieve that the gentleman from Missouri is
saying that it is not his intention or ex-
pectation that the committee would delve.
into these kinds of areas? e
Mr. BOLLING. I would not expect it.

to be involved in anything than what is. — .

commonly associated with intelligence -

- Mr. MARTIN. And if the purpose-of
subsection 3(12) is a catchall,. it is not -
intended to catchranything? . .

Mr. BOLLING. The gentleman is cor-
rect, it is merely ‘to give them broad
enough & base so they would not be lim-

(ited in their investigation.

Mr. MARTIN. I thank the gentleman.
- Mr. LATTA. Mr, Chairman, will the -
gentleman yleld? ™" =7 <7% AT R

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the gentle-"
man from Ohio, . S5 -5 = TET iiematy

Mr. LATTA. Mr: Chairman, then my -
question is that this is the same resolu-
tion with very few changes, that appear
on page 8, that was previously brought
before this House, in addition to striking -
the word “ten”, and inserting the word
“thirteen”?

Mr. BOLLING. That is of course cor-
rect. ] i

Mr. LATTA. That is correct. ==

The committee -that will be dissolved
by the passage of this resolution was in
fact investigating the activities of the
CIA. Is the gentleman from Missouri
telling the House that if we pass this res-
olution they are not going to investigate
the activities of the CIA and these other
intelligence agencies? ‘

Mr. BOLLING. I did not intend to do-
that. :

Mr. LATTA. I know the gentleman
did not. =

Mr. BOLLING. I have no intention of
suggesting that they are not going Yo

'?.
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mvatigate any of the enumerated agen-
cies, and perhaps some others that are
not ‘enumerated. i

Mr. CATTA. What did the gentleman
mean by his statement that they had got-
ten into too many areas prior to this
time, and had gotten into trouble? What
does the gentleman mean by that?

Mr. BOLLING. I do not remember say-
ing that. I do not remember using ‘words
to that effect. |
- Mr. LA'ITA.Thenletusgetbad:to
the language in this resolution. - .

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

(On request of- Mr. LatrTa, and by
umanimous consent, Mr. BOLLING was al-
lowed to proceed for 1 addmona.!
mjnuﬁe.)

"Mr. LATTA. On page 3, would the gen-
tlema.n from Missouri agree there is an
amendment” to .strike the inquiry into
the activities of these agencies?

- Mr. BOLLING. There must be some
misunderstanding between the gentle-
‘man and me. I'do. not think I said any-
* thing . that“would indicate that I wanted
to alter that aspectof it. =

; 2 What Idid trytosaywasthatlhoped

we were going to get from this commit-
- tee somé. recommendations, "and those

- recommendations-could only be made i

“they had the oversall authority. -
Mr. LATTA. And this would include
activities of those agencies? *™ .°

~ Mr. LATTA. But this is stm the'la.n—
sguage in the resolution that created the

existing eommlttee whxch 'ls m trouble
oW, T EwEn

Mr. BOLL'ING They mhy‘havetolook_ :

into-the’ a.ctivihes of anot.her orga.nim
-tion’s activities.

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman
for clarifying that point, because I think

- there was a8 misunderstanding among the

Members on this floor that we were not
giving the same broad authority in this
resolution as we had given them prior
“to this, and they.are in -fact given the
same authority. = -

Mr. BOLLING. I would certainly not
have intentionally misled the Members.

Mr. Chairman, I would ask for a vote
on the amendment. ST

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen~
tleman has expired. :
" (On ‘request of Mr. MarTIN, and by
unimous consent, Mr. BoLLING was al-
lotvggd to proued for 1 addxtxonal min-
o R

Mr. MARTIN. ‘Mr. Chairman.‘%vm the
gentleman yield? =

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the genﬂe-
man from North Carolina.
. _Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman. further
pursuing” the point that was raised ear-
lier, could the gentleman-clarify wheth-

- er it wonld be his intention-and expecta-

tion that the committee could-look into”
such agencies as the postal ‘inspectors,
Bureau of Customs, the Border Petrol,
and so forth?.

Mr, BOLLING. I do not think so, un-
less they .led iinto one of the agencies
-that gathers intelligence, such as for
postal :-purposes, the Postal Service
being wused ‘for mail cevers, and
such; &8s ‘'was done in the past. I can

....
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conceive of an examination of the Postal
Service -activities where they are being
~sed by-one of these intelligence gather-
ing agencies to gather intelligence. But
I cannot conceive of their just investigat-
ing the Postal Service, the Inspection
Service, just on its own in terms of its
responsibilities within the Postal Serv-
ice. "

Mr. MARTIN. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I ask
for a vote on the amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendments offered by the gentle-
msan from Ohio (Mr. LaTra).

The question was taken and the
Spesker announced that the noes ap-
peared {o have it.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I demand
2 recorded vote.

A- recorded vote was refused. Y
~, So the amendments were rejected.

ummm': OFFERED BY MR. MOSS

. Mr. MOSS. Mr. Che;hman. I oﬂet an
amendment. :

t[‘heClerkreadasfollows Ty

Amandment -offered - by- Mr. lloar--‘On

pnge 1, .line 7 and 8, strike out *to beap-:;"
pointed by-the Speaker” and. insert in lisu’ '

thereof:”, including thoSe members of the

Select ~Committee * established - by. ~House

‘Resolution 138 who choose io be members

“% of the select committee established by this

resolution,- with. edditional me.mbers to be
appointed by the Speaker”. : 2

>The CHATRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gent.leman from Oalifornis
(Mr. ‘Moss)"

(Mr, MOSS asked’ md Was glven “per<
‘mission ' to revise and extend his.
remarks.)”

“Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chmrman, Ioﬂer%his
amendment from a sense of deep per-
sonal’ conviction that the means being
empioyed here today are inappropriate to~
the occasion. Actually what we are do--~
ing to attack one problem-is to dissolve
a committee and create a commitiee
with the precise same jurisdiction and
three additional members. That may be
a-yery wise thing to do, but somehow it
offends my sense of justice. I would not
want ‘to be deprived of membership on
any committee of this House by such &
circuitous- method. I would far prefer, if
I were alleged to have transgressed the
Rules of this House, to be brought before
the bar of this House and answer {o the
Members of this Bouse. I think that is
the appropriate way for us to deal with
maftters of this type.

,n my judgment, when I reach the
point ‘where 1. have ‘a matter. of, con-
sctence,Iamgomgtoexmisemyeon—
.science, rules or no rules, make no mis-
take. Ithlnkthatisanghtth&tis to
paraphrase Burke, s matier on which 1
‘am answerable only to the Almighty God
and not toanyMem’oeroIthisHouse

Ithmkthatwehaveasaiouscnslsm
thstouseuaninsﬁtntion.We have a
crisis of confidence, a Trisis of credibil-
ity,and 1 donotthmkﬂxwe kinds of ac-
tions do anything to restore public con-
fidence in the credibility ‘of this House
as a responsible and responsive institu-
tion of Government.

>T think it is in the interest of the pub-
lic that this committee continue with its
members originally selected “who desire
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to continue to serve, and let the commit-
tee tackle ‘the problem of resolving its
own crisis. There are many ways it can
do it. The committee does have the au-
thority to "act against a recalcitrant
chairman, if that is the problem.

Or it has the authority where a Mem-
ber transgresses the rules of the House to
act against the Member.

I think this should have been handled
in a different manner. I know I will be
accused undoubtedly by my good friend/
the gentleman from Missouri, of coming
into this at a very late hour and perhaps
I did. But I have no less responsibility to
do what I feel is appropriate and to do
what I feel is right because I entered it
at a late hour. I still have to cast a vote
and I still have to render a judgment and
I do not want to have to select between
the Members who serve on this commit-
tee. I do not think there is one for whom
I haye not great respect and I do not
think there is one that I cannot call a
friend. I do not want to be put in the
position of ' rendering a judgment

* through the back door."That is what we

P

are doing here

It will be allezed that we are now or
will be casting = “Teflection upon the
Speaker by the mere action of offering

‘this amendment. I want to say there is

not any intent on the part of this Mem-
ber nor should any conclusion ‘inferring
that be drawn from the action of this
Member in offering this emendment.

_- It is very simple t0 me and I reaffirm
whsat I said as I opened my remarks. This

‘is’a simple matter of my conscience tell-

ing me whatIfeelisajust a fair, a
decent way of dealing with my col-
leagues. It is the way I would want to be
dealt with. I would not want to be taken
off and deprived of any of my committee
assignments through this method and X
do, not want this as a precedent for de-
priving Members of their rights.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-

‘tleman from California has expired.

(On request of Mr. EckuarpT, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. Moss was al.
lowed to proceed for 2 .additional min-
utes.) S

Mr. ECRKHARDT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOSS. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Texas. .

Mr. ECKHARDT. Mr. Chairman, I

compliment the gentleman in the well

for devising this solution. I think it is a
cautious solution and it is one which
both breaks the deadlock and avoids the
condemnnﬁon ot gither side on the Com-
mittee. =

It surprlses ‘me that we seem to have
given up that means we have always used
to break deadlocks here. When we
deadlocks and had difficulties with

‘old “Rules” Committee we enlarged the

Rules Commltfge “We did not destroy il
or abolish it or create & new commitiee.
When  there” were problems with rh
Ways and Means Commitfee and it v
necessary to get enough Members
break it into subcommittees we enlarged
that committee. We did not abolish il
old commitiee.

Why should we not use that tried
tested means of breaking deadlocks.
simple enlargement.?
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Mr. MOSS.,The gentleman is.correct.
In fact the.great committee. reporting
this resolution has gone through several
redoings where:it has had its member-
ship enlarged- rather than having the
committee abolished and reconstituted
with perhaps different membership. I

" recall when:we-increased the member-

ship on the-Rules Commitiee to achieve
what was recognized by everybody ifi the
House. I.believe-in fact my very good
friend, the gentleman from California
(Mr. Sisk), was one of those who was
put on at that time, when the Rules
Committee was enlarged to break dead-
locks which the House felt, the majority
of the Members of the House felt were
impeding the work of the House.

This is a very bad precedent...

Mr. ECKHARDT. If the gentleman
will yield- further, even such a bold
President as President Roosevelt did not
propose the abolition of the. Supreme
Court and replacement by a “Paramount
Court.”” He tried to provide for enlarge-~
ment.

Mr. MOSS. It was just a case of en-
largement..-And  this is one .instance
where a little: expansion, a little growth

could well lead to the development of the
solution which.will not deprive Members
of their rights: " " -

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite num-
ber of words::”

Mr. Chaxrman, I rise in opposmon to
this amendment. I. tried to rise early,
because I wanted. to see if we.could keep
this amendment on target and keep the-
discussion. on ‘target and not let it be-
come a referendum on any Qarticular
Member’s conduct-or character. -

I have participated in the debate in:

the Committee on Rules on this measiire
and through a. period of ‘almost two-

‘months there ‘were  constant meetings

with the Speaker-and with the present

Select Committee. on .Intelligence  and.

there was a:deadlock " there t.hst just
could not be-resolved. . x
I would say that. every‘nodar ﬁmt was.

involved in<it.tried to offer‘a solution.

and simply could not resolve thedu'!e:-/
ence.

