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October 24, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: JACK MARSH
THRU: MAX L. FRIEDERSDORF
VERN LOEN
FROM: CHARLES LEPPERT, JR.
SURJECT: Legislative Charter of the House Select

Committee on Intelligence

Pursuant to your request attached are copies of the legislative charter
of the House Select Committee on Intelligence and two copies of H. Res.
591, two copies of the Committee Report No. 94-351 to accompany

H. Res. 591 and a copy of the floor debate from the Congressional
Record on the House consideration and passage of H. Res. 591.

Attachments
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 20, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: CHARLIE LEPPERT

FROM: JACK MA%M

Please get me a copy of the legislative charter of the House Select
Committee. I want the resolution adopted by the entire House,
giving these people their mandate and their powers,

Many thanks.



o941 Concrrss | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { . RerorT
15t Session No. 94-351

13

ESTABLISHING A SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE

Jurny 11, 1975.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

Mr. Borrixe, from the Committee on Rules
submitted the following

REPORT
together with
ADDITIONAL VIEWS

[To accompany H. Res. 591]

The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House
Resolution 591, report the same to the House with the recommendation
that the resolution do pass, and submit the following report in expla-
nation of the accompanying resolution creating a Select Committee on
Intelligence.

PURPOSE

H. Res. 591 establishes a Select Committee on Intelligence to be
composed of 13 Members and having the identical jurisdiction as pro-
vided in H. Res. 138. H. Res. 591 abolishes the Select Committee on
Intelligence which was created by H. Res. 138 and transfers the funds
allocated to that select committee to the select committee created by
this resolution. All papers, documents and others materials of the exist-
ing select committee are transferred to the new select committee.

SUMMARY OF THE MAJOR PROVISIONS

Section 2 of the bill provides that the select commlttee is authomzed
and directed to conduct an inquiry into:

(1) the collection, analysis, use and cost of 1nte111gence information
and allegations of illegal or improper activities of 1nte1hgence agen-
cies in the United States and abroad ;

(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordmatlon among and be-
tween the various intelligence components of. the United States
Government ;

(3) the nature and extent of executive branch oversight and control
of United States intelligence activities;
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(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight by the Congress
of the United States intelligence activities; p

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and covert intelli-
gence activities by United States intelligence instrumentalities in the
United States and abroad ; s

(6) the procedures for and means of the protection of sensitive 1n-
telligence information; ; : e

(T) procedures for and means of the protection of rights and privi-
leges of citizens of the United States {rom illegal or 1mproper intel-
ligence activities; and ;

(8) such other related matters as the select committee shall deem
necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution. .

Section 3 provides that the select committee, in carrying out the
purposes of this resolution, is authorized to inquire into the activities
of the following :

(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 Intelligence Agency;

(6) the inzelligence components of the Departments of the Army,
Navy, and Air Force;

(7) the National Security Agency;

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau of the Department of
State; 4

(9) the Federal Bureau of Investigation;

(10) . .the . Department of the Treasury and the Department of
Justice s ouyt o

(11) The Energy Research and Development Administration; and

(12) any other mstrumentalities of the United States Government
engaged in or otherwise responsible for intelligence operations in the
United States and abroad.

Section 4 grants the Select Committee subpena power over the at-
tendance and testimony of such witnesses and the production of such
books. records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and documents
as it deems necessary.

Section 6 provides that the Select’ Committee shall institute and
carry out such rules and procedures at it may deem necessary to pre-
vent the disclosure, outside the Select Committee, of (1) any infor-
mation relating to the activities of any department or agency of the
Federal Government engaged in intelligence activities obtained by the
Select Committee during the course of its investigation, not authorized
to be disclosed ; and (2) any information which would adversely affect
the intelligenee activities in foreign countries of any department or
agency of the Federal Government.

Section 8§ anthorizes and dirvects the Select Committee to report to
the House to later than January 3, 1976.

Section 10 transfers the unexpended funds of the existing Select
Committes to the new Select Committee. It also transfers all papers,
documents, and other materials of the existing Select Committee to the
new Select Committee.

Vil
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

The Committee on Rules held one day of hearings on H. Res. 138
on February 18, 1975. On that day, the Committee reported H. Res. 138
by a voice vote. H. Res. 138, as amended, passed the House by a vote
of 286 to 120 on February 19,1975.

COMMITTEE ACTION

The Committee on Rules held two days of hearings and markup on
July 9 and 10, 1975, on the resolution. During the hearings Repre-
sentatives Sisk, McClory, Harrington, Dellums, and Kasten presented
testimony. The Committee ordered reported H. Res. 591 by a record
vote of 10 ayes and 4 nays on July 10,1975.

STATEMENT UNDER CLAUSE 2 (1) (3), AND CLAUSE 2(1) (4) OF RULE XI OF
TITE RULES OF THE IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

A. Oversight statement

The Committee made no special oversight findings on this
resolution.

B. Budget statement
No budget statement is submitted.

O. Estimate of the Congressional Budget Office

" No estimate or comparison was received from the Director of the
(‘ongressmnal Budget Office as referred to in subdivision (C) of
Clause 2(1) (3) of House Rule XT.

D. Owversight findings and recommendations of the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations
No findings or recommendations of the Committee on Government

Operations were received as referred to in subdivisi ay o
2(1) (3) of House Rule XI. subdivision (d) of clause

CHANGES IN HOUSE RESOLUTION 138 ADOPTED BY THE 94TH CONGRESS

In compliance with clause 4(d) of rule XTI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the text which is proposed to be repealed is
enclosed in black brackets and new matter is printed in italic:

[Resolved, That (a) there is hereby established in the House of
Representatives a Select Committee on Intelligence to conduct an
inquiry into the organization, operations, and oversight of the intel-
ligence community of the United States Government.

(b) The select committee shall be composed of ten Members of the
House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker. The Speak-
er shall designate one of the Members as chairman.

(c) For tﬁe purposes of this resolution the select committee is au-
thorized to sit during sessions of the House and during the present
Congress whether or not the House has recessed or adjourned. A ma-
jority of the members of the select committee shall constitute a quorum
for the transaction of business except that the select committee may

H.R. 351
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designate a lesser number as a quorum for the purpose of taking
testimony.

Skc. 2. The select committee is authorized and directed to conduct an
inquiry into—:

(1) the collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelligence infor-
mation and allegations of illegal or improper activities of intel-
ligence agencies in the United States and abroad ;

(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordination among and
between the various intelligence components of the United States
Government ;

(3) the nature and extent of executive branch oversight and
control of United States intelligence activities;

(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight by the
Congress of United States intelligence activities;

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and covert intel-
ligerice  activities by United States intelligence instrumentalities
in the United States and abroad ;

(6) the procedures for and means of the protection of sensitive
intelligence information ;

(7) procedures for and means of the protection of rights and
privileges of citizens of the United States from illegal or im-
proper intelligence activities; and

(8) such other related matters as the select committee shall
deem necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution.

Sec. 3. In carrying out the purposes of this resolution, the select com-
mittee is authorized to inquire into the activities of the following :

(1) the National Seeurity Council ;

(2) the United States Intelligence Board ;

(3) the President’s Foreign Intelligence Advisory Doard;

(4) the Central Intelligence Agency;

(5) the Defense Intelligence Agency ;

(6) the intelligence components of the Departments of the
Army, Navy, and Air Force;

(7) the National Security Agency;

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau of the Department
of State;

(9) the Federal Bureau of Investigation;

(10) the Department of the Treasury and the Department of
Justice ;

((1 11) the Energy Research and Development Administration;
an

(12) any other instrumentalities of the United States Govern-
ment engaged in or otherwise responsible for intelligence opera-
tions in the United States and abroad.

Sec. 4. The select committee may require, by subpena or otherwise.
the attendance and testimony of such witnesses and the production of
such books, records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and docu-
ments as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued over the signature
of the chairman of the select committee or any member designated by
him, and may be served by any person designated by the chairman or
such member. The chairman of the elect committee, or any member
designated by him, may administer oaths to any witness.

H.R. 351
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Skc. 5. To enable the select committee to carry out the purposes of
this resolution, it is authorized to employ investigators, attorneys, con-
sultants, or organizations thereof, and clerical, stenographic, and other
assistance.

Sec. 6. (a) The select committee shall institute and carry out such
rules and procedures as it may deem necessary to prevent (1) the dis-
closure, outside the select committee, 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 activi-
ties, obtained by the select committee during the course of its study and
investigation, not authorized by the select committee to be disclosed ;
and (2) the disclosure, outside the select committee of any informa-
tion which would adversely affect the intelligence activities of the
Central Intelligence Agency in foreign countries or the intelligence
activities in foreign countries of any other department or agency of
the Federal Government. )

(b) 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 information by the gelect com-
mittee unless such employee or person has received an appropriate
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 com-
mensurate with the sensitivity of the classified information to which
such employee or person will be given access by the select committee.

(e) As a condition for employment as deseribed in section 5 of this
resolution, each person shall agree not to accept any honorarium, roy-
alty, or other payment for a speaking engagement, magazine article,
book, or other endeavor connected with the investigation and study
undertaken by this committee. '

Skc. 7. The expenses of the select committee under this resolution
shall not exceed $750,000 of which amount not to exceed $100,000 shall
be available for the procurement of the services of individual consult-
ants or organizations thereof. Such expenses shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the House upon vouchers signed by the chairman
of the select committee and approved by the Speaker.

Src. 8. The select committee is authorized and directed to report to
the TTouse with respect to the matters covered by this resolution as soon
as practicable but no later than January 3, 1976. '

Sro. 9. The authority granted herein shall expire three months after
the filing of the report with the House of Representatives.]

LResolved, That (a) there is hereby established in the House of Rep-
resentatives o Select Committee on Intelligence to conduct an inquiry
into the organization, operations, and oversight of the intelligence
community of the United States Government.

(b) The select committee shall be composed of thirteen Members of
the House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker. The
Speaker shall designate one of the Members as chairman.

(¢) For the purposes of this resolution the select committee is au-
thorized to sit during sessions of the House and during the present
Congress whether or not the House has recessed or adjowrned. A ma-
jority of the members of the select committee shall constitute a quorum
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Sec. 2. The select committee is authorized and directed to conduct
an enquiry into—

(1) the collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelligence inf

: { Y 2y (1 lligence infor-
mation and allegations of illegal or improper activities of intelli-
gence agencies in the Unated States and abroad,;

(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordination among and
bgtfween the various intelligence components of the United States
Government ;

(3) the nature and extent of ewecutive branch oversight and
control of United States intelligence activities; A

(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight by the Con-
gress of United States intelligence activities;

o M(;é ) th;.n%qessity, Z;wturze:g and extent of overt and covert intelli-
e activities by United States intelligence instrumentalities i
t/ui g;n.e}t;d States and abroad ; . kvl
: the procedures for and means of the protecti it
mte;ligence information; A e

(7) procedures for and means of the 01 ri

(7) e / cons o protection of rights and
privileges of citizens of the United States from illegal or i
intelligence activities; and : S i

(8‘) such other related matters as the select committee shall deem

5 necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution.
| Ec.'té’. In carrying out the purposes of this resolution, the select
committee is authorized to inquire inte the activities of the following :

(7) the V. ational Security Council ;

(?) the United States Intelligence Board;

(-/?) the Iy’re.szdent’s Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board;

(4) the Central Intelligence Agency; :
gf )) z‘;llze De fe;zlge Intelligence Agency ;
i) the intelligence components of the Department
Abonl N ond A e f partments of the
( i? ) H])e National Security Agency;
St(fte);t we Intelligence and Research Bureau of the Department of
g !;{)))ti;; F %Zeml Bureaw of Investigation;
the Departmen f "reasu; rt
AN e nt of the T'reasury and the Department of
mw(lu) the Energy IResearch and Development Administration;

(12) any other instrumentalities of the United States Govern-
ment engaged in or otherwise responsible for intelligence opera-

g t:m}s 11-;)7,/tlze 7,77722,1‘,64 States and abroad.

Sec. 4. The select committee may require, by subpena. or otherwvise
the attendance and testimony of such witnesses nn;zl the production
(oif such books, records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and
documents as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued over the
s;g'r%afure of the chairman of the select committee or any member
designated by him, and mey be served by any person designated by the
chairman or such member. The chairman of the select committee, or
any member designated by him, may administer oaths to any witness.
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Sec. 5. To enable the select commitice to carry out the purposes of
this resolution, it is authorized to employ investigators, attorneys, coi-
sultants, or organizations thereof, and clerical, stenographic, and other
assistance.

Sec. 6. (a) The select committee shall institute and carry out such
rules and procedures as it may deem mecessary to prevent (1) the dis-
closure, outside the select committee, of any information relating to
the activities of the Central Intelligence Agency or any other depart-
ment or agency of the Federal Government engaged in intelligence ac-
tivities, obtained by the select commiittee during the course of its study
and investigation, not authorized by the select committee to be dis-
closed ; and (2) the disclosure, outside the select commiittee, of any in-
formation which would adversely affect the intelligence activities of
the Central Intelligence Agency in foreign countries or the intelligence
activities in foreign countries of any other department or agency o f the
Federal Government.