Now, I happen to mped. t.he diﬂer-
ence. I think there are going {0 be many
issues in this House and in the conduct
of the affairs.of this Nation where good
men and honest men will differ on the
basis of principles which they hold dear
to their own hearts. I probably will not
agree with one side or the other, maybe
with neither side; but I do think.that

.in spite of the fact there are differences,.

we have got to as a democratic institu--
tion have the authority to find points
of reconciliation and if the principles are
50 hard and fast in any given selection
of persons that they cannot be resolved,
then I would think it is in order to dis-
solve the committee and. reconstitute it
among people who might haye the same
principles, but who may just be able to
find ways of reconciling the points of
disagreement.

Now, interestingly enough i the Com-

mittee on Rules itself operates -at the -

pleasure of the Speaker. In fact, in.the
Democratic caucus I supported the right
of the Speaker to name members of the
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Committee on .Rules each term, simply
because- I felt that that would give a
measure of freedpm of conscience, but so
long as I was locked into the Committee
on Rules and had been put on the Com-
mittee on Rules by the Speaker and the
Democratic caucus, there was a kind of
undue obligation that I would feel to
serve-those interests if they could not
put me off. I'voted for that resolution in
_the: Democratic ~caucus, beause I
wanted to be free to disagree with the:
leadership, with the Speaker, whenever
I wanted to, and knowing that I was not
taking advantage of any authority vested
in me by the caucus of the Speaker or by-
the House, because they; could remove
me. I think the right of.the leadership
to remove anybody or any. group.of peo-
ple in the interest of getting the job done
is something that I have got to respect.
Now, more than I want to protect the
Members of this committee, I want to
have: a committee investigating the in-
telligence-gathering apparatus of this
Nation and given the choice of going
through any difficulties of resolving ten-:
sions and proceeding ahead with the in-
vestigation, I am afraid that the inter-
est of this Nation and the interest of the
House have to rise above the interest of
_any -particular person or any group of
persons. It is on that basis that I oppose
this amendment and that I hope-we can
vote it down.. . -
Mr. DRINAN. Mr,,Cha.irman. wﬂLthe
zenf.leman yield?

- Mr:, YOUNG of Georgia: I yield to the

gent.leman from Massachusetts. .

' Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Cheirman, I thank
the gentleman for his comments;

I wonder-if the.same objective. could
be’ achieved by enlarging the committee ~
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sensitive- material that this committee
has .got to.deal with,- even before any-
body has been appointed, especially, I
_think, the chairman of the present com-
“mittee, I think thai there should have
been some discussion as to the nature of
this investigation, the kind of material
that it would be dealing with. I would
think that -before-people -were even ap-
pointed to this committee, there-should:
have been some understanding. . /

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen—
tleman from Georgia has expired.

(On -request of Mr. Giaimo and by
unanimous consent Mr. Younc of Geor-
gia was allowed to proceed for 1 addi-
tional minute.)

-Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chsirmm will the
gentleman yield? =
Mr. YOUNG of Georgisa. I yield to the

gentleman from Connecticut- .

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, as &
member of the original task force on
creating a select committee, I met with
many Members, including the present
chairman of this committee and almost
all, of the Members. who are-presently.
members of the existing committes: We—
had’ very. thorough talks of what the
scope of the- investigation would be-of.
looking into alleged improprieties by
members of the intelligence community.
There were those discussions. It is quite
clear—it is. quite- clear- what-the scope
and purpose was-to be: before any Mem- -
bers were assigned to the committee.

*Mr. YOUNG 01’ Georgia. Then I stand
corrected: -

Mr. GIATMO.. And, the quaﬁon of the-

_suitability_of any -member on the pres-

.ent committee never arose—never arose
_until the very .instant .that there arose
a.conflict,. that there arcse- & conflict-

even further. I do not know ef any ex-. with the present chaxrmm Qf this com~

ample, at least in the recent history of- _mittee..:

the House  of Representatives, where-a
“committee has-been dissolved and then
sunultaneously reconstitut.ed ]
* I worked for some 4 years .to di;ssolve
*a parf.icular Committee.on Internal Se-.
‘curity and it was a long; hard fight. I am
wondering whether or not to achieve the.
obJective the gentleman mentioned that
‘the committee could be enlarged, as has-
been” suggeshed by our: colleagues here.
on the’ Committee on Ways and Means,
Means, the Committee an Rules and
similar examples, I wonder. if the Com=.

mittee on Rules had’ thought of - that

particular possibility ?

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man; that is, in fact, what we did. We
enlarged the committee to 13 members.
We-have not in any way Stipulated who
those 13 members would be or called
for the abolition or the ignoring of the
_existence of the committee..

Mr. DRINAN..If the gentleman will
yield further, I think.the key .guestion
that keeps coming back_.to me and to
other. Members is.that 1 tecall that the
gentleman _from - ‘Connecticut- (Mr,
Giamo) asked, “Why_is. it necessary, to
dissolve the existing committee? Why is
not enlargement enough in and oLit-

self?’” = e ;

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia Mr Cbmr‘
’man, let me say why ¥ think—and I.am

‘not: speaking for- anyone- but myself—=:-
L&hlghthahm dealing, with all-kinds:of . .

o

ok TEw R St x" Pt | 3 -

-‘The CHAIRMAN "The ﬁme of the
gentleman-from. Georsia has again ex—
_pired.» e

:(On’ request of Mr Dxm.mts and by“
unanimous consent-Mr: Youne of Geor--
gia was :allowed: {o proceed for 2" addi-
tional minutes. )= e ety »j‘w, R,

Mr. DELLUMS." Mr Chairman, me
gfentleman yheldp A an .

-Mr. YOUNG of Georzia. I s’ield to the
gentleman from California. <=

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairma.n,Ithank
the gentleman from Georgia, my distin-
guished colleague, and I reluctantly rise
to challenge the basis of my distinguished
colleague’s arguments, but I must. .
. Let. me. first see if I can-understand
exactly what the gentleman is saying.
First, the gentleman.has suggested that
he would not like to see-a vote that
would result in. a referendum of any one
or several persons who are presently
members. of . the special select commit-
tee, if so I appreciate that thought by
the genﬂeman. o B R

The-second argument that thexenﬂe-
man proms& ls that the integrity of the

questions; this is, the sability-of this
House to investigate and come to- the
floor- of. the- Congress with solutions in
dealing with the intelligence community,
outweighs any particular, single person-
ality or individual. Is that correct? ~.=v

- Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Ithinkso. —
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used the words “blanket amnesty;” and
links those words. to amnesty. i Mr.
Nixon's case, really buttresses my argu-
ment. What the gentleman is saying in
effect is that somebody has already tried
every member of the committee prior to
any sort of investigation or any sort of
official proceeding. That is why. I support
this amendment, .because: it. ‘will.:deny
that kind of prejiidgment by: Members.

Mr. DELLUMS:GMr.- Chairman, - will
the gentleman yield:to me for a ques-
tion? R L

Mr. STEIGER. of:Arizona. I yield to
the gentleman from.California. .

Mr. DELLUMS:sMY) Ghairman,let me
ask a hypotheticelhquestion.

If cne of the constituents of the dis-
tinguished gentlemam from Arizons al-
leged crime on the part of the distin--
guished gentleman ‘ands that- allegation
appeared in the<local newspaper, would
the gentleman think it fair if the House
of Representativesavoted to remove the
gentleman from:thezfloor.of Congress,
precluding the gentiemian from carrying
out his duties as' & Member of Congress,
without due process?.-“

Will the gentleman answer ‘that ques-
tion?

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr Chair-
man, if the gentleman is asking: Would
the allegation preclude me from partici-
pation in some-sort:of activity .of the
House? I will say again'I do not think
the House ought to be-placed in the posi-

tion of making that judgment regardiess..

of how meritorious it might be or rega.rd~ ;
less of the lack of merit.

I will simply .tell the:gentleman thaf
I do not want to.-be in the position of
prejudging the so-called Harrington
case. I am. being’put in this position by
this amendment,. and:that,. I will:tell my
friend, is what I think is patently unfair
in the amendment presentem hy the
author of this. amendment. =+ Zaav .

The CHAIRMAN. The- time .ot the
gentleman from .Arlzom (Mr.. ancsx}
has expired. i

(By unanimous’ consent. Mr'“ Smmsn
of Arizona was-allowed to proceed for
1 additional minute.) = =l -

Mr, STEIGER of Arizona: Mr:Chair-
man, I have asked for the:additional
time not to engage.in collbquy,:but I
want to make it.very clear o 'm¥y friend
and colleagueocthat;cin “factisdtaiis my
earnest hope—and’'I know itis a base-
less one—that thé author of the:dmend-
ment will withdraw it for the very reason
which I have stated, because the-author
of the amendment is forcing people into
the position of appearing to either sanc-
tion or reject the behavior of one Mem-
ber in a very obtuse fashion. That is a
very unfair position for- the House to
be placed in, and not to recognize that
is a kind of sophistry which I do not
think is a credit to- the House:

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Chairman, .will' the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Yes, I yield
fo the gentleman from New York.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. Smmn) has
expired.

(On request of Mr. Kocr and by
unanimous consent, Mr. STEIGER of Ari-

3 i
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zona was allowed: to proceed for 1 addi~
tional minute.)

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? -

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. .I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. KEOCH. Will the gentleman ac-.

knowledge the fact that when the gentle-

man from Massachusetts .¢Mr.- HARRING=.

TON) -was placed upon the committee, the

- information that the gentleman now.

brings up was a matfer of public record
and the gentleman did not protest at
that time? Will the gentleman acknowl-
edge that as a fact?

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. I will say to
my. friend,. the gentleman - from. New
York, that I was not aware either of the
information or, at the time, of any con-
firmation of-it. I will tell the gentleman
from New York-that the focus of atten-
tion and the clear concern of this House
and many others, including the gentle-
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRING-
TON).. himself, has been eaused by the
treatment -he has gotten, which has
focused new attention:and- given new

_meaning toit..

I am not-questioning the-legal situa-
tion-with :respect to what my friend, the
gentleman from New York, has said. If

my firend wishes to-accuse me of being-

less than attentive to my duty a.t that
time, I'will stipulate toit. -+ -

‘The:point is that what . I.-am saying;
and saying.as sincerely as I-know how,
is that this amendment is. unfairly ask-
ing the House really to render a judg-
ment that it is not prepared to render;
and that is very unfair.

The CHAIRMAN. -‘The time of the
gentleman from Arizona (Mrx. Smam)
has expired.

+{0n request of Mr. Kocx and b:Funa.ni
mous consent, Mr.. SteiceEr Jof Arizona
was allowed to proceed. £or I— addjtlonal
minute.) -

Mr. KOCH Mr. Chaxrma.n, wﬂl the >

gentleman yield?

Mr. ‘STEIGER of Arizona, hmeld to
the gentleman from -New York. Lo
: Mr.-KOCH. Mr. Chairman,:the fact is

‘that this House passed on that very ques-

tion  when  the ‘Speaker: appointed the
gentleman -from Massachusetts . (Mr.
HArRRINGTON) to that committee with
other members.

I-want to reiterate,. the matter which
the: gentleman hads raised: now for the
first time was a matter of common
knowledge, known to the Speaker, known
to the Members of this House, and did
not in.anyway make a difference at that
time and ought not make & difference.at
this time because there is nothing that
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
HARrRINGTON) did that violated the law:

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Again I
would tell my friend, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. Kocr), that that is not
the way.this amendment appears.

-The appointment of the  committee
was & routine matter in which, as we
normallg do, we respected the Speaker’s
appointmensg. i

I would simply tell the genfleman that
I am sorry that the amendment is here.
I am urging my friends and colleagues
to vote azainst it on the basis thaf. they
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should not. be asked to sanction activity
that has been seriously questioned. -

Mr. SISK. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the requisite number of words...

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

Mr. SISK. Mr: Chairman, I think it
becomes very evident why this is 2 bad
amendment. Merely sitting here and lis-
tening.to what has-heen sald, unfortu-
nately, seemingly; at least to my mind,

~distorts what the basic issue is-here.

As the individual who introduced the
first resolution to abolish this commit-
tee back .over a month ago now, I want
to make it abosolutely clear that my
intention at.that time was to abolish the
committee, period; and then, hopefully,;
to proceed as expeditiously as the Com-~
mittee on Rules could, since it did have
the jurisdiction, to create a permanent

- oversight committee in connection with
our-intelligence community.. .

The reason for the abolishment of the
committee was the fact-that it had ceased
to function; in fact, it. had never func-.
tioned to any basic-extent. After a-cer-
ta.inpenodofnmehadgoneon.agreat
many discussions had been held, which®
many of us were familiar with, and it
became evident in my mind that there
was no way that that particular com-
mittee was going to achieve any sub-
stantial resuits. - <

Let me hasten to say here that I. do
not indict any member:of that comit-
tee because some of my very best friends
are on particular-committee,. men
‘whom..I have worked closely with,. men

whom I know and appreciate. We are
~not here-challenging. the integrity, the.

patriotism or the loyalty of anyone, in- .
cluding the gentleman from Massachu-

setts (Mr. HARRINGTON) and other Mem- -
kers who from time to time may be men-
tioned. That is not the issue.. .

At the time that weheldhearlngsm -
_the.Committee on Rules in reference to
“the initial resolution and in regard to-

the matter that-we have here before us .

-today, which.is a. substitute offered by -
the distingujshed gentleman from Mis-

souri (Mr. Bourmwve) we-had a number.

of Members appear and testify. The gen-

tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Har-.
RINGTON) appearsd, and testified at con~

siderable length before the committee.

_The gentleman from California (Mr.

Derrums) appeared and - testified at

length.

To the extent that anyone is being
questioned or being challenged, I think
it very well goes to their judgment. I have
no doubt but what every member of that
committee did those things which  he
believed to be right in his own mind.

I recall hearing my friend, the gentie-
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRING-
ToN) make a statement with reference to
what he believed .to be his duty in con-
nection with the revealing of matters
~where an agency of the Government was
involved in what would be violations of
law. I firmly believe that the gentleman
from Massachusetts . (Mr.. HARRINGTON):
was totally sincere in. doing what he in
his conscience believed to be right. I
totally disa.gree wit.n his judgmcnt in the

-y




.am not-expressing any thought here that
fI did-not attempt to express at the time
the gentleman from Massachusetts was

* before our committee—that neither the"

gentleman from Massachusetts nor I, nor
anyone else, I believe, has the right to sit
as judge and jury in matters of this kind,
where we have very strict rules of proce-
dure to go by, as we have in connection
with the House of Representatives, as
we havein connection with procedures
and in connection with intelligence mat-
ters, and so on.

Let me say that the testimony offered
before the Committee on Rules dealing
with this matter caused me some con-
cern because the charge was made very
flatly that the fault was primarily that
of the Speaker. -

Those who made that charge before
the Committee on Rules will have an op-

portunity if they wish to rebut anything -

that I have said here. But as I under-
stand—and the record is a public rec-
ord—that he made a mistake, and that
he even was warned -ahead of time by
virtue of the fact that he appointed the
rdlstinguished gentleman from Michigan
- “(Mr. NEpz1) {0 be: chairma.nof this com-
" mittee. - T REASL —
... “'Let meé makeit unaltera.bly clear” to all
my friends on the committee, as well as
other Members, that'I for one—andIam
sure many-of you will challenge this as
a matter of judgment or disbelieve me—
but I again say as individuals we have
| tor usé such judgment as we have, that I
for one would not have voted t.o create
this committee had we not been assuréd
ahead of time in the testimony that the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Nsnzx)
would be the Chairman.

5

I want to make that unalterably clear.:
The -Members can challengg m\judg-

ment, maybe it was wrong.
The CHAIRMAN. The tlme of t.he gen-
* tleman has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr S1SK was

allowed to proceed for 5 additional min-
utes.)

Mr. SISE. Mr. Chalrman, let me go
back for 2 moment to the point at which
this issue first was raised in connection
with the investigation of the CIA."And’I
hope my Iriends on the Republican side
will bear with me, bécause they were not
present &t that time.

It was raised in & Democratic Caucus’

in which the gentleman from Massachu-
setis proposed & resolution to investigate
the CIA. After some brief discussion, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Nepz1)
arose and offered s substifute in the
Democratic Caucus, and that resolution,
that substitute offered by the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. Nepzi) was over-
whelmingly adopted. I do not recall the
exact vote. I am not certain it was 8
recorded vote, but.it was substantially
adopted, and that wasto refer this mat-

ter to the Democratic sceering and Pol-

cdcyCommittee.: ¢
A great many of us hoped—and I, for
one, voied for the referral of this mat-
ter in Hne with the gentleman’s resclu-
tion to refer it—that a great deal of care
and concern will be given -before we
moved on this matter. I think, to some
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never.a question certainly in my mind,

--and I doubt seriously in the minds of any

Democratic Member, of the integrity of
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
HarrInGTON) or of his loyalty, or of his
patriotism, or anything in connection
with it. But there could have very well
been questions of matters of lack of con-
fidence in his judgment in handling such
a8 committee..I think there is no point, it

seems to me, in pussyfooting around.

about this situation. To a large extent,
as I say, I deplore the fact that this
amendment was offered, even though by
one of the best friends that I have in
this House, and a longtime personal
friend and colleague, the gentleman from
California -(Mr., Moss). But I think it
was unfortunate because to some extent,
as the gentleman from Maryland and the
gentleman from Arizons in their collo-
quy pointed -out, it geally puts every
Member :in. a: position, it seems to me,
where it could become a trial to these
people. 3

The intent of the Committee on Rules,
as the matter developed, is to -hopefully
be able to proceed to complete as quickly
as possible a reasonable investigation of
this matter and to bring it to a-close with
-2 group of Members’which the Speaker
of the House shall select.- £ 4
- Ido nota.greewithagooddes.x‘ofthe

criticism~that I have indicated already.
was made of the Speaker, but then again.

that is a matter of judgment. So I would
hope' and:urge my colleagues to. vote
down this amendment because “lef me
say to them, if I understand the English
language-at all,-and if I understand what
Members have been saying to me for the
past months because of my involvement

in a matter where I introduced the orig-

inal resolution, and I say this with con-
siderable deliberation, if, in fact, the to-
tal membership of this committee were
reappointed, "it would not operate and,
in my opinion, there would very well
shortly be another resolution fo abolish
the committee and in all probability it
would be abolished. That is my belief,
Wrong it may be, but I would hope and
trust that we might proceed expeditiously
to vote down this amendment and to
proceed with permitting the appoint-
ment of what we hope will be-a number
of new faces on that committee.

I do not and will not interpret that as
any reflection upon good personal friends
of mine who at present are serving on it—
my good friend right here, the gentleman
from Ilinois, whom I served with on the
Committee on Rules. One of the best
friends I have in the House is on that
committee. I see my good -friend, the
gentleman- from - Connecticut (Mr.
-Gramvo) with whom I worked very closely
in connection with & whole variety of
activities. I have a great deal of respect
for his integrity and knowledge and un-
derstanding

. I-see my-friend, the gentlema.n from
Ohlo (MF. James V. StantoN) and oth-
ers—the gentleman from California (Mr.
Epwarps) and so on.

I am-not here indicting &ny one of
these men. I am hopeful, though, that
the Speaker of the House will see fit to
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appoint to that committee men who are
objective enough and who have: not
gotten themselves so involved. °*

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. S1sx was
allowed to proceed for 2 additional
minutes.)

Mr. SISK. Mr. Chairman, I hope the
Speaker in his deliberation and in his
judgment will appoint to this 13-man
committee, assuming it should pass, men
who have not become emotionally in-
volved to the extent that their objectivity
is in question. We all sometimes get up-
tight. I sometimes get up-tight. I have
seen that sometimes in statements before
our committee. I have great respect for
the gentleman from California (Mr. Der~
LuMs) and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HarrINGTON) but they
made a most impassioned plea which
caused me some concern as to how deeply
they may have beconie involved emotion-
ally and how objectively they might be
able to look at thesé problems. But that
is beside the point; and if- the Speaker
sees fit the gentlemen may be reap-

- pointed, but I hope we do wind up with

13 men and women——and after all we do
not want to bar any women—who will do
an outstanding job:

= i Mr. DELLUMS. Mr Chairman, will the
- gentleman yield to me‘«' ‘He mentioned my

name.
“Mr. SISK. I meéntioned s number of

-~names and in view of that fact I am not

going to yield. I mentioned the gentle-

- man from Massachusetts and the gentl_eé

man from Connecticut and others,

‘Ithink my time iz up. I am going to
‘conclude because I"think I have taken
enough time.= “>*¥

I urge the amendment be voted down.
“"Ms: ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I 'rise in"support of the
amendment, I have discussed this issue,
as some Members know, in the course of
this debate on the ficor and proposed the
essence of this amendment for & very
special reason, most of which has become

quite clear in the debate here today. It

was my thought that the Members of
this House recognized that and should
not permit ourselves.to make judgments
about individuals on the committee, that
they were duly appointed by the Speaker
and they were duly competent men.

I indicated the other day that the
men—not women, it is true, and it might
have made it more interesting if we had

- some variety—but in any case they were

duly appointed and duly constituted
members and gll are duly competent
persons. A deadlock arose on the commit-
tee. Some people say it was because the
chairmen was unwilling to investigate.
Some say it was because others were too
vigorous in what they wished to investi-
gate -or to expose.
.. The chairman came in and offered his
resignation. The other members of the
commitiee were prepared to act despite
that. This House rejected the resigna-
tion, And yet the chairman who had
been reinstated in that way did not act
and there was a deadiock.

It seems to me if one wanted to make
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certain there was a vigorous investiga--
tion—and we have- all agreed that we

want that—there had to be some recon-
stitution of the committee. The normal
way would be to enlarge it. The way is
not first to put on trial members of the
committee, and I say this bearing in
mind that but for our not having been
appointed we might bave been one of the
committee now being-put on trial.

It seems to me-despite what is-being
said here, what we are being asked to do
is to put these members on trial. I be-
lieve the main-issue-is that many people
here wish to punish; the gentleman from
Massachusetts—(Mr, -HarRINGTON) for
what I and othe:s beneve to have been
an important act of conscience and cour-
age. That-is what. we are seeking to do.
That is what many, in seeking to abolish
and reconstitute the committee, are try-
ing to do.

I would say simply this. What has this
led to? It has led .toe the following. On
the floor of this House some Member
got up the other day and criticized the
behavior of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DELLUMS), and criticized the
behavior of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin (Mr. KAsTeEN), and criticized the be-
havior of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
James V. STaNTON) . We are all Members
of the Congress of the United States.
This is not how we act toward our peers.

Why do we not simply use a resolu-
tion of expansion? Why should we con-
demn this one or that one. We disagree
with this one or that one and_that is
why we want to reconstitute the commit-
tee. Well, that is not our right.