(b) No employee of the select conumittee or any person engaged by
contract or otherwise to perform services for the select commiittee shall
be given access to any classified information by the select commiittee
unless such employee or person has received an appropriate security
clearance as determined by the select committee. 1 he 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 commen-
swrate with the sensitivity of the classified information to which such
employee or person will be given access by the select committee.

(¢) "As a condition for employment as described in section 5 of this
resolution, each person shall agree not to accept any honorarium,
royalty, or other payment for a speaking engagement, magazine
article, book, or other endeavor connected with the investigation and
study undertaken by this committee.

Sie. 7. The expenses of the select committee wunder this resolution
shall not exceed $750,000 of which amount not to exceed $100,000 shall
be available for the procurement of the services of individual con-
sultants 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.

Sec. 8. The select committee is authorized and divected to report to
the House with respect to the matters covered by this resolution as
soon as practicable but no later than Janvary 3, 1976.

Sze. 9. The authority granied herein shall expére three months after
the filing of the report with the I ouse of Representatives.

See. 10. The Select Committee established by H. Res. 138 is abol-
ished immediately upon the adoption of this resolution. Unexpended.
funds authorized for the use of the Select Committee under . Res.
138 and all papers, documents, and other materials generated by the
select committee shall be transferred immediately upon the adoption
of this resolution to the select commitiee created, by this resolution.

H.R. 351



ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF THE HONORABLE ;
JOHN B. ANDERSON G

At this eritical impasse in the intelligence inquiry, the ITouse must
deeide whether it simply wants to play a game of reverse musical chairs
with its intelligence committee (add more chairs for more players
to march in wider cireles to the same tune), or whether it wants to
seize on the moment to take a more constructive step forward by both
completing the present investigation and creating a more permanent
intelligence oversight mechanism for the Congress.

House Resolution 591 adopts the former approach in the hope that
dilution is the solution (especially if certain active and inactive in-
gredients can be separated in the process). This would seem to be a
workable formula (assuming the new solvent mixes well with the
base). But no mix of magic potions (er metaphors) can cloud the
fact that we are going to rather lengthy extremes to accomplish a very
limited chjective: we are abolishing a committee for the sole purpose
of removing one or two members, then resurrecting it (Phoenix-like)
with an expanded membership.

As long as we're going to all this trouble, would it not make sense
to accomplish more in the process, namely, taking the first step toward
creating a permanent joint committee on intelligence oversight? Is
there any reason to wait another six months or more for the House
and Senate intelligence committees to make this inevitable recom-
nendation, especially when it has already been proposed by the Roclke-
feller and Murphy commissions and numerous bills and resolutions
have been introduced to implement this proposal?

I intend to offer a substitute resolution aimed at achieving the dual
objectives of completing the present investigation and moving forward
on the joint committee proposal. Under the terms of my substitute, as
soon as the House adopts a bill or resolution creating a permanent
joint committee on intelligence oversight (by whatever name), it shall
be in order to immediately appoint the House members for the purpose
of assuming the full authority presently delegated to our Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, The House half of the joint committee would
serve as an interim ad hoc committee on intelligence until such time
that the Senate takes final action on the joint committee proposal. The
interim ad hoc committee would operate under the provisions and
conditions, and using the remaining available funds, of House Resolu-
tion 138 (which established the Select Committee on Intelligence), and
all papers, documents and other materials generated by the Select
Committee would be trandferred to the interim ad hoc committee.

The main objection raised to this proposal is that there would be a
lull in the investigation between the adoption of my resolution and
subsequent House action on the joint committee measure. I do not
think this presents a significant problem in that the chairman of the
Rules Committee pledged on July 10 to set hearings on the joint com-
mittee proposal at the earliest convenience of the committee. And, as

(9)
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I have already indicated, several excellent bills are now pending in
the committee to accompiish this. There is no reason why the Rules
Committee could not report such a bill to the House before the August
recess once the House makes clear through the adoption of my resolu-
tion that this is the course it wishes to pursue. Since my resolution
also provides for the payment of select committee staff salaries one
month beyond the abolition of the select committee, there would be no
problem for the new interim ad hoc committee to retain what existing
staff it desired.

In conclusion, T would urge the House to take a positive step for-
ward through the adoption of my substitute rather than simply shuf-
fling a few chairs.

JoHN B. ANDERSON.

O
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ESTABLISHING A SELECT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE

Jury 11, 1975.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

Mr. Borrixeg, from the Committee on Rules
submitted the following

REPORT
together with
ADDITIONAL ' VIEWS
[To accompany H. Res. 591]

The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House
Resolution 591, report the same to the House with the recommendation
that the resclution do pass, and submit the following report in expla-
nation of the accompanying resolution creating a Select Committee on
Intelligence.

PURPOSE

. Res. 591 establishes a Select Committee on Intelligence to be
composed of 13 Members and having the identical jurisdiction as pro-
vided in H. Res. 138. H. Res. 591 abolishes the Select Committee on
Intelligence which was created by H. Res. 138 and transfers the funds
allocated to that select committee to the select committee created by
this resolution. All papers, documents and others materials of the exist-
ing select committee are transferred to the new select committee,

SUMMARY OF THE MAJOR PROVISIONS

Section 2 of the bill provides that the select committee is authorized
and directed to conduct an inquiry into:

(1) the collection, analysis, use and cost of intelligence information
and allegations of illegal or improper activities of intelligence agen-
cies in the United States and abroad ;

(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordination among and be-
tween the various intelligence components of the United States
Government ;

(3) the nature and extent of executive branch oversight and control
of United States intelligence activities; Ty
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"(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight by the Congress
of the United States intelligence activities;

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and covert intelli-
gence activities by United States intelligence instrumentalities in the
United States and abroad :

(6) the procedures for and means of the protection of sensitive in-
telligence information ;

(7) procedures for and means of the protection of rights and privi-
leges of citizens of the United States from illegal or improper intel-
ligence activities; and

(8) -such jother related matters as the select committee shall deem
necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution.

Section 3 provides that the seleet committee, in carrying out the
purposes of this resolution, is authorized to inquire into the activities
of the following :

(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 Intelligence Agency:

(6) the intelligence components of the Departments of the Army,

Navy, and Air Force;

(7) the National Security Agency;

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau of the Department of
State;

(9) the Federal Bureau of Investigation;

(10)-the . Department of the Treasury and the Department of
Justice; | .

(11) The Energy Research and Development Administration; and

(12) any other imstrumentalities of the United States Government
engaged in or otherwise responsible for intelligence operations in the
United States and abroad.

Section 4 grants the Select Committee subpena power over the at-
tendance and testimony of such witnesses and the production of such
books, records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and documents
as it deems necessary.

Section 6 provides that the Select Committee shall institute and
carry out such rules and procedures at it may deem necessary to pre-
vent the disclosure, outside the Select Committee, of (1) any infor-
mation relating to the activities of any department or agency of the
Federal Government engaged in intelligence activities obtained by the
Select Committee during the course of its investigation, not authorized
to be disclosed ; and (2) any information which would adversely affect
the intelligence activities in foreign countries of any department or
agency of the Federal Government.

Section 8 authorizes and directs the Select Committee to report to
the House no later than January 3, 1876.

Section 10 transfers the unexpended funds of the existing Select
Committee to the new Select Committee. Tt also transfers all papers,
documents, and other materials of the existing Select Committee to the
new Select Committee.
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

The Committee on Rules held one day of hearings on H. Res. 138
on February 18, 1975. On that day, the Committee reported H. Res. 138
by a voice vote. I1. Res. 138, as amended, passed the House by a vote
of 286 to 120 on February 19, 1975.

COMMITTEE ACTION

The Committee on Rules held two days of hearings and markup on
July 9 and 10, 1975, on the resolution. During the hearings Repre-
sentatives Sisk, McClory, Harrington, Dellums, and Kasten presented
testimony. The Committee ordered reported . Res. 591 by a record
vote of 10 ayes and 4 nays on July 10,1975,

STATEMENT UNDER CLAUSE 2 (1) (3)y AND CLAUSE 2(1) (4) OF RULE XI OF
TIIE RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

A. Oversight statement
The Committee made mno special oversight findings on this
resolution.

B. Budget statement
No budget statement is submitted.

0. Estimate of the Congressional Budget Office

No estimate or comparison was received from the Director of the
Congressional Budget Office as referred to in subdivision (C) of
Clause 2(1) (3) of House Rule X1I.

D. Oversight findings and recommendations of the Committee on Gov-
ernment O perations

No findings or recommendations of the Committee on Government

Operations were received as referred to in subdivision (d) of clause

2(1) (3) of House Rule XT.
CHANGES IN HOUSE RESOLUTION 138 ADOPTED BY THE 94TH CONGRESS

In compliance with clause 4(d) of rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the text which is proposed to be repealed is
enclosed in black brackets and new matter is printed in italic:

[Resolved, That (a) there is hereby established in the House of
Representatives a Select Committee on Intelligence to conduct an
inquiry into the organization, operations, and oversight of the intel-
ligence community of the United States Government.

(b) The select committee shall be composed of ten Members of the
House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker. The Speak-
er shall designate one of the Members as chairman.

(¢) For the purposes of this resolution the select committee is au-
thorized to sit during sessions of the House and during the present
Congress whether or not the House has recessed or adjourned. A ma-
jority of the members of the select committee shall constitute a quorum
for the transaction of business except that the select committee may

H.R. 351
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designate a lesser number as a quorum for the purpose of taking
testimony.

~ Sgc. 2. The select committee is authorized and directed to conduct an
mquiry mto—i ¢ ‘ !

(1) the collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelligence infor-
mation and allegations of illegal or improper activities of intel-
ligence agencies in the United States and abroad ;

(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordination among and
between the various intelligence components of the United States
Government; '

(3) the nature and extent of executive branch oversight and
control of United States intelligence activities;

(4) ' the need for improved or reorganized oversight by the
Congress of United States intelligence activities;

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and covert intel-
ligence ‘activities by United States intelligence instrumentalities
in the United States and abroad ;

(6) the procedures for and means of the protection of sensitive
intelligence information ;

(7) procedures for and means of the protection of rights and
privileges of citizens of the United States from illegal or im-
proper intelligence activities; and

(8) such other related matters as the select committee shall
deem necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution.

Skc. 8. In carrying out the purposes of this resolution, the select com-
mittee is authorized to inquire into the activities of the following :

(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 Intelligence Agency;

(6) the intelligence components of the Departments of the
Army, Navy, and Air Force;

(7) the National Security Agency;

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau of the Department
of State;

(9). the Federal Bureau of Investigation;

(10) .the Department of the Treasury and the Department of
Justice;

((i 11) the Energy Research and Development Administration;
an

(12) any other instrumentalities of the United States Govern-
ment engaged in or otherwise responsible for intelligence opera-
tions in the United States and abroad.

Skc. 4. The gelect committee may require, by subpena or otherwise,
the attendance and testimony of such witnesses and the production of
such books, records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and docu-
ments as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued over the signature
of the chairman of the select committee or any member designated by
him, and may be served by any person designated by the chairman or
such member. The chairman of the elect committee, or any member
designated by him, may administer oaths to any witness.

5

Skc. 5. To enable the select committee to carry out, the purposes of
this resolution, it is authorized to employ investigators, attorneys, con-
sultants, or organizations thereof, and clerical, stenographic, and other
assistance. i

Spe. 6. (2) The select committee shall institute and earry out suph
rules and procedures as it may deem necessary to prevent (1) the dis-
closure. outside the select committee, 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 activi-
ties, obtained by the select committee during the course of its study and
investigation, not authorized by the select committee to be disclosed;
and (2) the disclosure, outside the select committee of any informa-
tion which would adversely affect the intelligence activities of the
Central Intelligence Agency in foreign countries or the intelligence
activities in foreign countries of any other department or agency of
the Federal Government.

(b) 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 information by the select com-
mittee unless such employee or person has received an appropriate
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 com-
mensurate with the sensitivity of the classified information to which
such employee or person will be given access by the select committee.

(¢) As a'condition for employment as described in section 5 of this
resolution. each person shall agree not to accept any honorarium, roy-
alty, or other payment for a speaking engagement, magazine article,
hook. or other endeavor connected with the investigation and study
undertaken by this committee. AL )

Skc. 7. The expenses of the select committee under this resolution
shall not exceed $750.000 of which amount not to exceed $100,000 shall
be available for the procurement of the services of individual consult-
ants or organizations thereof. Such expenses shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the House upon vouchers signed by the chairman
of the select committee and approved by the Spealker.

Sre. 8. The select committee is authorized and directed to report to
the House with respect to the matters covered by this resolution as soon
as practicable but no later than January 3, 1976.

Src. 9. The authority granted herein shall expire three months after
the filing of the report with the House of Representatives.]

Resolved, That (a) there is hereby established in the House of Rep-
resentatives u Select Committee on Intelligence to conduct an inquiry
into the organization, operations, and oversight of the intelligence
community of the United States Government.