Members presently on the commitiee
will continue if they choose and those
who are not interested in continuing
will not serve and the balance left will
be chosen by the Speaker. That.is the
only fair way to reconstitute a.commit-
tee which is presently deadlocked. We
have no right to make a judgment on
any member of this committee other than
competence and no one has raised that.
Without the other results have occurred.
This resolution has even resulted. in my .
colleague, the gentleman from Georgia,”

saying we did not question whether the’

persons who were put on this committee
are the right ones to deal with the mate~
rial they have to deal with-in ‘this inves-
tigation.

Smce when do we q@stmn the compe-

nee, the ability, the conscientiousness,
the cnpa.bmty or the devotion or loyalty
of any member of a committee? This is
not our responsibility. We only have to
be certain that the individual is prepared
to function,

I say that the resolution as it comes
b > us is just forcing us to make judg-
ments about the individuals on this
committee. It is forcing the Speaker to
make judgments about the individuals
on this committee when he fails to ap-
point or reappoint those who are pres-
ently on the committee, I say this is.in-
appropriate for us.

We are all in the same identical posi-
lon as every other member on this select
commxtnee If anyone on this commit-

> thinks as, indeed. the Committee on
Ar’ned Services thinks, that someone is
acting beyond their responsibilities or
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their duties or their oath of office, then
they can place this before an appropriate
forum to determine it, as was done with
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr..
HARRINGTON) .

I think the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr, HARRINGION) recognized
that we were all being asked to partici-
pate  in- covering  up illegal activities
and he refused to do that, I disagree that
he should be censured for it, but those-
who think he should be will have another
opportunity to say so. HARRINGTON is en-
titled to & hearing. Do not use this reso-
lution for-the purpose of expressing a
judgment about this. This would be an
unfair way. Everybody is entitled to his
or her day in court if, indeed, any wrong-
doing has taken place and, indeed, none
has. Micrag:r HARRINGTON has shown
enormous leadership and courage. The
question is simply a matter of how would
we feel if we were on that committee:

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tlewoman from New York has expired.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 ad-
ditional minutes.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Chairman, re-
serving the right to object, I do that
after this extension, I will object, simply
to bring the Congress together to get the
job done. It is my opinion we are doing
more damage than good. I cannot stop
the damage, but I can limit the amount
of time in which the damage is done. _

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman from
New York? -

There wa.s no objection.

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentlewoman yield? y

Ms. ABZUG. I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I agree, everyone should have their
day in court, but I hope that-we do not
constitute this in any way as a day in
court for any member of this committee.
That is the reason I think the amend-

“mentisinappropriate. - -

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chaixma.n,it doesjust‘
the reverse. It says every member of this
committee is competent to serve on it.
There is no evidence to the contrary. It
simply says the Speaker should appoint
an additional number of persons because
there is a deadlock and if any person
desires to remain on the committee, that
person can remain and if that person
desires to remove himself, that person
can remove himself; but we should not
participate in removing any member
from this committee. That is the effect
of what we are doing when we pass the
resolution without it being amended.

It also forces the Speaker to make a
judgment as to the members on this
committee. .There have been many
‘charges and countercharges which are
unproven and which an individual has a
right to take up in a proper forum. This,
committee resolution is not the proper
forum. Let us not kid ourselves about this
resolution. It inherently forces a judg-
ment that none of us should be placed
in a position to make. I may not agree
with the way the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. Nepz1) has-conducted himself,
and I do not. I do not agree that his
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resignation should have been rejected
by ‘this body. I still say even the gentle-
man from Michigan should make a deci-
sion whether he can remain on this
committee, just as the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) has &
right to make a decision to remain on

the committee. The- activities of both
. these gentlemen were before us at the
time they were appointed to their respec-_

tive positions on this committee. I believe
that those who do not recognize that we
ourselves are making judgment, even
though we are not in control of it, are
making & big error. All this amendment
says is there should be some change in
the committee because it is deadlocked.

This is an important investigation, It
must go forward, but the Members of this
House, not one of them—not the gentle-
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARrRING-
TON) —should be sacrificed by making be-

lieve that we are not being asked to make

a judgment on him in this way.

I beg the Members not to do that, be-
cause each Member could be in the ex-
act -same position and this would be
many.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I seek
to see if we could limit time in some rea-
sonable fashion. I would propose by
unanimous consent that all debate on
this matter conclude in 40 minutes, with
the last 5 minutes reserved to the
committee.

The CHAIRMAN. What matter is the
gentleman referring to? ;

Mr. BOLLING. On the whole matter

-of this amendment and all amendment.s

thereto.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objectlon to.

the- request of -the zenueman !roxnm‘
‘Missouri?

Mr. bE 1A GARZA. Mr. Chairman,
object:

The CHAIRMAN Objection is hea.rd. oy
' Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chainnan,Imoveta

strike the last word. -

{Mr. PEYSER asked and was given
permission. to revise and extend hjs
remarks.) :

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman. I was not -

going to take the floor on this issue. I
have listened carefully to debate and have
determined to vote against this amend-
ment, but my friend from Arizona, when
he took the floor, made his case quite

clear in his mind, that a vote against

this amendment was & vote against the
members on the committee.

I disagree with that because I do not
view the issue here as either the com-~
mittee or its makeup. I think very hon-
estly that if the CIA itself had been
trying and aiming to confuse the whole
issue here, it could not have introduced
a better amendment than the one that
was introduced.

This amendment, as far as I n.m con-
cerned, is simply striking at the Bolling

resolution that is going to let the Speak--

er create a new committee which can, as
I understand it, include any of the mem-~
bers of the existing committee. If any
Member wants to ‘correct mé& on that, I
will be glad to listen right now. ‘The
Speaker, as I understand it, has the right
of appointing anybody to that commit-"
tee, and so I do not view my vote of no,

.
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-~ view his -or. her vote of no, as a .vote
against the gentleman from Massachu--

setts, MIRE HARRINGTON, or anybody else.
The gentleman from Massachusetts is a
friend of mine, and I certainly hope he
remains & friend of mine, but my vote
hasnot.hmxtodowimhimoranyother
member of the committee.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chaxr
man, will the gentleman yield? . . _

Mr. PEYSER. I yield to the. gentle-
man from Arizona.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, was the gentleman suggesting that
the gentleman from California (Mr.
Moss) was the CIA contact man in the
House? Was that the gentleman’s in-
tent?_

Mr. PEYSER. I thank the gentleman
for his comments. I was not making that
suggestion. -

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? .

Mr. PEYSER. I yie!d to the gentleman
from California. .

‘Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chairman I think only
the gentleman from Arizons can- -pos-
sibly have reached that conclusion.. ..

ey Mr. PEYSER..I thank both gentlemen

tor their comments. T seem to .have.a

' »wonderml ability of getting caught be-

‘tween two’ people who want to get at
.each other when I am up here. I would
.hope -that we can act on this measure,
-only viewing it for what it is, an amend-
‘ment that is trying to amend the Bolling
resolution, that says the members who
are on the committee have a right-of
staying on the committee.”I think that
if we agree with that, that is fine, but it
has nothing to do with saying that some-
one on the committee did or did not do

' his job or that he Is innocent or guilty
of anything. -

If the’ Members “vote against the
-amendment, as I am going to do, they
are simply saying that they do not agree
with the amendment of the gentleman
from California to the Bolling resolution
and the action that it calls for is the
right way to proceed. I refuse to get
caught in this situation that says that I
am voting somebody guilty or innocent
because I am absolutely not, and I do
not believe any of us should be in that

. position.

Mr. pE 1A GARZA. Mr Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

Mr. pe 1A GARZA. Mr. Chairman and
my colleagues, I take this time to try to
see if we cannof get back to the issue of
the amendment before us, and I do so
because I have had an experience, and
Y am personally aggrieved that so many
of my dear friends on this side are speak-
ing now of a matter of right, that an
individual has the right to remain on a
committee. Those of us who have served
on committees on our side are the crea-
tures of the caucus and then generslly

-of this.House, and no Member has a
right to serve or not to serve on the
committee because of his demeanor or
whatever one might bring up.

Ask the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
Poace) if he had a right to remain as
chairman of the Committee on Agricul-
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. Ask_the gentleman from -Louisiana
(Mr. HEerT) if he had a right to remain
as chairman of the Committee on Armed

‘Services.

Did . the Members worry. about their
intezrity;-about what it would do to them
in their districts, about their reelection?
The Members did not. 2

I say to my dear friends—and I hate
to bring this out—there was something
called the Hansen committee in' the
caucus of the Democrats to which I had
the honor to have been named by the
chairman of the caucus because of no
other attribute than that I was next in
line. Without informing me, I was taken
off of that committee. When I confronted
the. chairman later, when-I had read in
the paper that someone else -had been
appointed, he said, “You would not
attend the meetings.”

“Mr. Chairman,” I said, “I did attend
the meetings. There has to be some other
reason why I was taken off.”

The chairman then informed me that
I had been taken off because he had to
name & black or & woman, and that was
the only reason that I was taken off.

 And none of my friends from my Dem-

ocratic caucus came up to.my. defense %

about right or not right. So-do not talk
to me today about the right of anybody.

My friend smiles.-And they smiled at
me when I got taken off of-this.-Hansen
committee. But I was personally ag-
grieved. It could have been detrimental
to me in my reelection. Fortunately, it
was not, because I had-no opposition:

But none of my fnends -here worried ~

about that.

So0..I say to the Membexs ‘that we
should let the House work its will, and
no one has a right here, -not in ﬂ:e
caucus and not in the House.

The whole issue of this committee, the
impasse and everything, I am not:dis-
cussing. I am only discussing this amend-
ment. Does a Member have the inherent
right as a Member of this House to name
himself as chairman? No, no, no.

Mr. GIATMO. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DE 1a GARZA. Iyield to the.

gentleman. ;

Mr, GIATMO. I thank the gentleman.

I admire the gentleman’s thoughts
about whether or not a Member has an
inherent right, and I know there are
procedures for removing a Member, and
it has been done in the committees with
regard to chairmen and others. But is
the gentleman suggesting then, that
this is, in fact, an antiremoval amend-
ment of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. HARRINGTON), Or someone
else?

Mr. bE Lo GARZA. I have not men-
tioned any names. I am not saying any-
one is being removed. The resolution
speaks for itself. I did not-get up to dis-
cuss the resolution..I got up to try to
refute my colleagues up here-who keep

talking about a right, an inherent right..

One of my colleagues said, “You might
be in the same spot some day.” I have
been there, I have been there. And if
the Members want to vindicate me, they
will vote against this amendment Now
is their chance. =

July 17, 1975

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to see if we can set a limitation on
time, and I want {0 be entirely reasonable
about this. -

Mr. Chairman, 1 ask unanimous con-

- sent that all debate on this amendment

and all amendments thereto close in 40
minutes, with 5 minutes at the end re-
served for the comumnittee.

The CHAIRMAN. .Is there objection to
the request of the.. gentleman from
Missouri? 4 7 03

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, re-!

serving the right .o gbject, I wonder if we
can make the agregmentror at least have
the understanding-that po time will be
transferred, -and. that, only those Mem-
bers who really, Qesazeptar«speak will be
recOgNized? - ~iomy rmeirol

The CHAIRMAN,: The -Chair will in-
form the gentleman ‘that the Chair can-
not rule on that. «;—; - ~

Mr. A K;.Mr. Chairm.a.n fur-
ther reserving the zight to object, I will
object {o any requegi for transfer of time.
I will not, however object at this
moment. . MEIE
ue ML, Cha.lmum,,; gﬁthdraw my reserva-

~:The C “Is-there objection to
“the request, of ~g.he gentleman from
Missouri?. . .-
" _There wasno object!on

The CHAIRMAN.. Members standing
at the time the unanimous-consent re-
quest was agreed $o will be recognized for
approximately 1% minutes each.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a

pa.rliamentary inquiry.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will

state his parliamentary inguiry.
. Mr. RYAN. Mr..Chairman, is it too late
to - object  toi_the ~1ma.nimous-consent
request? et

The CHAIRMAN. The answer is:
2 "Yes.“
< Mr. RYAN IthanktheChairman

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California (Mr.
Ryan).

Mr. RYAN. Mr. 'Chairman, I regret the
fact that I only have this length of time
to speak, because I believe this whole
discussion has been jarred so far off from
the real issue'it. is slmost useless to take
this time. :

This is & very simple matter. The
activities of the (A and of other intel-
ligence agencies have come under gues-
tion in this country and before this

~House. The gquestion is whether this

House should look into this matter or
whether we should leave the matfer to
the Senate alone. The answer to that
was given last week, by & vote of this
body and the answer was: Yes, we should
look into it.

Then the question arises: How shall we
-do it? Shall we go over this matter with
the last committee we had, or shalli we
begin all over with & new committee?

‘We have heard for some time in this
House arguments about whether we are
for or against individual Members. If
this continues, any investigation by this
House is absolutely useless, because it
will become a question of the right fight-
ing the left and the left fighting the

+ tion of objection. ...
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it will .become a question of
whether we should get into the question
of prior members conduct or not and
whether the activities involved were legal
or illegal.

The fact is that we need to have some
kind of general consensus by & commit-
tee that this House can accept, by a group
that starts from scratch and starts anew.

Mr. Chairman, that is the reason I op-
pose this amendment. S

If I were asked fo-vote for or against
the actions taken by the gentleman in
question, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HarrRINGTONY, I would vote
to absolve him of what he.did, because I
do not think he did anything wrong..

In the same-way, I would vote to ab-
solve the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
Nepzr). But that is-not the purpose of
the resolution. It is to investigate the
intelligence community, not convict or
vindicate individual Members. =

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. MoOFFETT). 277

(Mr. MOFFETT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 2

Mr. MOFFETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
Moss). -

I hope that we will keep in mind the
public perception of this Congress. We
do not really know, none of us knows,

what the public wants on this particu--

lar issue, but we do know something
about the public perception of this situ-
ation. -

Yes, we might say it does not reflect

on any individual Member and perhaps
we will be all right back home, but'we
do know that the public has quite a
negative opinion of what we have been
doing here in general. : *

I think all of us are concerned and
legitimately concerned about that. We
also know that the public has seen on
this issue a committee with oversight
responsibility that did not do the job
that a special committee’ was created,
that there was a fight within that com-
mittee, that the chairman who, I believe,
had a conflict of interest, was recon-
firmed, for lack of a better word, and
that now we are in the middle of an-
other ficht on the fioor in which we
seek to dismember the committee.

The public also knows that there have
been illegal bombings in Cambodia, em-
bassy break-ins, disruntion of peace

Eroups, opening of mail illegally and the -

Chilean intervention without nearly as
much attention given to incidents—those
gross illegalities that the Congress knew
or should have known about—as has been
devoted to an alleged disclosure of such
illegal action.

I think that what the public is seeing

here is a very bad precedent if we do not
adont this amendment, a bad smell of a
witch-hunt and a bad impresssion on
the public,
We have been called the aggressive
94th Congress. Not manv people believe
that anymore. We have been called a
veto-proof Congress. We have -been
called the do-nothing Congress.

I know that the gentleman from Ari-
zona agrees with that, but I know that
none of us want the label of the cover-
up Congress.

Mr. Chairman, I think that is where
we are headed if we do not{ adopt the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Connecticut
{Mr. Giamo0) . =

(Mr. GIAIMO asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) Ty

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, T rise in
support of the amendment.

"I think it has been clearly identified
as the Harrington amendment, as to
whether or not the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts should serve on this com-
mittee. o

As I said on an earlier day, I do not.
wholly agree with the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) . There
are many areas in which we disagree.
However, I find it very offensive that we
move in this way to challenge the right
of a Member to sit on a committee.

I recognize that this is not the purpose
of some members of the Committee on
Rules or of others, but I do know that
this is inherently what has been the
issue in this debate. This debate which
for many reasons, questions in the House
not whether or not the: intelligence
agencies of the United States may have
in some way violated the law and in-
fringed on the rights of American citi-
‘zens, but instead of that, is used as a
vehicle by those who would divert us
from that investigation. Instead they
divert us from that by charging that
Members of Congress may have acted
improperly and may have spoken on the
floor of the House or elsewhere and in-
formed the people that a possible crime
had been committed by some govern-
mental agency. 2

How - reminiscent of other recent

-events in American history that is.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. GIamo)
has expired. -~ . SESEg R Ly

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. MAGUIRE). )

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr.-Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MAGUIRE. I will be happy to yield
to the gentleman from Connecticut.

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, I suggest
that we not allow this to happen. I sug-
gest that if the gentleman from Mass-
achusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) has violated
any rules or laws of the House, he be
challenged in a proper place, but that
this is not the place to do it. His right
to serve on this committee should have
been questioned when he first went on it
and not months later.

I find something else very offensive
here, and I must become political for a
moment, if T may. That is the question-
ing of the right of any Democratic Mem-
ber of this body to serve on any commit-
tee. I think the right of a Democratic
Member to serve on this committee
should be decided by Democrats in this
House, and there has been altogether
too much involvement by the minority
party, the Republican Party, in 2 maitter

S
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" which should have been the responsi-

bility of the Democratic Party to deter-
mine, rather than to have done it in this

way.

This could be the precedent for many
other dangerous situations which could
confront us and certainly which could
confront my friends in the minority. Rest
assured that there will be a time when
they will have this type of dispute and
would wish those of us in the majority to _
absent ourselves,

I will say to my friend, the genileman
from California, that he surely would
not want us helping to resolve it for the-
minority, even though we might be most
happy todo so. -

Therefore, I say, In simple fairness,
let us get on with the business of this
committee. It has fiddled and done noth-
ing since February. Let us get on and
show the American people that this
House can do something, can conduct an
investigation, and let us be fair to the
gentleman from - Massachusetts (Mr.
HARRINGTON) .

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I wish
to associate myself with the remarks of
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
Gramxo) , and I urge the adoption of the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Californis (Mr.
DeLrums). ° e ;

(Mr. DELLUMS asked and was given
permission  to- gevise and extend his
remarks.) 3 5 3
*-Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman and -
members of the committee, the gentie- .

man from California thinks that in the -

last hour or so he has seen a great deal of
dust covering, where -we confuse the is-
sues. A great American, Frederick Doug-
lass, once said that dust covering is an
activity engaged in by those in pursuit of
victory, not of truth. : :
The gentlewoman from New York,
whom I think. is in pursuit of the truth,
has spoken eloquently and precisely as
to what the issue is here. We should not

-in any way be engaged in trials of any

of'the Members who have served on this
committee. The only fair and equitable
thing to do is to reappoint all of the var-
ious members of the original committee

‘back to the committee. If the Members

want to expand the size of the committee,
then they can do so: We should also al-
low those Members who do not wish to
serve on the comimttee to leave the com-
mittee. No one Member of the House,
even my distinguished colleague, the
gentleman from California (Mr. Sisk),
has a right to remove my privilege. We
both represent districts of some 464,000
constituents. His constituents elected
him and my constituents elected me, and
I presume that neither one of us could
get reelected were we to change our
respective districts. :
None of us have any right to try
each other on the floor ‘of the Congress.
I say that in fairness, with a sense of
equity and with the desire for the pur-
suit of truth, that we should pass this
amendment, and allow all of the Mem-~
bers to return back to the committee who -
were members of it. And if the gentle- -
man from Michigan (Mr. Ngpz1) or-the




= -gentlema.n from ‘Massachusetts
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(M.r
HARRINGTON). or the . gentleman  from
-Connecticut '(Mr. Giamo) or any other

 member of that committee seeks to re-

- move himself from that committee, or if
the other Members desire to serve, then I
say give us the right and privilege to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE

this. I- heard earlier that perha.ps the
gentleman from California (Mr. DEeL-
Lums).could not serve on this committee,
because he was impassioned, he was over-
enthusiastic; that-also the gentleman
from New York (Mr. StrATTON) could

-not serve on the committee, and the gen-

do that. But I repeat that the Members -tleman from Connecticut (Mr. Giamo)

have no right to try us on the floor of the
House without due process.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. AsH-
BROOK). .

(Mr. ASHBROOK asked and was given
pennhsiontoreviseandextendhisre-
marks.) y

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, I
think this very episode signifies and
exemplifies just what is wrong with this
body. I think it is also a good example of
what the public perceives to be wrong
with this body..The Congress that.rep-
resents itself to be able to answer every-
body’s problems throughout the- coun-
try now finds itself completely inade-

- == guate when it comes to its own problems.

This speciaunvesﬁgamng committee has
beenaproblem.‘%e e
T-am sorry the gmtlewaman from New
~:York (Ms.-Aszue) is not on the floor. I
- was absolutely shocked when I listened -

" to the gentlewoman, because she totally

- reversed - the ‘arguments. she has made
over the years. She absolutely swept them
under the Tug in this particular instance.
.~ She spoke- in terms of the old buddy-
‘buddy system in Cofgress she. talked
about the club approach—The “let us not

e+ <look into each .other” arguments ap-

“proach which she so often discredited
“before.today’s debate. The “everybody

" has the right to set their own standards,”

approach. The “every Member has the

- right to do what he wants” approach.

"She ratified this old guard, “we all look
the other way” attitude the- young re-
formers have rejected. -

All these attitudes are what the public
percelve to be wrong with this body.

After I listened to my colleague from
"New York talk of the club approach, I
- remembered a few years ago when this

* Member was raising questions about a

committee chairman regarding non-

- existing staff people on the payroll of

my committee, I was told “No, no, do
not do that. The chairman is aH right.
Do not question what he is doing.”

Well, T thought that is what we were

getting rid of, but it sounds like “the

- arguments $0day are leading us in the
opposite direction: Let us not look into
all of our:own problems, let us just sweep
them under therug. = = SIS0
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair .recog-
nizes the gentleman from California (Mr.
MILER).

.(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given:permission o revise and ex-
tend his remarks))

- Mr, MILLER of California; Mr. Chaxr
man, I take the floor-because I am truly
disturbed by the discussion I have heard
o1 the floor today; because I think my
own worst fears and the worst fears of
many others have been realized because
of this resolution, in the way it is being
-handled. We have heard that the motives
of some of the committee members have
been questioned, and I amr disturbed by

could not serve on the committee, and the
gentleman from = Massachusetts (Mr.
HarrINGTON) could not serve onthe com-
mittee. Let me tell the Members that I
want impsassioned people on this commit-
tee. I want them as impassioned and as
zealous in the protection of our liberties
as those people they are investigating,
who have been alleged to have violated
those liberties, because I have seen the
work of those who violate our liberties
and our civil rights, because they too are
overzealous in trying to restrict our free-
doms. I say that our country cannot
stand that sort of activity.