(b) The select committee shall be composed of thirteen Members of
the House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker. The
Spealker shall designate one of the Members as chairman.

(¢) For the purposes of this resolution the select committee is au-
thorized to sit dwring sessions of the House and during the present
Congress whether or not the House has recessed or adjowrned. A ma-
jority of the members of the select committee shall constitute a quorum
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{lo'r ‘the ttram;;ction ofﬂfbmimsa except that the select comnittee may
esignate a lesser number as a quorum for the /
- ng 2 q i purpose of taking

Sec. 2. The select committee is authorized and directed to conduct
an mquery ento—

(1) the collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelligence infor-
mation and allegations of illegal or improper activities of intelli-
gence agencies in the United States and abroad;

(2) the procedures and effectiveness of coordination among and,
between the various intelligence components of the United States
Government;

() the nature and ewxtent of ewxecutive branch oversight and
control of United States intelligence activities; 4

(4) the need jor improved or reorganized oversight by the Con-
gress of United States intelligence activities;

. 67(12 thf.mfthesséty,v mbtcg;;g and extent of overt and covert intelli-
activities by Uni tates intelligence imstrumentalities i
the United States and abroad ; g e
) (6‘2' the procedures for and means of the protection of sensitive
intelligence information;
pm(' Z')Zeplmcefw?tqge for ;w%l %emnsdo_f the protection of rights and
privileges of citizens of the United States from illegal or i
wtelligence activities; and 4 T
‘ (8) such other related matters as the select committee shall deem
. necessary to carry out the purposes of this resolution.
Sko. 3. In carrying out the purposes of this resolution, the select
committee is authorized to inquire inte the activities of the following :
(1) the Na{zmml Secwrity Council ;
( .‘2; the United States Intelligence Board;
( /)’ the President’s Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board;
(4) the Central Intelligence Agency, !
54(5 ; f‘]}ie Defea;lse Intelligence Agency
7) the intelligence components of the Department
A pnyy Navy, and Air Force; : : s g
(( ’8 ) t/}::z National Security Agency;
the Intelliaence and B "
State); e Intelligence and Research Bureau of the Department of
g -'17(),)2’71; F %leml Bureaw of Investigation;
the Department of the Treas n .
P i wry and the Department of
s (,I]) the Energy Research and Development Administration;
Tt

( 71;2) any 0(;71.'371 z'nst:;;m.eﬂtahfties of the United States Govern-

ment engaged in or otherwise responsible for intelli 2 -

. tzozs ryn.ktke T{ nited States and abroya(l. : g L
Seec. ). The select committee may require, by subpena or otherwise
the attendance and testimony of such witnesses anizl the production
of such books, records, correspondence, memorandums, papers, and
documents as it deems mecessary. Subpenas may be issued over the
signature of the chairman of the select committee or any member
designated by him, and may be served by any person designated by the
chairman or such member. The chairman of the select committee, or
any member designated by him, may administer oaths to any witness.
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Skc. 5. To enable the select committee to carry out the purposes of
this resolution, it is authorized to employ investigators, attorneys, con-
sultants, or organizations thereof, and clerical, stenographic, and other
assistance.

See. 6. (a) The select committee shall institute and carry out such
rules and procedures as it may deem necessary to prevent (1) the dis-
closure, outside the select committee, of any information relating to
the activities of the Central Intelligence Agency or any other depart-
ment or agency of the Federal Government engaged in wntelligence ac-
tivities, obtained by the select committee during the course of its study
and investigation, not authorized by the select committee to be dis-
closed ; and (2) the disclosure, outsz'dle the select committee, of any in-
formation which would adversely affect the intelligence activities of
the Central Intelligence Agency in foreign couniries or the intelligence
activities in foreign countries of any other department or agency o f the
Federal Gorvernment.

(b) 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 information by the select committee
wnless such employee or person has received an appropriate 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 commen-
surate with the sensitivity of the classified information to which such
employee or person will be given access by the select committee. )

(¢) As a condition for employment as described in section b of this
resolution, each person shall agree not to accept any honorarium,
royalty, or other payment for a speaking engagement, magazine
article, book, or other endeavor connected with the inwvestigation and
study undertaken by this committee.

Skc. 7. The expenses of the select committee under this resolution
shall not exceed $§750,000 of which amount not to exceed $100,000 shall
be available for the procurement gsf the services of individual con-
sultants or orgamizations thereof. Such expenses shall be paid from
the contingent fund of the House upon vouchers signed by the chair-
man of the select comanittee and approved by the Speaker.

Src. 8. The select committee is authorized and directed to report to
the House with respect to the matters covered by this resolution as
soon as practicable but no later than J anvary 3, 1976.

See. 9. The authority granted herein shall expire three months after
the filing of the report with the House of Representatives.

Ske. 10. The Select Committee established by H. Res. 138 is abol-
ished immediately upon the adoption of this resolution. Unexpended.
funds authorized for the use of the Select Committee under H. Res.
138 and all papers, documents, and other materials generated by the
select committee shall be transferred immediately wpon the adoption
of this resolution to the select committee created by this resolution.

H.R. 351



ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF THE HON ORABLE i
JOHN B. ANDERSON ' '

At this critical impasse in the intelligence inquiry, the House must

+ decide whether it simply wants to play a game of reverse musical chairs

with its intelligence committee (add more chairs for more players

to march in wider circles to the same tune), or whether it wants to

seize on the moment to take a more constructive step forward by both

completing the present investigation and creating a more permanent
intelligence oversight mechanism for the Congress.

Iouse Resolution 591 adopts the former approach in the hope that
dilution is the solution (especially if certain active and inactive in-
gredients can be separated in the process). This would seem to be a
workable formula (assuming the new solvent mixes well with the
base). But no mix of magic potions (or metaphors) can cloud the
fact that we are going to rather lengthy extremes to accomplish a very
limited objective: we are abolishing a committee for the sole purpose
of removing one or two members, then resurrecting it (Phoenix-like)
with an expanded membership.

As long as we're going to all this trouble, would it not make sense
to accomplish more 1n the process, namely, taking the first step toward
creating a permanent joint committee on intelligence oversight? Is
there any reason to wait another six months or more for the House
and Senate intelligence committees to make this inevitable recom-
mendation, especially when it has already been proposed by the Rocke-
feller and Murphy commissions and numerous bills and resolutions
have been introduced to implement this proposal ?

I intend to offer a substitute resolution aimed at achieving the dual
objectives of completing the present investigation and moving forward
on the joint committee proposal. Under the terms of my substitute, as
soon as the House adopts a bill or resolution ereating a permanent
joint ecommittee on intelligence oversight (by whatever.name), it shall
be in order to immediately appoint the House members for the purpose
of assuming the full authority presently delegated to our Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, The House half of the joint committee would
serve as an interim ad hoe committee on intelligence until such time
that the Senate takes final action on the joint committee proposal. The
interim ad hoc committee would operate under the provisions and
conditions, and using the remaining available funds, of House Resolu-
tion 138 (which established the Select Committee on Intelligence), and
all papers, documents and other materials generated by the Select
Committee would be transferred to the interim ad hoe committee.

The main objection raised to this proposal is that there would be a
lull in the investigation between the adoption of my resolution and
subsequent House action on the joint committee measure. T do not
think this presents a significant problem in that the chairman of the
Rules Committee pledged on July 10 to set hearings on the joint com-
mittee proposal at the earliest convenience of the committee. And, as

(9)
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I have already indicated, several excellent bills are now pending in
the committee to accomplish this. There is no reason why the Rules
Committee could not report such a bill to the House before the August
recess once the House makes clear through the adoption of my resolu-
tion that this is the course it wishes to pursue. Since my resolution
also provides for the payment of select committee staff salaries one
month beyond the abolition of the select committee, there would be no
problem for the new interim ad hoc committee to retain what existing
staft it desired.

In conclusion, T would urge the House to take a positive step for-
ward through the adoption of my substitute rather than simply shuf-
fling a few chairs.

Joux B. ANpersoN.

@)
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[Report No.94-351]

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

JULY 11, 1975

~ Mr. Boruixg, from the Committee on Rules, reported the following resolu%ion;
which was referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

JuLy 17,1975

Jonsidered, amended; and agreed to !

RESOLUTION

Resolved, That (a) there is hereby established in’ the

-

2 Touse of Representatives a Select Committee on Intelligénce
3 to conduct an inquiry into the organization, Operations,;and

4 ‘oversight- of the intelligénée community of the United SfaTtes
5 Government.

6 (l)) Tlle select committee shall be composed of thiffeen
7 Members of the House of Rep1 esentatives to be appomted by
8 the @peakel The Speaker shall designate one of the members
9 as chairman. |

100 (¢) For the purposes of :this resol(ution‘ the select (;o'm-

11 mittee is authorimd to sit during sessions of the House and

12 during the present Gongreqs whether or not the House 117/"\
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recessed or adjourned. A majority of the members of the
select committee shall constitute a quorum for the transaction
of business except that the select committee may designate a
lesser number b‘ as a qu()ruﬁi for - the purpose of taking
testimony.

SEC. 2. The select commmittee is authorized and directed
to conduct ah/ "iﬁiq'ui‘ry into—

(1) the colle.étionv, analysis, use, and cost of intelli-
gencé information and allegations of illegal or improper
activities of intelligence agencies in the United States
and abroad;

(2) the procedures’and effectiveness of coordination
among and between the vérioﬁs iiitelligellce components
of the Univtf(ied States G0§*ernment;

~(3) the nature and extent of executive branch oyer-

- sight and control of United States intelligence activities;

(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight

~ by the Congress of United States intelligence activities;

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and

covert intelligence activities by United States intelligence
mstrumentalities in the United States and abroad;

: (6) the procedures for and means of the protection

of sensitive intelligence information;

(7) procedures for and means of the protection of
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rights and privileges of citizens of the United States from
illegal or improper intelligence activities; and

(8) such other related matters as the select com-
mittee shall deem necessary to carry out the purposes of
this resolution:

Provided, That the authority conferred by this section shall

not be exercised until the committee shall have adopted the

rules, procedures, and regulations required by section 6 of
this resolution.

Sec. 3. In carrying out the purposes of this resolution,
the select committee is authorized to inquire into the: activi-
ties of the following:

(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 Intelligence Agency; . .

(6) the intelligence components of the Departments
of the Army, Navy, and Air Force;

| (7) the National Security Agency; ‘

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau of the
~ Department of State;

- (9) the Federal Bureau of Investigation; . ., -




A

4
(10) t;he’ Department of the Treasury. and the
Department of Justice;
© - (11) the Energy Research and Development
Administration ; ‘and |
(12) any other instrumentalities of the United
~ States Government engaged in or otherwise responsible
for intelligence operations in the United States and
“abroad.
Skc. 4. The select committee may require, by subpena

or otherwise, the attendance and testimony of such witnesses

and the production of such books, records, correspondence,

memorandums, papers, and documents as 1t deems neces-
sary. Subpenas may be issued over the signature of the

chairman-of the select committee or any member designated

by him, 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
oaths to any witness. o

" "SEC. 5. To enable the select committee to carry out the
purposes of this resolution, it is authorized to employ investi-

gators, attorneys, comnsultants, or organizations thereof, and

- clerical; stenographie, and other assistance:

SEC. 6. (a) The select committee shall ‘inititute and
carry out such rules and procedures as it may deem neces-

sary to prevent (1) the disclosure, outside the select com-
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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

- detivities, obtained by the select committee during the course

of its study and investigation, not .authorized by the select

‘committee to be disclosed; and (2) the -disclosure, outside

- the select committee, of any mformation which would ad-

versely affect the intelligence activities of the Central In-
telligence Agency in fdreign countries or the intelligence
activities In foreign countries of any other department or
agency of the Federal Government.

(b) 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 per-

‘son has received an appropriate security clearance as deter-

mined 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 informa-

“tion to which such employee or person will be given access

: by the select committee.. = -

" (&) As a condition for employment as described in sec-
tion 5 of this resolution, each person shall agree mnot to

accept any honorarium, royalty, or other payment for a
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speaking engagement, magazine article, book, or other en-
deavor connected with the investigation and study under-
taken by this committee.

SEc. 7. The expenses of the select committee under this
resolution shall not exceed $750,000 of which amount not to
exceed $100,000 shall be available for the procurement 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 chairman of the select
committee and approved by the Speaker.

SEC. 8. The select committee is authorized and directed
to report to the House with respect to the matters covered
by this resolution as soon as practicable but no later than
January 31, 1976.

SEC. 9. The authority granted herein shall expire three
months after the filing of the report with the House of Rep-
resentatives. | ‘

Sgc. 10. The select committee established by H. Res.
138 is abolished immediately upon the adoption of this resolu-
tion. Unexpended funds authorized for the use of the seleet
committee under H. Res. 138 and all papers, documents,
and other materials generated by the select committee shall

be transferred immediately upon the adoption of this resolu-

“tion to the select committee created by this resolution.
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[Report No. 94—351]

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Jury 11,1975

Mr. Borring, from the Committee on Rules, reported the following resolufion;
which was referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed

JuLy 17,1975

Considered, amended, and agreed to

RESOLUTION
1 Resolved, That (a) there is hereby established in the
2 House of Represéntatives a Select Committee on Intelligence
3 to conduct an inquiry into the organization, operations, ahd
4 oversight of the intelligence community of the United States
5' Government. N
6 (b) The select committee shall be composed of thirteen
7 Members of the House of Representatives to be appointed by
8 the Speaker. The Speaker shall designate one of the members
9 as .chairma.n.
10 (¢) For the purposes of this resolution the select com-
11 mittee is authorized to sit dui‘ing“ sessions'of the House and

12 during the present Congress whether or not the House lhas
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recessed or adjourned. A majority of the members of the
select committee shall constitute a quorum for the transaction
of business excep that the seleet committee may designate a
lesser numbé’r as "‘“.":1"- quorum for the purpose of taking
testimony. I o
SEC. 2. The select commmiittee is authorized and directed
to conduct an 'ihquii"’y;iinto—' B
(1) the collection, analysis, use, and cost of intelli-
gencé information and allegations of illegal or improper
activities of intelligence agencies in the United States
and abroad;
(2) the procedures'and effectiveness of coordination
- among and between the various iﬁtelligellce components
of the United States Government;
(3) the nature and extent of executive branch over-
sight and control of United States mtelligence activities;
(4) the need for improved or reorganized oversight
by the Congress of United States intelligence activities;
(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of overt and
covert intelligence activities'by United States intelligence
instrumentalities in the United States and abroad;
(6) the procedures for and means of the protection
~of sensitive intelligence information;

(7) procedures for and means of the protection of
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3
rights and. privileges of citizens of the United States from
illegal or improper intelligence activities; and
(8) such other related matters as the select cort;,—
mittee shall deem necessary to carry out the purposes of
this resolution:

Provided, That the authority conferred by this section shall

7. not be exercised until the committee shall have adopted the

rules, procedures, and regulations required by section 6 of
this resolution. |
Sec. 3. In carrying out the. purposes of this resolution,
the select committee is authorized to inquire into the activi-
ties of the following:
(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 Intelligence Agency;
(6) the intelligence components of the Departments
of the Army, Navy, and Air Force;
(7) the National Security Agency;
(8) the Intelligence and Research Burean ,of the
Department of State;

(9) the Federal Bureau of Investigation,;
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4
-(10) the Department of the Treasury and the
Department of -Justice; - , ’- .
(11) the Energy Research and Development
Administration; and
(12) any other instrumentalities of the United

States Government engaged in or otherwise responsible

for intelligence operations in the United States and

abroad.

SEC. 4. The select committee may require, by subpera
or otherwise, the attendance and testimony of such witnesses
and the production of such books, records, correspondence,
memorandums, papers, and documents as it deems neces-
‘sary. Subpenas may be issued over the signature of the
chairman of the select committee or any member designated
“by him, 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
oaths to any witness.

SEC. 5. To enable the select committee to carry out the
purposes of this resolution, it is authorized to employ investi-
gators, attorneys, consultants, or 6rganizﬁtions thereof, and
clerical, stenographic, and other assistance.

SEC. 6. (a) The select commitfee shall institate and
carry out sich rules and procedures ‘as it may deem neces-

sary to prevent (1) the disclosure, outside the select com-
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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 committee during the course
of its study and investigation, not authorized by the select

committee to be disclosed; and {2) the disclosure, outside

'the select committee, of any information which would ad-

versely affect the intelligence activities of the Central In-
telligence Agency in foreign countries or the intelligence
activities in foreign countries of any other department or
agency of the Federal Government.

(b) No employee of the select committee or any person
engaged by contraet 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 per-
son has received an appropriate security clearance as deter-
mined 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 informa-
tion to which such employee or person will be given access
by thé select committee.

“(¢) As a condition for employment as described in sec-
tion 5 of - this resolution, cach person shall agree not ‘to

accept any honorarium, royalty, or other payment for a
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speaking engagelllent, magazine article, book, or other en-
deavor connected with the investigation and study under-
taken by this committee.

SEC. 7. The expenses of the select committee under this
resolution shall not exceed $750,000 of which amount not to
exceed $100,000 shall be available for the procurement 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 chairman of the select
committee and approved by the Speaker.

SEc. 8. The select committee is authorized and directed
to report to the House with respect to the matters covered
by this resolution as soon as practicable but no later than
January 31, 1976.

Skc. 9. The authority granted herein shall expire three
months after the filing of the report with the House of Rep-
resentatives.

- SEc. 10. The select committee established by H. Res.
138 is abolished immediately upon the adoption of this resolu-
tion. Unexpended funds authorized for the use of the select
committee under II. Res. 138 and all papers, documents,
and other materials generated by the select committee shall
be transferred immediately upon the adoption of this resolu-

tion to the select committee created by this resolution.
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July 14, 1 975

corrected and that the date be Jan-
uary 31, 1976. ..+

The SPEAKER Is there omection to_ -

the request- of ‘the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no ob;ection

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, lel the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the gentle-
man from Maryland. :

Mr, BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker; since this-

resolution comes out of the Committee

on Rules, I.will take this txmetoaska
guestion about section 7.

That section says that the expen..es of
the select committee ereated 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.

et 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
irom the old, or about to be former com-
mittee, if that is the will of the House.
My question is will these two sums be
added together for this new committee
granting nearly $1,400,000. That would

be 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
a million dollars, $750,000, including any

money from any other source. In other
words, this is not a duplication. This is -

a limitation® which is identical“to the
original * limita.t.ion and there is no
duplication.

Mr. BAUMAN. I thank thegentleman
for that welcome assurance. ™

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I reserve .

the balance of my time.
Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yleld
myself as much time as I may use.

(Mr. QUILLEN asked and was given
permission »to revise and extend hzs

remarks.)

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr., Speaker, the

gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BoLrivg) -

has explained the provisions of the res-

olution. I voted against the resolution.

in the Rules Committee, although this
evening I see no ob:ection to this House
debating the resolution abolishing the

Select Commitee on Intelligence -and -

considering the amendment of the
gentleman from Missourl (Mr. BoLLING).

When we finish general debate on the
Bolling resolution, I shall ask the
Speaker’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
there have already been enough investi-
gations made of the CIA.

The Rockefeller Commission has
made its report. The Church Committee
in the. Senate now has the CIA under
full investigation. I see no reason that
this House should create a Select Com-
mittee or special for further
consideration and further investiga.kion
of this agency of the government.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I shall offer
an amendment in the nature of a sub-
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stitute to abolish, but at this time I have stabe simply -because there really is no
no reservation on the rule as presented. other time on the schedule when it can
Mr. Speaker, I have no further requests be handled between now and August 1.
for time, but I reserve the balance of my Mr. Chairman, the propesal that is

time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker I move
the previous question on the resolution.
- The previous question was ordered.

‘The Resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsxder was lmd on the

: table

A.NNOU‘ICEMEN’I‘ BY THE
SPEARER = -

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 judge. I do not
believe that anybody is all right in this
-situation or that anybody is all wrong .
in the situation.:I do believe that it is
.incumbent upon the Members oi the

 House of Representatives-and the House

as a whole to deal with this situation.
The Committee on Rules, after a con-

The SPEAKER. The Chair de.sn'es 10 siderable amount of thought and a con-

_.make a statement relative to a request gjderable amount of delay, not:unani-

made by the gentleman from Missourl “moysly, but by a two to one vote, decided
while House. Resolution 596, the rule foI  that this was the best way it could figure
the consideration of House Resolution: gut to come up with a recommendation

591, was under consideration in the ihat the whole House might accept, a

“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 being made to correct an
error in the rule itself.

- The Chair must state that the request -
to correct House Resolution 591 was not
‘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 proceedlngs on that resolu~
tion. .

ESTABLISHING A SELECT COMMIT-
0 ~TEE ON INTELLIGENCE -

“ Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into 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 Committee on Intelligence.
The SPEAKER. The question is on the

~ motion offered by the gentleman from

Missouri (Mr. BOLLING)..

The motion was agreed to.. .

o IN THE COMMITTEE O’ THE WHOLE :
Aecordjngly the House resolved itself
into the Committee 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... - 4l

The Clerk read the title of the reso}u-
ﬁon_ % A e

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

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
gentleman from Missourl (Mr, BoLring)
will be recognized for 1 hour, and the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. QUiL-
LEN) will be recognized for 1 hour.

The Chair recognizes the ientlema.n
from Missourl

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Cha.irman I yield
myself 5 minutes.

recommendation that would change the
situation within the Select Committee 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 he-

-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 itseli
.and function, and the only way we could
see to come together in the Commitiee on
Rules was to reestablish the commitiee
with 13 members and abolish the old one
so that the matter could be started again.
- Por all I know, the House will turn this
down. For all I know, if it does not turn
‘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 compromisem bop of afom-
promise. -

"~ The attempt is to make it possxble for

s bthe House of Represenfatives to have a

Select Committee 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 far as I am
concerned I have stated accurately my
reason for making the motion, the rea~
son of the Committee on Rules for pass~
ing the motion.

I believe that this is the best way thal
weca.nproceedtotrytoproceedwith
this particular matter.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Cha.lrma.n, will the
gentleman yield?

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

(Mr. BOLLING asked and was given-  am¢ ABZUG. I thank the gentleman

permission to revise a.nd extend his
remarks.) :
Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Cha.irman I know

for ylelding. Mr. Chalrman, it is very
difficult to conduct a debate on a bill in
this fashion, because what the gentleman

that the members of the committee aré is bringing before this House is a bill
tired, that this is a bad night, and that which merely establishes a Select Com-
the prospect of having 2 hours of general mittee on Intelligence to conduct an in-
debate on any subject would be rather quiry into the organization, operation
hard on most Members. But this matter and oversight of the intemsence com-
is being brought up now, as I t;ried 0 munity. i
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%" The o-n]y dlﬁermoe between this TES0-
1ution, from =& -quick reading of i, and
the resclution previously before wus is
that it provides for an additional three
members. -
The CHATRMAN, The time of the gen-
tleman from Missourl {Mr. BoLrIing) has
expired.
Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
~myself 2 additional minutes.
. Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tlema.n will yield further, could he, there-
fore, please explain on what basis we
should agree to this resolution, adopt this
committee, and abolish another commit-
tee without the gentleman addressing
himself to the merits?
Mr., BOLLING. Mr. Chan'ma.n, I will
‘be glad to. I will repeat what I said be-
fore.
As far as T am concerned, the oniy
merit which should concern the House is
not a question of conflict 'of individuals,
if there was one, and not the difficulty in
organizing the old committee, as there
- was one, but the fact that the House
seems to have & Select Committee on In-
- telligence. As faras I am concerned, this

~is the closest that anybody has-come to
- @&suggestion as to how we can have a Se- -
lect Committee on Infelhgence which wnl

5 orgamzeandttmcﬁon

: Ms. ABZUG. Mr, Cha:lrman, the dlfﬁ-
culty I have with that is this: There are
quite evidently members on that commit-
* fee who do wish & vigorous investigation
~of the CIA. T can only assume that by a

- proposal ‘which seeks to constitute a dif-

ferent committee, obviously the gentle-
man wishes o 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
weomposed of new members, without say-

dng why that should be done. I think the -

real problem on this committee has been
4that there have been those -who have
- been seeking a vigorous investigation of
the CIA. And frankly—and T think it is
about time we discussed this issue frank-

1y—there was an unwillingness to pro=
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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 get 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.
Ruones), 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
exphmation as to why there is the diﬂ’er-
_enoe G
. Mr/ BOLTING. Mr. Cha.ﬁman, T 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-tha{ 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 fiexibiility -

as fo persanslities and numbers, and I
hope it will be helpful in that respect.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Gbairman. P l:hank
the gentleman.

Mr. QUILLEN, Mr. Cha.u‘man.Inem
myself 5 minutes.

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

-ceed in that fashion on the part of the— - Me. QUm,EN Mr. Chairman, we are

= chairmanshm of this committee.

- * I, therefore, think that if we areinfer-

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 a wvigorous investigation of
‘the CIA, we should not agree to a resolu-
tion which appears to have an intention
40 replace members on the committee
who are vigorously interested in investi-
gating with those who may very well nod
be =0 interested. -

The CHATRMAN. The time of fbe gen-
tleman from Missouri {Mr. Borzmwg) has
again expired.

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

.. -The CHAIRMAN. The Chsir recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
BOLLING) .

Mr. BOLIING. Mr. Chsairman, I am
-delighted that the gentiewoman from
New York {(Ms. Asgvc) hes intervened
as she has. ¢

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

‘here this evening debating a resolution
to reconstitute the Select Commitiee on
Intelligence of the House with 13 mem-
bers instead of 10, giving the Speaker
suthority to appoint these members, as is
usual under the rules of the House.

“The House created a Select Commitiee -

onmbelhgmcemgood!a.ithatthebe-
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 resuli, the House has suffered the con-
sequences in the media $hroughout the
country. Leaks have occurred, and I cer-
teinly do noi infer thaf ihe appoinied

members of the select committee are re-

sponsible. However, if we pick up the
newspapers, ‘there is talk abouf leaks
concerning the CIA involving the White
House and even involving the Cungressof
the United States.