So, Mr. Chairman, I would hope that
whoever serves on this committee, while
I believe it should be the same committee,
I-hope that they can and will do their
best- to, protect those liberties, because
I think that this is the ‘most important
charge’ ‘that they can have. I'think t.ha.t
is’ the most important thing we can do
I think-that what we have seen as a
result of this resolution is a:derogation
of many Members of ‘this House without
base, based upon innuendo, based upon _
slander, -and I think ‘it has been.very -
detrimental to this House in the public
eyé. I think that this committee can bring ~
great respect to this House and can bring
great trustworthiness by the America.n
people in the democratic process, but we
cannot now start. selecting Members of

this House who can serve and who can-.

not serve because they are overzealous,
because they are enthusiastic, because we -
are talking about the fundamental rights
of people in this country,

The CHAIRMAN. The tlme of the
gentleman has expired,

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. BAUMAN).

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Chairman, Iyield
back my time.

“The “CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
McCrLorY).

(Mr, McCLORY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, T think

the House has a legitimate role-in the
establishment and the operation of the
Select Committee on Intelligence..An
impassé has been reached on. the other
side of the aisle. I have not involved my-
self in that impasse.

I thmk the gentleman. Irom Missouri
(Mr. BorLiNg) has brought forth a log-

.ical,.workable solution under which~this

House "of Representatives can exercise
the authority .that it-should be exercis-
ing.;I'feel strongly that we.do need intel-
ligence . agencies and & strong intelli-
gence community. I agree that this is es--
sential for our own national security, I
agree also that the rights of individuals
should not be abused or denied because
of €xcesses or illegal a.ct:ons of any intel-
ligence agency.

I think that this select commitbee
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should fulfill its role of investigating all
aspects of this subject, with due protec-
tion to the agencies themselves, with due
protection to the individual constitu-
tional and legal rights of all, and with-
out any conflict of personalities wreck-
ing the opportunity for our carrying out
our legitimate prerogatives.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. . .

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Connecmcqt
(Mr. Dobb).

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

Mr. DODD. Mr. Chairman, I would like
to associate my remarks with those of
the gentleman from California (Mr. MizL-
1eER) and the gentleman from Connecti-
cut. (Mr. Grammo).

I would like to point out to the Mem-
bers of this body that there is only one
issue facing us in this particular amend-
ment. The issue is clear, and we all know
what it is. The issue revolves around

-the propriety of certain alleged sctions

of & Member of this body, specifically,
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr,
_HARRINGTON). - -

If the Members of this body should de-

cide that the actions of the gentleman

from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON)
deserve investigation, then so be it. Let
. the House work its will and proceed. But
to-deny the gentieman from Massachu-~
setts (Mr. HarrINGTON) - the opportunity
. to-defend himself, .or to deny an oppor-
tunity for a full hearing of this issue, is
8 backdoor, backhanded censureship of
a Member of this.-body. A vote against
the amendment by .the gentleman from
California -(Mr, . Moss) will be tanta-
mount to such & backhanded censorship
of Mr. HARRINGTON.

I think the Members ought to clearly
understand that when they vote on this
amendment, they will be voting on the
propriety of alleged activities of a fellow
Member without according to that Mem-
ber & most basic and fundamental guar-
antee—the presumption of  innocence
until proven guilty. -

-2X would urge the Membership fo sup-
port this amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. Kocr).

(Mr. EOCH asked and was given per-
mission to xevise and extend his re-
marks.) R

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Lhairman, there are
very- few votes: that come before this
House that can be deemed votes of con-
science in the classic sense—very few,
perhaps 2 or 3 a year. This happens to be
one of them.

We really-cannot destroy the gentie-
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRING-
ToN). In his-own district he is a hero,
and if this vote:were to be adverse, he
would be &'hero in the country. Bul
fact is that we can destroy the integrity
of the Congress if we do not vote io &l
port this amendment. I say that because
I believe that the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts (Mr. “HARRINGTON) has doTi€
nothing illegal.-And we know that
deed other Members, I have been Loid,

the
(B LS




L NI

LS S

%

July 17, 1975

have done exactly what he has done
without any questions of propriety being
raised.

The chairman of one of our distin-
guished committees has stated that he
has on a number of occasions refused to
be bound hy secrecy classifications made
by the executive branch and in pursuif
of his duties has made public "classified
information. He said that the executive-
branch when it classifies material .can,
only impose that classification on mem-
hers of the executice branch itself and
cannot bind Members of Congress.

My friend, MICHAEL HARRINGTON, per-
formed his obligations as a Member of
Congress to uphold the Constitution® by
bringing to the attention of the Congress
and the American public; acts of illegal--
ity performed by the executive branch.
I would hope that we would all, when
faced with a similar situation, perform
our obligations as well.

So if we are going to cast a vote of
conscience—which this one is—I do not
think we have any alternative but to
support this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from New York
(Ms. HOLTZMAN) ,

(Ms. HOLTZMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and exteud her
remarks.)

Ms; HOLTZMAN: Mr cha.lrma.n TIrise
in support of this amendmen} because-
I think the issue is-a very- simple one.
I do not think the issue is the gentle-
man from Massachusetts (Mr. HARRING~
Ton). I do not think the- question is
whether what he did was right or wrong.
I think the issue is one of due process
and of fair play: =

Somebody said the House of Represen- -
tatives has no right to censure or punish-
or discipline Members of the House. I
disagree. But I think it has to be done
at 2 proper time and place.

I think the integrity of the House is
involved here. This amendment permits
each member of the present Select Com-—
mittee on Intelligence to serve on the*
new committee. If we do not adopt this
amendment we "will have -stigmatized -
those members of the select committee
who are not reappointed and we will have
done so without giving them a fair hear-
ing. It seems to me that is unworthy of
the House of Representatives. Surely we
ought to afford all Members a-right to
@ hearing and to defend themselves and
to do it in an appropriate time and place.

I urge the House to follow its best -
traditions and support this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Montana (Mr.
Batcrs)

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentieman yield?

\Ir BAUCUS. I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).

I thank the gentleman from Montana.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, first of all
I want to associate myself with the re-
marks of the gentleman from Connecti-
Cut ' Mr. GrarMo) .

Let me say this amendment institu-
Honally has problems, I know. Some say
't Is impractical. But on balance T am
going to support it because I am not
Boing to accept without challenge any
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action, the practical result of which will-
be to penalize ‘an individual for doing
in this instance what Congress did eol-
lectively last year on impeachment,
namely, to strip away the inappropriate
use of terms like “national security” and
“secret” in order to reveal truth. —

I may disagree- with some. specific

techniques used by the gentleman from
Massachusetts, MICHAEL HARRINGTON, but
on balance I'honestly believe his revela-
tions about the CIA have done the coun-
try more good than bad.

-I voted againgt the resignation of the
gentleman from -Michigan,. Mr. LUCIEN
Nepzr. I did it not to be practical but
because I have confidence in the gentle-
man from Michigan (Mr. Nepz1). I dis-
agreed with those who said the gentle-
man from Michigan (Mr. Nepzz) should
not serve because he did not announce
publicly what he had learned about t.he
CIA.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Montana has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gent.leman
from Wisconsin (Mr, OBeY)..

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, ‘I do not

think an individual has an obligation
around here to always be a hero. I think
he has an. obligation to use: his best
judgment and I think that is what the
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. LuciEn
Nepzr, did. Sonre perhaps might have
acted differently. Who knows. But I give
him credit for and have confidence in his
judgment and his integrity. .
. But it seems to me if some here feel
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr.
MiICHAEL HARRINGTON’S action was wrong,
then the place to.challenge it under the
normal rules and procedures of this
House is first of all not here, it is in the
Democratic Caucus. Second, it seems to-
me the time to challenge it is: not now
but when that action took place almost
a year ago, not.now, a year later after
he had been appointed to this commit-
tee with-the-full knowledge of what his
pastactionshad been. -

I think fairness reguires “we support
this amendment. I understand institu--
tionally it has some problems; as-I have
said, but I think the country has a right
to see Congress act fairly and I do not
think we will act fairly in. this instance
if we do not adopt this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
Lone).

(Mr. LONG of Louxs!ana. asked and
was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr., Chair-
man, there is one point I would like to
make. In discussions we held before the
Rules Committee trying to work out a
solution to this problem and in the dis-
cussions that were held by many of us
outside the Rules Committee, never once
was this possible solution even suggested
nor was it suggested by any witness that
appeared before the Rules ‘Committee.
It was not suggested by any present
member of the committee as a.possible

solution to this problem, and we on the -

Rules Committee were looking hard for
a workable solution.

I must admit in all frankness T as an
individual did not think- of ‘this. But
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I .do say that should_-we adopt this
amendment which ‘has today or- since
yesterday been presented as a possible
solution, that it does not necessarily re-
solve the problem. The reason it does-
not i because should the chairman of
the committee decide that he wants to
stay on the committee; under this
amendment we would find ourselves in
exactly the same position that led-us’
to take the action that we in the Rules®

Committee so reluctantly had to take.

Consequently, this is no solution to the-
problem at all.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- .
nizes the gentleman from Michigan (Mr,
BROWN.)

(Mr. BROWN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his: remarks.) .

Mr. BROWN of Michigan. Mr. Chair~
man, I think it is truly unfortunate that

- this amendment is before us. I think the

tenor of the debate would cause anyone

_ In the Chamber to believe it is unfortu-

nate that it is before us, Whatis the only
justification for-it being before us? It is -
that if is a tradition.of-the House that
when- a committee is changed and ex-
panded that 1ts present membership is
retained. Now, that is the regular and
ordinary thing. But is this a regular and"

‘ordinary event? I suggest that it,is not. -
I suggest the reason the matter is before

us today is unprecedented. How many
times-have we voted to reject the resig--
nation of a chairman of a committee? :
I reject totally the discussions that. -
have been held on the floor here today
that this-is an item that involves the
gentleman from Massachusetts. I think
it just as much involves my colleague,:

the gentleman from Michigan, and there.

is not a finer man in the House. But are
we as the membership in this House
going “to, in effect;. perpetuate- ten-
thirteenths of a committee-that found
itself. at an impasse, that found itselt
in an-intolerable situation that led to—
these unprecedented events? I cannot -
imagine the House conscientiously and -
intentionally doing that, and t.hat is the
only issue before us. = - S

I urge defeat of the a.mendment.

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
HALEY).

(Mr. HALEY asked’ and was given per- -

‘mission to revise and extend his re-

marks.)

[Mr. HALEY addressed the Commit-
tee. His remarks will appear hereafter
in the Extensions of Remarks.] -

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri (Mr
BorrInG) to close the debate.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, T re-
gret that this amendment is offered for
two reasons. One, because it allows in-
themmdsofsomet.h!smbtertomm:'
into a referendum on a Member.