The Rockefeller Commission appointed
by the President made & full and honest
effort for an investigation of the CIA,
and made & full report, leaving out the
deteails of alleged assassination plots. The

«Church committee created by the Senate,
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however, now has & full investigation
underway of the CIA, while in the House
here, after 6 months have elapsed, there
has been no action whatsoever.

What assurance do we have if 13 Mem-~
bers are appointed that 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 this
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 Inielligence
and Research Bureau of the Department
of State, the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation, the Department of the Treasury,
and the Deparfment 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 initel-
ligence operations i.n the Unifed Stafes
and abroad. ‘o

My colleagues, what .‘nave we done? If
we reconstitute this select committee, we
have given the members-of this commit-
tee an official license to go on a wiich-

Jhunt and do whatever they like.

I think that investigations are im-
portant, but they should not be unneces-
sary duplication. I would like o see us
this evening abolish this select commitiee
without the creation of another, and
then with due deliberation, afier a few
days, after committee hearings, do what-
ever _is -necessary -$o recresie another
committee, possibly in conjuncnon with
the Senate. oo

I say tonight, when we go inte the
amendment stage on Wednesday, that 1
shall offer an amendment to abolish the
select committee and do away with it al-
together. I think this House would stand
much taller as a unit if we could ac-
complish that.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chmrman I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. MoxTcoMERY) for the pur-

- pose of speaking out of order.

(By unanimous consenf, Mr. MONT-
GOMERY Was a.nowed to speak out of
order.)

TO BSTABLISE A SELECT comnn'n: 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 gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. BoLiang), Ior giving
me this opportunity. -

Mr.~Chairman, I would like fo talk
‘briefly and I think that the subject I
will mention does refer t:o this issue being
debated tonight.

In March of this year, Mr. Chairman,
T and other members introduced a Teso-
Yution pertaining to the missing in ac-
tion, setting up a House select committee
%o 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
as missing in action, and the 1,100 Amer-
icans missing in action, but whose bedies
have never been recovered.

Mr. Chairman, I am not standing here
criticizing the Committee 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 ouf that
over 270 Members of the House of Rep~
resentatives have signed this resolution
asking that a select committee be %tab-
lished.

We have gone before our Commjttee
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 also now talking
about another intelligence —committee
which has also been voted out by the
Committee on Rules.’

As I see it, Mr. Chairman, there is a
new ballgame in Southeast 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. Chaxrman, will -

the gentleman yield?

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

(Mrs. FENW'ICK asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs. FENWICEK. Mr Cha.irman I
thank the gentleman from Mississippi
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. Chalrman,
I thank the gentlewoman. y

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

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

(Mr. OTTINGER asked and was given
rermission 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 the initiative. I certainly join the

ik |
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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 efforts.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr, Chairman, 1
thank the gentleman very much.

Mrs. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, w11] the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yxeld to the
gentlewoma.n from Louisiana. = .

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

Mrs. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, I fully

support the suggestions made by the gen-
tleman from  Mississippl— (Mr.: MoNT~
GOMERY) and commend the gentleman for
bringing th15 before thls body at this
time.
I would Iike to say to 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 {0’ us under similar clrcum
Stances,

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the
gentlewoman.

Mr:. GUYER. Mr. Chalrman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I yxeld to the
gentleman from Ohio. S

(Mr. "GUYER - asked and was ‘given
permjssxon to -revise and extend hls re-
marks.) - a

. Mr.- GU’YER Mr. Chaxrman, as one =
- in good faith he has diligently sought to
achieve a comprimse—he very modestly — -
-himself: has suggested that it is a com-

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 t.bat 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 Sta.te De-

s partment and back again... - - =

. As the .gentleman from Mlssmppi
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 living. 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 World 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 nof
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 chairman knows, I
slightly injured my neck a few days ago.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield .

H 67:)7

5 minutes to the gentlema.n from Illmoxs
{Mr. ANDERSON) .

(Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and
was given permission to rev1se and ex~
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinecis. Mr. Chair-
man,--I think that fhe. 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 Committee on Rules, the gentle~
man from Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN) wWho

-would simply seek bo abol!sh the present.

committee. :

That comrmttee, frankly ha.s been 5
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 & body and as an institu-
tion in carrying out a sensitive investiga-
tion of the intelligence commumty 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

promise on & compromise on-a 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
anyone very much. But I do not think

that is a very good reason for adopting

a compromise, pa.rticula.rly when we
have a viable alternative. : R

So I take this time to tell the meme- " -

bers of the committee that at the appro- -
priate time when this bill is read under
the 5-minute rule, 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

somewhat larger membership and pave .

the way for the creation of a permanent
Joint Committee on Intelligence Over-
sight, thereby demonstrating to the na-
tlon 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 recommended
by the Murphy Commission on the

Reorganization of the Conduct of For- .

eign Policy by the execntive branch. It - .

W
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undoubtedly is going to be recommended
by the Senate committee, the so-called
Church committee, and any committee
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, & joint com-
mittee with the Senate, to provide for
continuing oversight of the intelhgence
community. =
So 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 & 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 from Pennsyvlvania (Mr.
Biester) who is here in the chamber,
provided leadership—in the csuse of
trying to establish a Jomt Committee
on Intelligence. -

So what I smxply propose is a resolu-
tion that would work as follows: First, it
would abolish the present.Select: Com-
mittee; second, it would transfer the
- documents of that committee fo the Clerk
of the House. Then it would provide that
as soon as the House has acted on a
measure to wrreate a permanent:joint
© committee, the House Members “would

immediately be appointed as an interim
- ad hoc committee -of this Hosue fo 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,
fo proceed with the resolution to create
the joint committee. And, as my collea-
gues on the Riules Committee know, when
I raised this matter in the Rules Commit-
$ee earlier this week, the distinguished
chairman of that committee assured me
that at the very earliest convenience of
the committee he would be -only too
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 joint
committee on continuing oversight of the
_intelligence community.
Let us not take the action here of just
-achieving the very limited objective of
abolishing the present committee so that
it will be possible apparently to 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 quarrels with the

-+ members of the present committee. T do

not want to be a party to some maneuver
or device either to make it easier to dump
them unceremoniously or submerge them
into a larger group so that somehow
through the leavening infiuence of five
new members we are going to make them
easier to deal with.

That is not going to achleve my pur-
pose here this evening. I want to achieve
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somethtng rea.l 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 Illinois. I yield to
the gentleman from California.
- Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr.

Chairman, I thank the gentleman from

Tllinois 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 recq’nmendatnon to
the House.

Mr. "ANDERSON of mmoxs T -said
earlier, I will say to the genfleman 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 to
come up with this recommendation. Why
therefore. in view of the fact that two
Commissions have already made similar
recommendations, should we wait? Why

defer action if we can enjoy the double -

advantage of having House members of
that committee serve here now as mem-
bers of the interim ad hoc group work-
ing on this subject and still be in the
vanguard of that joint committee we so
desperately need? 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 ouf of this whole process.

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

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

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chalrman. I 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 already and to state very
emphatically that I-feel that this reso~
Iution should be adopted. As the ranking
Republican on the committee, I want
1o assure the Members that as far as I
am concerned and, as far as our side is
concerned; we have been -willing and
anxious to proceed without any delay
ever since the committee was created
and the frustrations have resulted from
the diffculties which seem to be experi-
enced on the majority side.’

First of all, I 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 that we are charged with in-
vestigating the entire intelligence com-
munity, all of the agencies, and the reso-
Iution names twelve. And, we should
name three more, because they talk
about the Defense Intelligence Agency,
which means the Army, Navy and the
Air Force. -

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

Now, it should be of interest to the
Members to determine, first of all, the
total costs of our intelligence agencies.
No one can tell us what our intelligence
activities cost.” As & matter of fact, the
legislation itself prohibits the publica-
tion of the cost of operating the Cen-
tral Intelligence :Agency. Nevertheless,
it seems to me that there should be au-
thority and this committee should have
the opportunity to-determine what the
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 10 be concen-
trating on overseas eactivities of the
CIA, there is no commitiee which seems
1o be taking care of all these other in-
telligence activities which have been de-
scribed and which the Members may
smch ina Congr&sswna.l Research Serv-
ices Report.. = = =i

‘Now, I think it wonld 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 to put any
reconstituted Select Commitiee on In-
telligence out of business if a Joint Com-~
mittee is agreed upon at a later date by
the House and Senate. I agree with the
gentleman from California—Mr. Eb-
warDS—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 b2
determined by the House select com-
mittee.

Now, the abolition of the House com-
mittee would be, it seems to me, a re]'o-:-
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 legisia
tive function.” So, it seems to me whe!
we are considering the oversight func-
tion of this House with regard to gll the
intelligence agencies, to go into the sub-
ject of duplications, abuses of autho
and illegal actions, and also to take i
consideration the. deprival of thg, 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
Ly iilegal actions, that is a function this
House . should = undertake proudly
thoroughly and completely.

Iam hopmg that with the new Mem-
bership that is being recommended can
‘ovide the kind. of workable commit-
e that I would like to see established
nere. I know that en -our side of the

"ble we  are ready-and willing to go-

vhead right now. We have been and we
h we performed our duties to the extent
that we have been able. Our frusira-
tions result: from the disagreements
which have occurred because of person-
ality conflicts among Members on the
majority side. While the conflicts do riot
directly concern me as a Republican,
but which do concern 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 not
going to assume what I regard as our

rightful role and our rightful preroga-
tive and responsibility.

I hope also that we are not gomg to
place ourselves in a position where we
would be out of business provided sud-
denly the Senate takes action with re-
pect to acquiescing m a Jolnt comxmttee
mlttee.

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. .- = =4

Mr. Chairman, as the rankmg 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 responsibility to assure the
American people that their elected rep-
resentatives are conducting effective
oversight of the U.S. intelligence agen-

cies and that the people’s constitutional

rights are not being abused or violated
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. Chairman, as a Member of this
House, I say that it is intolerable that
this legitimate congressional inquiry
shonld be frustrated. The question which
l A2 House must resolve today is whether

t will press forward with its duty to in-
murﬂ or whether it will allow personality
conflicts to defeat it in one of its most

important areas of responsibility. Under’

the cath of office which we all have
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taken, there can only be one responsible
course of action ai this time.

We ought to promptly enact House
Resolution 591 without amendment—ito
allow -this important and legitimate in-
vestigation to proceed expeditiously to
meet its mandate. As I have said before,
the real problem of the current select
committee did not concern the scope of
its jurisdiction; it did.not concern the
size of the committee—it had to do
specifically and exclusively wiih 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 committee ought to
be abolished and the entire inquiry aban-
doned. The proper course, the respon-
sible course, and the course mosi in keep-
ing with our duties as Members of Con-
gress is to pass this resolution reconsti-
tuting the membership of the select.com-
mittee—so that its vitally necessary work

_can go forward.
Mr. Chairman, T should like to respond

to allegations that the select committee
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 ennre intelhgence commu-

- nity.

It is the duty of the House to insure
that a responsible reasoned overview of
the various intelligence agencies is un-
dertaken. At this point we do not even
know the amount 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. T'o 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 most efficient manner pos-

sible. It is the responsibility of this
House: to -assure the American people
that duplication and unnecessary waste
of manpower and resources do 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
to enlighten the public as to the valuable
services provided by the dedicated
agents and law enforcement personnel
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. ANpERSON). The gentleman’s inten-
tions are commendable, and I feel cer-
tain that one ultimate recommendation
of any examination of congressionzal
oversight capabilities 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 matter, the
gentleman’s amendment is structured so
that there is an unaccepiable time lag
between the abolition of the current in-
vestigation and the establishment of any
ad hoc committee which the gentleman
envisions. More importantly, we need to
improve our understanding of the way
which the intelligence agencies actually
function—before we will know what is
the best way of structuring an effective
joint committee. There is virtually
unanimous agreement on the need for a
permanent Joint Committee for Intel- -
ligence Oversight—but no one has con-
ducted an in-depth study of various
alternativer ways of structuring such a
joint committee—and this- task, to my
mind, is-one of the areas in which a re-

constituted select committee ean make .

a most valuable contribution. Leét 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 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
man from California (Mr. Derroms)..

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

_marks.)

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise

- in opposition to this resolution. I 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 responsive,

most important responsibility in the 41

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 agency 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 that 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 commititee
wants to, has always wanted to,-presently
wants to, go forward with an aggressive
investigation, with integrity and intelli-
gence, with pnncxple and profession-
alism. -

So, what then is the question? If I can
have the attention of the Members for
just a few moments, the question that we _

must raise is, why are we taking this ac- ;
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“ non today" Flrst is it to abohsh 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,
sbuses, allegations. that we constitu-
- tionally, emotionally, intellectually, and
politically must address ourselves to.
- That is our charge. The Constitution
says the Congress 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 commitiee? 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 t.he assumption of

¢ 1nnocence. 2
“What are they chargmg the members

2of 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 committee made?

+One day, the New York Times reported
“=in an article that Mr. Colby, Director of

. “:the-CIA, in direct response to a questxon

~.of the Church committee=— 2

Have you ever given this’ in.tormation, al-
“7 legations of violations on the part of the

Inbelllgenoe eommunjf,y. to Members ot Con-,

; gress?"

" said:

Yes, I gave lt to the present Cha!rperson‘
- of the Select COm.lmtfee, the gentleman from"

o Michlgs.n

: * The Judgment we exercxsed Was to snn-
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 a group-oriented process with

— rather clearly defined procedures—sub-

committee, full committee, Democratic
and Republican caucus, steering com-
mittee, Commitiee 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 majority of the Members exer-
cising a judgment that I will always
make-—that we have the responsibility of

upholding the Constxtutlon of the Umted»

“'States.*

When we came together at some point
“in‘the past as a group of people 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 moral
“purpose and ethical behavior. To do any-
thing else is a violation of the spirit and
the intent of the government of laws that

3
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“ 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,
& 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 gentleman 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
gentieman 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 Committee.
Is it the contention of the gentleman
from California that the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. Nepzr) should have come
before this House and revealed publlcly
information he received? -

-+ Mr. DELLUMS. I have the thrust of -
“the gentleman s questlon. I wxll meld no
further. - :

I will answer the gentleman s question,
and I will yield no further. " -

I a2m suggesting to the gentlema.n that
there is a process. In 1973 I was a mem-
ber of the Armed Services Committee.

You could have called an executive ses--
: ~-sion of the full Armed Services Commit-
“He responded ln ‘the afﬁrmatxve and

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 ficor and
~the "full- Armed Services. Committee
should instruct the CIA to take action,
that would have been appropriate.. -
Mr. STRATTON. Does the gentleman
realize we are dealing with highly classi-
fied material and we cannot make that
available to evervbody in“the Congress?
Mr. DELLUMS. I yield no: further.fo .
the gentlenman. The gentleman is taking
my time.
Mr. STRATTON. This is the very basxs
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-
man's right to stand in this well, and I
would hope the gentleman would respect
my right. -

The subcommittee has some respon51-
bility. It could have gone to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. We could have
taken someaction. , .. e

Murder, even as an allegation, as an
instrument of foreign policy is repulsive
and ludicrous, and we should be ad-
dressing it.

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 94th Congress. One can
argue the technical question, but the
spirit of reform merely points out the
majority of the Members have a right to
be involved in the issue, the development
of & 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 subcommittee was
set up by receiving a letter. The letier
said, “The Chair appoints the follow-
ing members.” Four people. Nof 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 Committee of the
Whole, with the gentlemen from OChio
(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
like to think I have a reputation in this
House of not going around surreptitious-
*1y -and chsallenging any Member. I am
not an ambusher, and I do not think any
- other member of the commitiee is. I
think that is an unfortunate charsacteri-
zation of our actions.

"~ Is it because we voted to receive the

resignation of the gentieman from Mich-
igan (Mr. Nepnzr) ? The gentleman from
Michigan stood ln the well and said, “I
resign.”

I have talked with the gentleman from
Michigan. He clearly wants 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 heve 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 meetings and pro-
ceed. I have not backed off from that
“commitment, and I certainly shall not.
< Is it, then, to get rid of the gentieman
from Massachusetts (Mr. HArRRINGTON) ?
I hope it is not. The gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON), affer
the vote on the fioor, voluntarily said:

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

But that wa.s not enough.

- Becond, the gentleman from Massa-
chuseths (Mr. HARRINGTON) has made no
statement and has taken no action that
would warrant his specific removal from
this committee. 3

- “Mr. Chairman, the gquestion has been
.-raised by-the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices with respect to.his conduct. There
is now a resolution before the Commitiee
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 committee.

Where is our sense of fair play and
justice and equity? We should judge the
man with justice, we have always said.
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1 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 constitutional issue tha.t 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 Committee on Armed Services would
be one of them. I am certainly in no 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. 3

Mr. Chmrman, I say that this 1s not
the way to doit.

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

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

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chalrman 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.
DerrnoMms) . And Imight say that I respect
him for the sincerity of the views that
he expressed.

However, it seems to me that 1 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. BorLriNg), the author of the resolu-
tion, has adequately explained this. For
whatever reason, this committee is not
now functioning, whether it is a matter
of the personality of the chairman of
the committee or of other members of
the committee.

As the_ gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
McCrorv) has stated previously, we have
been ready on our side to go forward. I
believe there are a number of members
‘'on 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 committee. We have adopted
some rules of procedure, and we have
zone haifway through our security regu-
lations. That is all we have done. .

_As I understand it, the only charge is
thal the committee is not functioning.
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If the committee is not functioning, then
we must do something.

I respect the gentleman from Missouri
for his leadership in trying to resolve
this dilemmsa. If the gentleman from
California (Mr. 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 chairman of the committee not

resign so that we could get 2 new one
appointed and move on with the busi-
ness?

Mr. TREEN. Well, the gentleman 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. 3

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 solution other
than the one here proposed.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak to
one other point, the reason I asked for
time 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 Missouri, but I think 13
is too large a number, and I probably will
offer an amendment—Iif 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 agencies 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 time 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,

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

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chairman, when the
gentieman from Missouri (Mr, Borring)
presented the resolution, I tried to 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 thmk a.
very excellent presentation on the part
of Congresman DrLiuMms, a member of
that commitiee.

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

A guestion was asked before about why
the chairman of the committee did no#t
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 strange behavior, in
my opinion. I think that if he really
wished to remain as chairman of that
committee, 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 this committee from -
functioning.

My concern is that there !s in this

kind .of action, some considerable ques-

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 pe
‘answered here either by this Chair or by
some other Chair, if this person did not :
wish to act. S
The Speaker of this House has chosen
8 committee of perfectly competent
Members who, obviously, by ftheir be- -

havior, have indicated that they wanted .

to act. The Committee on Rules acted
upon a 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 not act improperly. T think there
is an intention to try to influence—T have
no evidenee 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 it,

as I indicated In my question to the
gentleman, persons who may not be as
vigorous or as desirous of conducting -
an investigations as are the present
members.

The very origin of this committee I
think, speaks for itself.

To have chosen a chairman of the
committee who, already having been the
chairman of an oversight committee on
the CIA, who knew but did not make
clear that the CIA had acted illegally, .
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 tha.t_ they have the ex-
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= penenoe of hind51ght The members -of

this select committee have functioned
on the committee, and have shown their
willingness fo function. I think it would
be inappropriate for any Member of this
House to vote to replace those members,
because a vote to abolish the committee

. and then to set up another committee,
albeit one of 13 instead -of 10 members

- is, in effect, 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

r&ponsibmties -as _members of this
committee.

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? Isthls the waytodeal
“with our peers.

There is no basxs to elumnat.e anybody

-~ from this committee, least of all the one

who acted most vigorously to protect the

Constitution, to protect the Congress, and

to 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 lucky by the

- members-of the Committee 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-

miftee, which is one of the deficiencies
that the committee does have. But I be-

Tlieve 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 obligation to support
the Spesker'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

- without" ‘reason;

[}

as though we were engaging in vain and
ineffectual action if we now revoke it
~and say, OK,: Mr.
Speaker, give us another 13. -
With respect to the joint committee
proposal of the gentleman from Illinois
{Mr, ANDERSON) 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.
Many proposals will come forward to
change the law with respect to the CIA— -
Iater—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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bill and will present an amendment to
permit each present member to choose {0
remain on this committee if he so desires.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tiewoman 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. Chalrman inareal
sense it is a rather sad moment tonight.

" We set about as & 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 commitiee

~which:-would have supervision-over the .

‘Central Intelligence Agency, the Na=-

tional Security Agency, the DIA Agency;
the President’s Foreign Intelligence Ad- .
visory Board, the Intelligence and Re- .

search Bureau of the Department of
State, 'and the Army, Navy, and Air -
Force intellicence 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
jurisdiction over the legislative authori-
zation for the functioning of all of those

- various agencies, and it would be a com-~

mittee which would lmk over51ght with
clout. %

‘What we have now is a 51tuation m

which we are disarrayed among ourselves
even in frying to investigate only one of
these intelligence agencies.

. We find ourselves, Mr. Cha;irman, fo-

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 a 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 Illinois, and transform this moment
from a negative one and & divisive one
into one that is generative in-terms of
the procedures of this Congress linking
both bodies in a consistent and durable
legislative oversight, coupled with au-
thority which would enable -us, it seems
to 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
a2 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 Iilinois, My,
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 gentlem m
for his support.

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

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
one minute to the gentleman from Mich-~
igan (Mr. CONYERS).

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

~"Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I am
going. to support H.R. 591 on the pelief
and confidence that the Speaker of the
House of Representatives will not re-
move any presently appointed member
from this committee. I think that deing
so would strike to 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 ell my confidence
without reservation into one little pile
~-and placing it before the Speaker’s great

“office."1t is out of this belief, it is out of

this trust, it is out of this faith, it is out
- of my confidence that this entire com-
- mittee 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 revxse and extend his re-
marks.)
~Mr. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairmau, I would
like to pose a question,and that is, If the
committee is reconstituted and if the re-
constitution excludes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HarrmnGTON) what
message does that-send fo this country
and to the Members of Congress, inciud-
ing those who just arrived? What lesson
is to 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 sotiety. It
seems to me that lesson is very clear.
Swallow one’s concern. Internalize one's
outrage or one risks the wrath and reiri-
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 gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. HarrnGTON) but I do not
.think we should bury him.
. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
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3 minutes to the 0ent.leman from Ohio
{(Mr. Jamzs 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
that I would vote to accept the resigna-
tion of the chairman of the select com-
mittee if he wanted to honestly oﬁ'er hlS
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 chaxrman 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 to continue the purpose of thxs

investigation.

Mr. BOLLING. I yield 5 minutes to .

the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
Gramo).

(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-
iution or to oppose it. On the face of it,
it seems like a perfectly harmless reso-
lution. In fact it is almost identical with
tne resolution we passed in February, ex-
cept 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 therefore I think it is a fair ques-
tion to ask the Rules Committee, which
has proper jurisdiction over this matter:
Why? Why is there a need to abolish the
old committee and to create a new com-
miliee? Obviously there can be many
reasons for this. We do not want to get
into the pros and cons, as has been said
here Mrner but I think we have to..

Is it to reconstitute, which is the word
that has been used—is it to reconstitute,
which means to create a new member-
ship of the new committee? And, if S0,
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who is to be put back on and who is to
be left off and why? Why?

~ I think we have to ask ourselves this
question. .

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

- So obviously that will be part of the
reconstitution.

Those of us who have ears have heard
comments in these halls .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. HarrngTON) on this com-
mittee. I do not say we have to agree
with what Mr. HARRINGTON says, believes,
or speaks for. In fact I think I disagree
with the gentleman from Massachusetts,
Mr., MIcHAEL HARRINGTON, more times
than I agree with him, but I will say
this: The gentleman from Massachusetts,
MicsHAEL HARRINGTON, has- every .right
that every other Membier of this House
of Representatives has and he should
have those rights as long as he is a Mem-
ber of this body.

Now, is this committee bemg 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
gentleman yield?

Mr. . GIAIMO. I yield briefily to the
gentleman from - Massachusetts (Mr.
Drivan). I do not have much time.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, I want
to see the gentleman from-Massachu-
setts (Mr. HARRINGTON) remain on t?ls
committee and the safe way for mef{to
do it is to vote against this resolution,
keeping - the presept membership and
keeping the present committee. ' -

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

+ Mr.: GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman,. there
are 8 of us, 8 out of the 10 on the present
commitiee, who I am sure desire to stay
on the new ¢ommittee, but as oné of my
colleagues said to me today, and I hope

-he said it jokingly when he said it, “Will

you behave and be a good boy x.f you stay
in the new committee?” -

I hope that he was only jokmg. but I
know how strong the feelings are in this
matter of investigating the CIA. There
are some who want neo investigation of
any of the intelligence agencies.

I will say from my limited experience
with the intelligence agencies of the
United States, that I am convinhced 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 2 wrong nature or
wrong doing in their activities, we have
a respounsibility to look into it and to cor-
rect it.

So I do think in the little time that is

have some explanation given to us of
what is the nature of the reconstitution?
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left to us in general debate, we showld

What is the reason for the need for

abolishing the old committee and creat-
ing a new committee? Is it to accommo-
date a chairman 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 bemg en~-
titled fo know, I think*the American
pecple are entitled to know why the
House of Representatives has literally
fiddled in this matter since early Febru-
ary when we constituted this committee
and here it is near the end of July and
we have still to get moving with the job
to be done. I think we are entitled to
these answers. =~

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I have

two more speakers. I understand the

gentleman ‘from Tennessee- has: one :

speaker alone. I wish that the gentleman
from- Tennessée would yield to his
speaker after I yield to one more person.
Mr. Q N. Yes, certainly.
-Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chau'man I y1e1d

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 Chaxrman,

first let me express my. apprecxat.xon 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 a

‘chance to address ourselves to a. fa.r

more serious concern.
Let me digress before I do that and

‘make one thing clear, since the Speaker
is in the Chamber bonight and can re-

affirmm 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 is interesting, listening to the
care with which this matter has been
handled tonight, to note the lack of sub-
stance that attaches to the prgblems at-
tendant to this committee’s functioning.