=

» I proposed the resclution and the

resolution was designed -to avoid that,
if possible, simply because I :thought,
that any Member deserved
tunity to go through s process more -
rational than a floor debate, but that is

-not really the reason I oppose-thls

oppor=: - -
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_.There have beeti a lot of arguments. m | 7~ +Howard TiRees .. Roe =1 gxg;tex;mhr- 3:32” ‘,’,“‘
made that are not valid.- There has been B s I ; Reuss Roge! =rs SL¥enh
some conversation about how the Demo~ Danisison - Jscohs ~  Risdle . Hoss | Shgees Weggoner
cratic Caucus should have dealt with it, Dellnmumut Py i8” gea:;etm mmm“? Rostenkowski St;ng,illlﬁam gusnl
tr | hé .- Jordan 5 nealio . ampler
but I have worked pretty hard to.have {##:0°. Kestenmeler ~Rosenthal Rousselot Steed White
8 live Democx:a.tic- Caucus that has SOmMe Downey ~Keys Roybal - Runnels Steiger, Ariz. ~ Whitehurst
power, but it is more than 30 days since EDHnl an ﬁoch 2 g:! Germain guppe gtephem gm
firsf impasse Early gge : ‘banes 2SO tratton
:g% :I[ime m: :cted on vt.he vigomess  Ecknardt Lioyd, Callf.  Scheuer yan Stuckey Wileon, Bob
€EN any very Vig Edgar McCloskey Schroeder Satterfield Sullivan Wilson, C. H.
effort to bring the matier before the Edwards, Calif. McCormack - Seiberling Schneebell 8 Winn
caucus for @ vote... . - ; orer e e e Sebeit Tevioe Mo,  Wemier
4 e O imon us aylor, ydler
impresion, perhape. erroneculy, that Feiren. Mie  Smba  BhY  fwenc 1
» ., 1enn, e e tanton, ver Ompeon Yatron
nobody really wanted 4o have it in the Giaimo Meyner James V. Shuster Thone Young, Alaska
caucus fora vote. - g - e Skubt T o
een a tokes tz er 0 , 8.
But I oppose-this amendment 0‘!111 dnm.; Gude Miller, Callf.  Studds g:nk uﬁ%ﬁul
row, procedural grounds. This co s Hall - eta Tsongas ith, Jowe  Van Deerlin  Zeferett!
Hamilton Mitchell, Md. Vanik, e i
the worst possible precedent.. Hanley . Mosiley e Y ANSWERED “PRESENT"'—24
For all the time that the Congress has Harkin Moffett Weaver Aspin - Hayes, Ind. Myers, Pa.
T N G REN, R Wison, Te T e G
co! ve been appointed solely i 5 S 5 e i
by the Spesker. There has never been a 2‘“‘1- W. Ve ’é‘l’ Wolfr :?uym; o ﬁcgd%u;m i
: : 5 ey Sarasin
direction to the Speaker that I can find Hicks « 4y Obey . Yates Foley Madigan Bpence
-to put a Member on or keep & Member Holland ~ .- Pat s NUY, Frensel Milford .- Treen-
off in connection with the appointment. Holtzman = Rangel Gonzalez Mitchell, N.Y. Young, Tex.
of & select committee. As far as I can NOES—274 NOT VOTING—17
geg'llre out, tf.ha.t,_isa direct line from the ﬁdmot %\;Pont m' Landrum . mr o Matsunage gtmé:slmm
iz ':,mxinnlnxd ot lt;“s?i tfl:iﬂ@gstgndsec zixéanuua;don: Alexander s Bilberg . Lehman . -~ > Evins Tenn. Patman, Tex. Steiger, Wis.
 E 5 e 8§ ell- . Andrews, N.C. “Emery - ‘& LTent « = * Fulton z Patterson, - Symms
_ 1y, as what may-appear to some to be a  Andrews, ... ¥ngl : 1" Levitas . Hannaford -Calif.© “~ -Teague
‘tactic, to change that approach not only § mo" - Earth Santini - Udall

- So the amendment was rejected.
* The result of the vote was announced

serious mistake. - Ashley . . b
= KSaod oLt L > as above recorded. *
I have spoken.-several times on this ﬁ:g?‘;:‘ iy " AMENDMENT OFFERED BY ME, BOLLING

_matter, and I am not inclined to_use Berrett
‘words loosely. In my first speech, I sajq Baumen

that I honored-every member- of -this BEeu“ S

select; committee, and I repeat it now. Benneit-

The issue today is very simple.~Is the Bergland

.House of. Representatives going to have SeVl

& committee of its choice which success- Blasohard

{ully carries out the mission, given to the Boggs . -~
committee that we will -abolish, some Bo:&dd .
months ago? . - - %&‘;‘

= T think that is the only issue. I think Brademas

- that is the fundamental issue, and T re- Breaux

peat a little of what I said on Monday Lioanesd

night, that I think this institution and Broomfield

its successful performance is far more Brown,Mich.
important than all the other matters Lrow oM
that have been -discussed and all the Buchanan

Mr. BOLLING. Mr.: Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, Boriing: In
-section 8, on page 6, line B, strike out “Janu-
ary 3” and insert “January 31",

(Mr. BOLLING .asked and was given

- permission to frevise and extend his

remarks.) AN
Mr, BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, this is

= the matter that the gentleman from Illi-

nois (Mr. McCrory) and I were discuss-
ing on Monday. It changes the dates from
January 3, 1878, to January 31; that is
the correct date, '

Mr. Chairman I would ask for a voie

other-individuals that are involved.. ~ . Burgener of approval on the amendment.
_ Mr. Chairman, T hope this amendment EBurke. Fls.. The CHAIRMAN. The gquestion is on
will be roundly defeated. , R the amendment offered by the gentlemen
‘The CHAIRMAN. All time for debate Burlison, Mo. - from Missouri (Mr. BOLLING).
has expired. Burton, Phillip Heckler, Mass, Murths The amend was agreed to.
The question is on the amendment of- peres Betns Nonchr SMIETISIR DIVERED BT Ma, TREEN
fered by the gentleman from California Carter He stoskl ‘Neal Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
- (Mr.Maoss). Casey Henderson Nedzi 3 ‘dm te 5 d I. ¥ S
The question was taken: and the C°derbers  Hightower  Nichals T B ke et e
Chairman announced that the noes ap- cxcma.nc’}e £ xmmmmw ﬁt‘m iﬁ‘: e i o
PEtrad tobuve . N ey e i The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
: *kEcoRDED VOTE ol et : : 3
s ile Clawson, Del'’ ‘Hubbard O'Nelll the request of the wgentieman from
Mr. MOSS. Mr, Chairman, I demand Cleveland “Hungate Ottinger Louisiana? W
e | Colling Tex, Byde . Eseman - “There was no objection.
recorded vote was ordered. Conlan Jarman Pepper The Clerk read as follows:

The vote was taken by electronic ge- Coughlin

Johnson, Calif. Ferkins

Amendments offered by Mr. TrREEN: Page
vice, and there were—ayes 119, noes 274,  Srane i+ Johnson, Galo. Feriia 1, line 4, after the word “oversight” sirike
answered “present™ 24, not voting 17, Daniel'R.W.  Jomes, Ala - '-Pickie out the remainder of the sentence, and in-

asfollows: - i : “Daniels, NJ. - Jones, N.C: ' :Poage sert: “Of certain intellgence agencies of the
“--|Roll No. 402]  -* /v % Davis - = =ou Jones, OklarGitPressler i United States Government.”
s “AYES—{i9 : “D;‘:n%‘y”.,‘ ST {oute, Tenn. o THIer; Page 2, line 5;-through line 3 on page 3
5 ﬁgm Beard, RI. Burton; John Derrick Kazen Pritchard strike out all of section 2, and insert:
Ax:;:)bo Bedell Carney Derwinski Kely *  Rallshack “Sgc. 2. The select committee is suthorized
S glmr Carr Devine Kemp Randall and directed to conduct an inguiry into ths
gimo  Boghn | Gl Didun  Eflm ks | iotelipence sgeacies Mentite o setcn 5
Anderson, IIl.  Bonker Cohen' Dingell Krebs Rinaldo WALR EREATG U~ i
ledmo Brinkley-~ ° . Collins, Il Downing Krueger Risenhoover .(1) the collection,-anaiysis, use, and cosi
i :c‘:fl Brown, Calif. Conte - Duncen, Oreg. LaFaice Roberts . of intelligence information and allegations
Burke, Calif. Conyers Duncan, Tenn. Legomarsino  Robinson

of illegal or improper activities;
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(2) the procedures and effectiveness of co-
ordination among and between said agencies;

(3) the nature and extent of executive
pranch oversight and control of sald agen-
cies;

(4) the need for l.mproved or r
oversight by the Congress of said agencies;

(6) the necessity, nature, and extent of
overt and covert mtemgenco nctivities o!
sald agencies; ;

(6) the procedures for and means of tho
protection of sensitive intelligence ln!o_rm:-
tion by said agencies; and

(7) procedures for-and means of the pro-
tection of rights and privileges of citizens
of the United States from illegal or improper
intelligence activities by said agencies.” .

Page 3, line 4, through line 2, page 4, strike
out all of section 3 -and insert:

*Sgc. 3. In carrying out the purposes of
this resolutlon, the sslect committee is au-
thorized to inquire into the actlvmu o! the
following:

(1) the Central Intelligence Agency‘ i

(2) the Federal Bureau of Investigation;
and

(3) the Department of the Treasury nnd
the Department of Justice.”

Page 4, line 20, strike out the word “Cen-
tral”, and all of lines 21 and 23, and insert:

“intelligence agencies identified in section

g

Mr. TREEN (during-the reading). Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the amendments be considered as read
and printed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN._ Is there objection
to the request of the gent.lema.n from
Louisiana?

There was no objection ‘

(Mr. TREEN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend ‘his.
remarks.)

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman, I: know

the hour is late, and .we have been on:

this matter a long time, I had prepared
this amendment several days ago..be-

cause I think it is important that the .

committee address the problem that the
gentleman from Ohio.(Mr. LaTrTa) focus-

ed on, and that is the breadth ot this-

inquiry.
I have supported continuous]’y, as 8
member of the original Select Commit~

tee on Intelligence, that we go forward -

with our investigation. I feel that when.
we have these sort of allegations, found-
ed or unfounded, that it is important for
the Congress of the United States, and
particularly the House, as well as the
Senate, to respond with an inquiry

I have supported an inquiry, but I do
think we have a very serious problem as
to the extent of the mandate set forth
in this resolution. Those Members who
have copies of the resolution.available
might look at page 3, which lists the
14 different agencies that this commit-
tee is authorized to look into.

If the Members will look at section 2,
they will find language that provides
mm: the select committee is “authorized
an directed” to conduct an inquiry into
all ixztelhgence activities of this Govern-
men

On page 3 we are directed to make an
Inquiry into the National Security Coun-

the U.S. Intelligence Board;
the President’'s Foreign Intelligence Ad-
visory Board; the CIA; the Defense In~
telligence Agency the intelligence com-=-
porients of the Army, Navy, and Air
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Force; the National Security Agency; the
Intelligence and Research Bureau of the
Department of State; the FBI, the De-
partment .of the Treasury and the De-
partment of Justice, the Energy Re-
search and Development Administration,
and then all other instrumentalities of
the U.S. Government engaged in or

‘responsible for intelligence activities. ..

" My amendment would limit this to
those agencies that really have been ac-
cused, rightly or wrongly, of improper
activities. My amendment would limit
the inquiries to the CIA, the FBI, the
Department of the Treasury, and the De-
partment of Justice; and, of course, in
covering the Department of the Treas-
ury, we cover IRS. -~

We have 5 months to do this job and
to report by January 31-of next year,
and it is impossible for us to do, it seems
to me, the job mandated by this resolu-
tion if we cover all of these areas. I
think it is impossible to do a good job
even with the four that are left in by
my amendment if adopted.

Some-may say the committee can de-
cide which agencies it will look into. I
say if we leave it to the committee, the
committee will be criticized if it elects
not to investigaie certain agencies, just
as the Rockefeller Commission was criti-
cized for not going further than it did.