I sat through the Rules Committee

meeting of last Wednesday, where most .

of the members of the present select
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s : committee showed some mterest 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 mtra-commtteee
devisivepess. %

For the last month in terms of What
now, I think, has been adequately ex-
plained, it was with people, 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
Committee, over the course of the period
that is about a 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 if

be the point of view that I express to-
night prevailing. or the point of wiew
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 countrylearned 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

i

: cynicism extendsto ° the legislative

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 hy people
_*who speak for this country.” .-

' Whether it be the eplsode whwh be-
gan to be revealed during the war, which
both parties can-claim equal dishonor
for; whether it be the narrowing, and I

“think far more’ isolated aberration of

- _ eriminality and the efforts ' made to con-
tend that in the guise of national secu-

rity to avoid an inguiry, what we have
gone through colléctively as a people Is
some part of our experience and in part

© what led to the success in establishing

2 select committee.

I might credit my feehng about the
points of ‘the chairman of this commit-
tee, and it is not with personal oppro-
brium but with an appreciation for the
iimits that the human condition has
when it comes to engaging in inquiry. I

have made those -cbservations in order

to plcture the gentleman from Michi-
gan’s speech in the House on t.he day-it
was announced.

My concern really ‘runs, Mr. Chalr-
man, largely, and it runs in general to
a willingness which has been carefully
circumvented, that were to use distrac-

tion occasioned by committee division;

to 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 about an inquiry
of interest in Chile arising from the fact

5 of a variety of episodes by the Ashland

Oil example or McCord or Hunt or Liddy
er 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. a.nytlnng and - bemg ha.ppy in-that -

particular posture was not enough...

I think all of us share that common
concern.. And as I pointed out to the
Caminittee o 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 a 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 comniittee 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 as a people. I 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 reputedly tapping the
telephones of-anyvbody 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 tous. 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 -
--and perhaps do the same things these

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 urging that the retention
of, this committee in some form be made,
is to make this inquiry 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, outside of this rather
surrealistic existence that has been our
legacy for the last two centuries, the rest
of this country has come to think of us as
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 a 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 elaims of national security which are,
on their face, specious challenges, and
not accepf 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 coming here, that we are going to try
to make an effort, in some fashion, to up-
hold the oath we take. I think that is
what my narrow personal preoccupation
is. I hope it is the preoccupation, for

distinguished minority
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whatever reason, that might be shared

- by the rest of this House.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such -time as he may consume to the
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 country had
taken actions which exceeded the man-
date under which it was created. As a re-
sult, the President of the United States
appointed a very distinguished Commis-
sion, headed by the Vice President of the
United States, to investigate these mat-
ters. That Commission has now 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 epparatuses of this Government.
This investigation is proceeding. I am
told it is proceedmg rapldly and-with
great efficiency.”
= Mr. Cha.uma.n ~the~ qu&stmn 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 nught
be the better part of wisdom if, instead
of appeinting a committee now to in-
vestigate and to plow-the same ground

other committees have done, we did

-nothing at all. It might be well and it

might be prudent for us—not to 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 compileted and

we have had & chance to analyze it; it
might be well for us teo 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' generzal.
Then if there are, then we should im-
mediately proceed .to appoint a spetial
comuinittee or to adopt such other meth-
od as may be proper 10 determine those
missing facts. =

But I suggest it do&s 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 sapparatus 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 to
without addressing ourselves to this one
at this particular time.
-I would be the first to say that when-

‘ever -an agency. of ‘this Government,

however created, actually takes an
action which is contrary to or in excess
of its‘mandate, it ought to be hanled un
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 oifered 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
Tlinois (Mr. ANDERSON), which I.think,
is an amendment we should all consider
very carefully, because it does set up the
means by which a joint committee of the
House and the Senate can be created on
a permanent basis to be a permanent
oversight committee for the lnbemgence
apparatus.

I suggest to the Members, Mr. Cha.u-—
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 ha.ve 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 inferests. :

Mr. Chairman; we must do that. We
would not be true to our oaths 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 tha.t
we would address ourselves to the future
and to what we can do to work with
the Executive in order to evolve an intel-
lizence 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
rizhts 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, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.
~ Ido 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, bug 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-
structively make, but I do not believe the
other commissions are attempting to do
it. I hope that-the House will see it to
reconstitute the committee. -

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gent.]eman
for yielding.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, of
course, I have great respect for my

friend, the gentleman from Ilineis (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 reconstituted, he will be
appointed the ranking member of the Se-
lect Committee again.

However, I must 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 committee 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 to 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,lhave'

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. SEIBER.LING Mr. Cha.lrma.n,wu]
the gentleman yield? .

Mr. BOLLING. I will be glad toyield to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SEIBER-
LiNG), to whom I had made a commit-
ment to yield previously. :

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Chairman, it
is my present intention to 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, searchmg, and un-
biased investigation.

I think the comments. of the gentle-
man from Arizona on the proposed
amendment of the gentleman from Illi-
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 nef
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 a comxmttee to cover this
whole thing up.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I thank

the gentleman for his contribution. He
has certainly said what I planned to say
and probably will sa.y not as weu in a
longer time.

The only reason that I propOse this

s
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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 Select Committee.

I doubt that very many Members are
aware of the fact that the Select Com-
mittee, 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 motion, 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 access to 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 question 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 nonelected 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, but-of providing for a
respected « supervisory group that no
Member of the House feels is tainted by
its association with a partxcular bra.nch
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 committee
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 urgency
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. 2

That is why I think that the gentle-
man from Ohio nailed it. It i3 not im~
portant who is on this committee. It is
important that this committee function.

It 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 majonty 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

*




cha.nges in its’ personnel. ItmIl thenhave

~ 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 engugh. 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-im-

- 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 if 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 history 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
eommittee, for their efforts. I de mot
agree with all of :them, but they-are
honorable men. That is not the point.

The: point isthat 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
efiective 'investigation: with ‘the appro-
priate recommendations which will heal
a 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. 5
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 Committee on Intelli-
gence, had come to no'resolution thereon.

! JOB QUOTAS ON POLICE FORCE

L (Mr. ANNUNZIO asked and was given
permission fo 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 proposals’
when he presents his. ﬁndmgs in Sep-
tember. :

- “The enactment of these Jusi:ice De-
partment proposals would have a dele-

“terious effect on the quality of law en-
forcement in Chicago by substituting ar- *

_bitrary ethnic formulas for ability and
hard work. The way to eliminate discrim-
ination is to make all job opportunities

open to everyene on the basis of talent..

Anything less than open competition
based on 2bility is an affront to the dig-
_nity of the police officers involved and
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less than what the people uf Chicago
deserve. =

Bob Weidnch, the hlghly regarded
writer .of the Chicago Tribune, has writ-
ten an interesting column on this ques-
tion inthe July 14 edition of the Chicago
Tribune. 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 Ch1-
cago Tribune on July 12. = =

CoP QUALITY LOST IN QUOTA PLAN'
(By Bob Weidrich)

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

“It is a slap in our faces,” declared ans
outraged black police officer who calis this
office with some regularity.

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

As in the past, the officer was on patrol
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 Federal
Judge Prentice Marshall tn. t.he city’s
‘lengthy police bias trial. . .- >

*A guota system would be unjust to both
hlack,a.nd, white police officers,” the. palice-.-
man -asserted.” “T -don’t want-to get pro-
moted under such circumstances. No matter "
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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 & basis of sex or
color.

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

. That may be fine, as the Justice Depart-
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
deterioration in the quality of leadership
and policing.

Just as ludicrous, in our judgment, is the
Justice Department proposeal that minorities
and women be given priority on so calied
choice duty assignments such as those at
O’Hare International Airport, or as an in-
vestigator or crime .laboratory technician.

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 discrimination, Chicago would
have:a. de facto police chief—the Justice
Department, ‘but. ‘with .mnone of the crucial
responsibilities -of the job.

how well I know my job; it would have a - To our way of thinking, there is only one

~dirty taste about it. I wouldn’t feel I had

made itonmy-own.” 0 s e
Like many of the- mmority pouce oﬁicers

-who have written or called -us, all this officer

asks for is a sguare shake in Chicago police

hiring: and' promotional examinatxons. He .

asks nothing more.
“Just let the exams be on the square Ior
everyone -and knock out  the subjective
judgments by the bosses in evaluating per-
formance,” he pleaded. “Give us a chance
to show our stuff on an equal ba.sis. That’s
all any of us ask.”
There was & strong ring of protessiona.l
pride in the officer’s voice and an -equally
strong dislike of quota sysf.ems ror his race
or any other:*
He -proposed that instead o{ Judge.
Marshall ‘invoking the guidelines suggested
by Washington for the hiring and promo-
tion of blacks, Latinos, and women, that
Chicago adopt the system in use in New
York City and Detroit where candidates can
challenge the fairness of exammations soon
after they are given. 3
Detroit  has had such a svstem for 10
years; New York for about five years.
And it permits those taking the exams
to question the ambiguity of some multi-
ple-choice questions as well as the correct-
ness of some answers. In a recent New York
examination for sergeants, 14 of 100 multi-
ple-choice questions were scratched or re-
seored as a -result of being challenged.
The same_ holds true in Detroit, where 15
questions were successfully contested -in a
promotional exam.
The system permits candidai.es Io' promo-.
tion, for example, to challenge answers that
are obviously wrong when compared to the
street experience of policemen. This tends
to eliminate guestions and answers framed
by theoreticians ‘who have never. ta.ced the
realities of police work.
“That’s what “we mneed, fa.r more “than
quotas that will bring onto-this-job people -
that have neither the ability nor potential
competence for what I consider to be a
highly professional position,” another black
officer told us. ;

- Granted, these statements may not refiect
the view of each of the minority police offi-
cers now serving the Chicago Police Depart-

“ere meant to correct was inaeed

way to make minority members both proud
and ~professional-—a square deal and &n
equal chance to achieve success on -their

-own." Anything }ess is & ‘ripofi of human

digmty.

Wasa:mc'ron'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 & new set of priorities in law
enforcement. They seem to think the most
important job a police department has is
to refiect-exactly the ethnic makeup of its
community, and that other obligations—
such as protecting citizens and sarresting

criminals—take second place to this oue.

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

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

Two of every three pe'rsons hired as police
officers must be biacks, Latinos, or women,
and 50 per cent must be blacks or Latinos.

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

One-third of all 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 choice duty positions—
again, until they .are represented in ‘Ln e
positions proportionately to the whoie po!
force.

These recommendations, in our view,
a classic case ofsoverreaction—itrying to rem
edy one injustice by insisting on an ec ual

and opposite injustice. The situation ir
1 e

.bad.



The House met.- at 10:15 o'clock a.m.

The Chaplain, Rey. Edward G. Latch,
D.D., offered the following prayer:
Behold, I stand at the door and knock;

if anyone hears My voice and ovens.the .-

door I will come in to him —Revelations
220, v
O 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 & new life for our people. Help us
to help one another, teach us to trust
one another, and grant us grace to live-:
generously for the greater good of all
Abide with us, Lord, for m Thee do we-
put our trust. Amen.: i :

'THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-

ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- -~

ceedings -and_ announces’ to:the House

his approval thereof.
Without objectmn the Joumal stands

approved. g
There was no obJ echo A

S e e

MESSAGE FROMTHE 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:

8. 1260. An act to authorize the Admlnis-
trator of General Services to enter into -
multiyear leases-through use of the auto-
matic data processing fund without obligat-
ing the total anticipated. payments to to be-
made under such leases; =2

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 quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evldent]y a quorum
is not present.

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

A call of the House was ordered.”
The call was taken by electronic de-

vice, and the followm,, Members failed

to respond Bt

[Roll No. 389] . -

Adams s Fuqusa .

- ‘Andrews, N.C. ' Hanley ~ - £

*-Archer " Harsha i f

Bell - Heébert Risenhoover

. Blaggi Hefner . Rosenthal -

. Burton, Phnlip Holland St Germain
tler Jarman Satterfield

C’onlsn Karth Scheuer

Conyers Lent Steiger, WlS

Danielson McHugh Symms :

Downey Matsunaga _Teague A

Drinan Meeds' ; Udall g vt

Esch - Mills . - ~Ullman 5 =

Hshleman . Mollohan Wiison, C. H 4

Ful on - Mosher. - ". * Zablocki -

The SPEAKE.R. On thls rollca,ll 389
Members have recorded their presence by
electronic device, a quorum.

. By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dlspensed
w1t.h 7 ¥ ; i

PERI\IISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS TO
FILE REPORT .ON S. 846, AS.
"AMENDED, TO AUTHORIZE FUR-
THER THE SUSPENSION OF MILI
"TA.RY ATD TO TURKEY

Mr MORGAN. . Mr Speaker, = ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on International Relations have until
midnight tonight to-file a report on S.