Indeed, the language in section 2, as
I mentioned before, not only authorizes
but directs this committee to collect,

analyze, &t cetera, all intelligence infor-.

mation. and " allegations -of illegal im-
proper activities of all intelligence agen-
cies in the United Stafes and abroad. I
say let us confine our inquiry, at this
time, with the 5 months that we hdve left,

to- these- four agencies: or departments.

Given the fact that we are going to have
13 people instead of 10 asking questions,
and given: the fact that all of the com-
mittee members have other committees
on which they serve and.other duties, it

‘is going to be extensively. difficult to cov-

er even four areas. Let.us be realistic
about how much. this -committee can
accomplish - and: accomplish::-satisfac-
torily. I urge adoption of the amendment.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment. :

(Mr. BOLLING asked and was. given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) ¢

Mr. BOLLING. Mr, Cbai.rman, I hope
we can vote on this matter very quickly,
and I will be very brief.

I remain convinced that the select
committee should have the opportunity
to deal with the whole complicated dif-
ficult problem. Without that opportu-
nity and responsibility, I do not think it
can acquit itself fully and bring forth
the kind of report that I anticipate from
it. I think that on Monday, if the com-
mittee is-successful in organizing and
beginning its processes, if it needs addi-
tion time, no doubt the House will give
it additional time, but I think it would
be a mistake to narrow the jurisdiction
to a limited number of agencies..

I think it is imperative that we have

a thorough, complete, and full investiga-
tion. I, therefore, urge the Members w
vate against the amendment
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the- amendments offered by the gentle--
man from Louisiana (Mr. TREEN) .

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Trren) there
were-—ayes 34, noes 138.

_ So the amendments were rejected.

The CHAIRMAN Are t.here further
amendments? - ¥ o

© AMENDMENT OFFERED IY ux. nmw &,

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman,-I.offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Terzn: Page
3, after line 3, insert: “Provided, That the au-
thority conferred by this section shall not be
exercised until the committee shall -have
adopted the rules, procedures, and regula-
nons required by section 8 of this resolution.”

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

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a
very simple amendment. As & matter of
fact I hope the author of the resolution
will accept-it. I did not ask for a record -
vote on the last amendment because it
was pretty obvious I would lose and I
do not want to prolong this discussion of
the resolution. but I think this is an
important matter.

- What this amendment does is tell tb.e
new committee that it shall not begin its
investigation: or-its inquiry until it has
done what section 6 of this resolution
states it should-do. It is identical with
section 6 of the prior resolution. It man-
dates that we adopt rules of procedure.
It says the committee must adopt secu-

rity-regulations; it must-adopt the lan<:

guage of . a contract to prevent any sta!p

member “ from writing- 2 book :or.an

essay or receiving an honorarium based
on information he receives as a member
of the staff, and it also mandates that all’
members of the staff have a security
clearance as required. by.the committee
before they begin the investigation. ~ *."°

- The fact of the matter is that the pres-
ent committee hired staff, and the staff -

.has done a great.deal of investigating, -

taking ‘statements, and receiving docu- .
ments although the select committes.

never adopted the security regulations
necessary for the control of the informa-
tion we received. 5

I really believe that this is one of the

-problems that our committee faced in

its functioning. We were interrupted in
our consideration of the security regula-
tions by the controversy over the chair-
manship of the commitiee and never
adopted security regulations. We have
had a number of staff members going all
around conducting investigations in the
name of our committee without there
ever having been security regulations
adopted.

MrBOILINGMrChairmmwmthé

gentleman yield? . -~ g

Mr. TREEN. Iyieldtothe gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman,.I have
consulted-a variety of people who are
more expert in this matter than I. I can
see no possible objection to this. It may
be redundant but it is harmless redun-
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\dancy Therefore I'am prepared to ac-
cept the amendment.

Mr. TREEN. I thank the gentleman
from Missouri.

I will say with respect to the ques-
tion of redundancy, one would ~-have
thought so, but the fact of the matter

is the committee proceeded without hav-:

ing done this in-the first instance, so I
think the history of the situation directs
that we mandate that the section 6 re-
quirements be met before the committee
commences its inquiry.

Mr. QUILLEN, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TREEN. I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN).

~ Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, this side
accepts the amendment.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield? 2

- Mr. TREEN. I yield to the gentieman
Irom Illinois. ‘

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman.Ifha.nk
the gentleman for yielding.

I commend the - gentleman for his
amendment. Itis a good amendment and
it should be adopted. -

The CHAIRMAN The quest!on is on
" the amendment. .

~“The amendmwt wns agreed fo.
~ The CHAIRMAN. There being no fur-

ther amendments,_ -under the- rule.s.the,'

Committee rises.

_~ Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker resumed the chair, Mr.
Evans . of .Calorado, Chairman of the
-Committee of the Whole House on the
_ State of the Union, reported that that
~ Committee having had under considera-
tion the resolution (H. Res. 591) estab-
lishing & Select Committee on Intelli-
gence, pursuant to House Resolution 596,
he reported the bill-back to the House
with sundry amendments adopted by the
Committee of the Whole. -

. The SPEAKER. Under the mle, the
previous question is ordered.

‘Is a separate vote demanded. on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
resolution. - -°

"The resolution was a.greed to.
tagl motion to reconsider was laid on the

e.

PERMISSION FOR AD HOC COM-
MITTEE ON OUTER CONTINEN-
TAL SHELF TO SIT DURING 5-
MINUTE RULE TOMORROW

Mr. BREAUX. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Ad Hoc
Committee .on the Outer Continental
Shelf be allowed to sit tomorrow during
the 5-minute rule.

. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was'no objection.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

(Mr. PICKLE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1-
minute and to revise and extend his
.remarks.) 3

- -

‘CONGRESSIONAL' RECORD — HOUSE

* Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, due to an
appointment with the doctor on Mon-
day;-July 14, 1875, I was unavoidably
absent during & portion of the debate
on the ' Agriculture appropriations,
HR. 8561.

During my absence, the House adopted
an amendment by Mr. JoEN BURTON of
California which provided - moneys to
the Farmers Home Administration re-
volving loan fund for soil and water
conservation use.

Since most farmers are required to
have pollution control, facilities built
within the next 2 years fo meet EPA
water standards, these 40~year loans at 5
percent, would be most beneficial.

Mr. Burtoxn's amendment called for
exacting standards for those seeking
loans and was wisely approved by the
‘House. If I had been present, I would
have voted aye on the amendment.

ENERGY CONSERVATION AND OIL

POLICY ACT OF 1975

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that- the House resolve itself-into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill- (H.R.-7014) to-in-
crease - domestic energy " supplies and

availability; to restrain energy demand;,

to prepare for energy emergencies and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
motion offered by the genﬂeman Irom
Michigan. e e :

The motion was agreed to.

peod 'rm: COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House

on the State of the Union for the further -

consideration of the bill (H.R 7014) with
Mr. BoLLing in the cheir. -
The Clerk read. the title of the bin
The CHAIRMAN, When the Commit-
tee rose on Tuesday, July 15, the Clerk
had read through the first section end-

ing on page 165, line 24, of the snbsti-'

tute committee amendment
The Clerk will read. .
The Clerk read as follows:
| TABLE OF CONTENTS
TITLE I—FINDINGS, PURPOSE, AND
DEFINITIONS
Sec. 101. Findings.
Sec. 102. Statement of purposes.
Sec. 103. Definitions. e
TITLE IO—STANDBY ENERGY AU'I‘HORI-
TIES AND NATIONAL CIVILIAN STRA-
TEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE
“PART A—STANDEY ENERGY AUTHORITIES
Subpart. 1—General Emergency Authorities
Sec.201. Conditions of exercise of energy
conservation and gasoline ration-
ing authorities.
Sec, 202! Energy ' conservation <contingency

plans,

Sec. 208. -Gasoline
= plan,

Subpart 2—International Authorities

Sec. 211. International oil allocation.
Sec. 212. International voluntary agreements,
Sec. 213. Advisory committees. '
Sec. 214. Exchange of information.
Subpart 3—Materials Allocation
Bec, 221, Materials allocation.

Tationing. - pon_tingenc,y g

July 17, 1975

Pm B—NATXONAI. CrvirianN BTRATEGIC
PETROLEUM RESERVE

Bec. 251. Declaration of policy.

Sec. 252. Definitions.

Sec.253. National Civillan Strategic Petro-

- leum Reserve and National Civil-
ian Sirategic Petroleum Reserve
Plan.

Early Storage Reserve

Congressional review and imple-
mentation of the National Civillan
Strategic Petroleum Reserve Plan.

Authorization and review of ex-
traordinary- measures to imple-
ment the Plan.

Purchase of petroleum products for

. storage in the Reserve.

Disposal of the Reserve.

Authorization of appropriations.

Coordinsation with import quota
system.

TITLE UII—OIL PRICING POLICY AND
MEASURES TO MAXIMIZE AVAILABIL-
ITY OF ENERGY SUPPLIES

Sec. 301. Oil pricing pollcy.

Sec. 802. Limitations on pricing authority.

Sec, 808, Production of oll or gas at the

maximum  efficiency rate and
temponry emergency production

Sec. 254.
Sec. 255.

Sec. 256.

Sec. 257.

Bec. 258.
Sec. 269,
Bec. 260.

secsm Peden.l oll, gas, and coal leasing
1 arrangements. ; .
*Sec ‘805 ‘Domestic - use’ ~6! “snergy-related
- materials and egquipment.
Sec 308 Domestic use of anexgy supplies.
Sec. 307. Entitlements.’
Sec. 308. Recycled oll._-~

.TITLE IV—ENERGY CONSERVATION
MEASURES

PART  A—ALLOCATION ACT AMENDMENTS AND
-OTHER ENERGY CONSERVATION MEASURES

. Restructuring of ‘Allocation Act.

. Conversion to siandby suthorities.

. ‘Definitions in-Alloeation Act.

. Amendment to section ¢ of the Al-
location Act.

. Mandatory gudllne allocation sav-

ings program.

. Retall disu'!btmon control meas-

ures.

. Direct eonh-oh on refinery opera-

N tions. LR el

. Inventory controils.

. Hoarding prohibitions.

. Bupplemental authorities to assure
reasonahleness of petroleum
prices.

Energy conservation in policies and
practices of Federal agencies.

Public information program.

Report on enforcement of national
maximum speed limit,

Epnergy conservation th.rough van

Bec. 411.

Sec.412.
Bec. 4138,

Sec. 414,

Sec. 415.

Part B—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY CONSERVATION

Bec.451. Findings.

Sec. 452. Definitions.

Sec. 453. Energy- etncicncy targets for major
industrisl energy consumers,

Bec.454. Disseminstion ‘of energy efliciency
guidelines, :

Bec.455. Effects on employment,

TITLE V—IMPROVING ENERGY EFFIi-
CIENCY OF CONSUMER PRODUCTS
PART A~-AUTOMOBILE FUEL MILEAGE

Sec. 501. Definitions. = = 7

Sec.- 502. Average fuel economy standards sp-
. plicable o each manufacturer,

Sec. 503. Determinstion of average fuel

economy.

Sec. 504. Judiclal review.

Sec. 505. Information and reports.

Sec. 508. Labeling and advertising.

Sec. 507. Prohibited conduct.

Sec. 508. Civil penalty.

Sec. 508. Effect on State law.
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