. 846, as amended, to authorize further th’e

suspension of military aid to Turkéy.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

the request of the gentlema.n irom Penn-::
.sylvania? .

There was: no objection i

_ESTABLISHING A SELECT COMMIT-

. TEE ON _INTELLIGENCE |

Mr BOLLING. 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 resolution (H. Res, 591)
establishing a Select Commiitee on In-
telligence.

The SPEARER. The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman Irom
“Missouri (Mr. BoLLING). Wb

The motion was agreed to. =t

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 further
consideration of the resolution, House
Resolution 591, wlth Mr. EVANS o;f Colo-
rado in the chalr
The. Clerk rea.d the t.itle of the resolu-
tlon. v &
“The CHAIR.MAN When— the Commlt-
tee rose on Monday, July 14, 1975, all~

3 oﬂered by Mr. QUILLEN: ‘Strike all after the -
- resolving- clause a.nd “Ansert . in- lieu thereoi
-+ the following:: i 5o i 2

. Resolved, That the select commwtee esta.b- 3

txme for general debate on the resolutxon S

had expired. - 2
The Clerk will read. i
The Clerk read as follows: -

Resolved, That (a) there is hereby estab-«

lished In the House of Representatives a

. Select' Committee on Intelligence to conduct :

an inquiry into the organization, operations,
and oversight of the intelligence community
of the United States Government. Y

(b)" The select committee shall be com-
posed of thirteen Members of the House of
Representatives to be appointed by the

Speaker. The Speaker shall designat,e one‘of

the members as chairman. .

{¢) For the purposes of this resolution the

select committee is authorized to sit dur-

ing sessions 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 quorum for the transaction of

business except that the select committee .

may designate a lesser number as & quorum
for the purpocse ot ta&lng testimony.

- Mr.. QUILLEN (dunng the readmg)
Mr. .Chairman, I ask- unanimous con-

-

sent that section 1 of the resolution be -

considered as read a.nd prmted in the ;

RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN Is there obJection to - —

the request of. bhe gentleman Irom Ten--" !

nessee"
There was no obJect:lon. : :
AmNDMENT IN THE NATURE OF-A msn'rm
«* " OFFERED BY MR. QUILLEN *

Mr QUILLEN. Mr. Chalrman I offer

an amendment in the natur ‘of a sub- L

statute GG~
~The Clerk read as follows. e s
-~ Amendment in the nature of a substitute

lished by H. Res. 138 iIs abolished Immediate--

1y upon the adoption of this resolution; and
be it further

Resolved, That" immedlately ‘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 preservation
subject to the order of the House.

(Mr:. QUILLEN asked and was given -

permission -to- revise and extend his
remarks.)

MrQUIIlENMrChaitman,thlsis S

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 act‘lon by_the
House. -

This is a very lmport.ant amendment.

It is offered as an amendment in the -

nature of a substitute. If enacted, i will. -
" abolish ‘the -Select Committee on Intel- =~
ligence, but, as I said, it does not com=+- . -

pletely close the door ror the future.

A {
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Mr Chairma.n, let me res,d the head-
hne in this morning’'s Washington Post:
“CIA Debate Seen Dead in Senate." ¥

.The article states: - - :: g

Senator Frank Church said yestardsy war

plans for a closed-door Senate debate on the
Central Intelligence Agency's involvement in
assassination plots may be abandoned be-
cause of the August recess.

"It goes on to say that this report 11
“‘completed, 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 thisHouse
of Representatives to go forward with
‘a Select Commitiee on Intelligence after
the Rockefeller Commission made &
thorough investigation of the CIA and
has already made its report, after the
Church committee in the Senate has gone

-4 months in the investigation of the CIA
“of -alleged assassination plots,-and the
- committee is going to make its report on

these plots even while we are in recess

in August.

o Mr; (ﬂxmrmazi,lthinkxhsmpor&mt

- that this.committeé and that this House’
< «of “Representatives “look at the overall

picture. " What will' be accomplished . if

“we -g0 into the investigation not only
~of the CIA but of 11 other agencies with

-~ less than 6 months remaining of this"
- year:and of this session of the Congress? °

- .several commitiees and has presented all

- The .committee, as ‘proposed by the

- gentleman from Missouri; would expire

~-on January-31. Investigation of the CIA

and investigation-of 11 other agencies
swould <dnclude the WNational Security
Council, the U.S. Intelligence Board, the
President’s Foreign Intelligence Advisory

Board, the Central Intelligence Agency,.

{he - Defense .Intelligence Agency, the

- Army, Navy, and Air Force intelligence

7 components, the Intelligence Research

. Bureau-of the Department of State, the

. Federal Bureau of Investigation, the De-

partment of the Treasury, the Energy
Research and Development Administra-
iion, and any other instrumentality of
the Government that this select _com-
mxtbee decides to gointo.

Mr. Chairman, 1 say to the Members
tha,t this select committee was created
in February 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 WRY. The comrmtt.ee has
not organized. -

Mr.“Chairman, I'thmk itis importa.nt
that this committee be abolished because
the American people have lost confidence
in that particular committee’s going for-
ward with any meaningful investigation.

“There have been leaks from other com-
mitiees in past sessions of the ‘Congress
of classified and secret material, and the
American people feel that in &ny inves-
tigation started by this select commit-
tee, there is a great possibility of future
leaks. I think this country is so impor-
tant, the future of this counfry as a dem-
ocratic system is s0 important that we
must take a break, so to speak, abolish

the committee, and then after the Senate:
" has made a full report, after the Church

committee 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 a commlttee to g0 over
the same testimony previou,sly 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. me.zn
was allowed to proceed ior 2 addmona.l
minutes.) =

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, cer-
tainlythis 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 committee
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
fioor 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 whatthe
price of gasoline is going to rise to, and
what taxes are going to be levied upon
them. “They are concernied with the do-
“mestic problems -of -our country.”I think

this Congress is leaving the wrong im-’

“pression -when-our focus is on something
‘that really is not as ‘important as the
domestic problems facing us today..

I think Mr.-Colby has been before

Ahe documents necessary bo ecnclude
%his consideration. - -

Mr. Chairman, I shall ins:lst on ‘aTe-
corded vote ‘on my amendment, and I
would urge the Members of this body to
support this amendment in good con-
science. ‘After all, the House ‘of Repre-
sentatives, later on, can reconstitute a
new committee if necessary. But today
let us abolish this committee, and get
down to thebusiness of lowering grocery

prices, lowering gasoline prices, and doing

the things that are necessary “far the
pecpleof this country. i

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, 1 rise
in opposition to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute-offered by the gen-

-telman from Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN).

Mr. Chairman, first of all I-would like
to -deal briefly with a couple -of pro-
cedural problems, There is a mistéke in
‘the resolution which is before us that
was pointed out by the gentleman from
Tilinois {(Mr. 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 a fechnical amend-
ment which will bring this info con-
formity with the intent of:everybody
involved so thaf the final date of the
committee, when it is reconstituted, will
be the 3ist of January.

““Secondly, ‘as we proceed’ wxfh the de-
batelammtgomgmanywasto iy
to prevent Members from having an.op-
portunity to talk on particular amend-
ments, but I am going to try to proceed
in an orderly fashion and, with the co-
operation of the committee, I hope we
will be able to set time on each amend-
ment, at a ‘reasonable time, soon after
we see how the debate is beginning to

develop, and so that we will not just go-

. tioned it is.oon
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on and on and on, talking 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 to
amendments. - .

‘Now, Mr. Cha.irman I would like to

'express - my opmsxtion to the amend-

ment.

The a.rgument tba,t the genﬂeman
from Tennessee makes might be a more
forceful argument if the commitiee 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 to have recommendations made
on a variety of ccomplex matiers. The
committee can recommend, and they
may not be legislative recommendations.
The committee, I think, should recom-
mend in three areas:;#One, if anything
needs 10 be done @boutithe rules of the

_ ‘FHouse; two, if anything should be done

about the laws governing security mat-

ters of the United States-and its agen-
~cies,«and among its-citizens; and three,

-what kind of oversight: -should be eetab-

. ~lished for the future.

I think an expert- oommitbee tha.t 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 $he House will have
an opportunity to ‘consider. Therefore,
T think it is a good idea to roundly de-
feat the proposal of the gentleman from
- Tennessee, no matter thow well-inten-

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

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr.Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, earlier this year the

House 'was confronted awith the gues-
tion of whether -orinot it would abol-
ish ‘the House Commitiee on Internal
Security. At that time the argument was
advanced by the proponents that tt
particular -committee ‘was mot needed,
that it was superfluous, that il was ex-
pensive, that its jurisdiction was shared
by other committees in the House, and
thet the -Committee on the .Judiciary
‘could just as well handle these matiers.
If those arguments for abolition were
applicable then, they eertainly apply now
to the pending resolution. . _
I want toremind the Members that the
Internal Security Committes this FHouse
abolished was charged many vears ago
by the House of Representatives with in-
vestigating ‘Communist subversion and
subversion bysother groups, anti-Amer-
ican and un-American groups. Last Jan-
uary the judgment was made by the ma-
jority party in this House that that com-
mittee should be abolished, that subver-
sion was-no longer a threat. Now we are
being asked to create another commit-
tee .to investigate executive agencies
whose role also has been to control sub-
version.

his
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The gentieman from Missouri says that
the amendment of the gentleman from

Tennessee is unnecessary and is out of-

place because the new committee pro-
vosed by this resolution will have a very

important role, first of all, to recom--

mend amendments to the Rules of the
House dealing with national security and
how it should be handled, rules dealing
with a Member’s right to information
and how each of us should handle secret
and - confidential ~matters - that :come
within our purview. I submit that the
able gentleman from Missouri headed a
select committee which had a great deal
of time to devote itself 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 particular committee, could han-
dle that question without any pmblem,
based upon their expertise and ability, in

a matier of weeks or months at the most
I am quite sure.:

I doubt that the compositlon of .the
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 rules to handle the
conduct of Members of the House in mat~
ters 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
2long 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.-

I will say to theHouseImlghtbeI%s
willing to support the pending amend-
ment if the Speaker of the House would
announce to us now during this .debate

who will be chairman 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-the.job. T had heard the -

names of some of the Members who had

been proposed. to serve on it, and Fhad |

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. .

Second, do we need investigaﬂons of

our security agencies by this proposed
committee? I may not always agree with
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
ABzuc) 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-
cles as well, including the Committee on
Armed Services and the Committee on
Avpropriations. Why must we have st:ll
another group? = . =

As far as future oversight is concemed
Cne Committee on Government Opera-
tions has this within its jurisdiction.
There is no need for this House to create
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a new committee, but there is a great
need to abolish the one we have.

I submit to the Members that the con-
tents of this resolution constitute a po-
litical solution to the internal problems
of -the majority party in this House. This
is unfortunate 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 unfortunate that we
are asked in this particular instance to
solve a political problem with a2 twofold
resolution abolishing a useless commit-
tee that, indeed, should be abolished,
and then. creating another committee
that probably will have to be abolished
when it follows down the same road.
But perhaps this unusual procedure will
ease the internal problems of the Demo-~
cratic caucus.

I think the solumcn offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee is amply fair
and correct. The Rockefeller Commis-
sion has acted. The Church committee
intheotherbodyisaotmg Congress has
gone over -this ground before, as the
gentleman from Arizona, the minority
leader said yesterday. There is a limit
to what we can do. The House is 6 months
late and $750,000 short. The House will
never catch up to the other investiga-
tions, nor should we try. Abolish this
committee and let the appropriate com-

_mittees of the House to do their job.

The proper' manner in which to deal
with this I think is tosupportthequllen
amendment.

(Mr. BAUMAN asked and was given
permmmn to revise and extend h:ls Te-
marks.)

Mr. MCCLORY M.r Cha.xrman, I rise

in ﬁ;‘posxtion to the.amendment,. -

as the ranking minority
.member on the select committee that

_was ‘appointed in February I want at -
least to advert to the responsible man-

ner 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
fulfill “the -mandate nl ~this House of
Representatives.: - - A

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 th.is amend-
ment were to be adopted.

There is an important ami legitimabe
role for us to perform. We recognized
that when we established this select com~
mittee. In the effort being made now by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BoL-
LING) he is trying to overcome the frus-
irations that have arisen because of dis-

% i i

- agreements on the other side of the sisle

in order that this House of Representa-
tives might legitimately carry out one of
its important functions, that ot 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 intellizgence
community does deserve some oversight.

There is tremendous confusion and over=:

lapping and duplication. If the gentle-
man from Tennessee is interested in sav-

ing the money of the taxpayers he ought
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1o be interested. in having the activities -
of the select committee carried on be-

cause the opportunities for savings are. ’

tremendous.

Nobody knows how much the overail
intelligence operations cost. We 'should
find out and determine that and make .
the entire intelligence community an effi-
cient operation, and not just allow it to
be one that goes on with wvarious auton-
‘'omous and independent operations with-
out control and without coordination.

It seems to me io be extremely impor-- -
tant, even though we move toward es-
tablishment of 2 joint committee, which
I would support, even if we suppori a
joint committee :as an ultimate goal or
objective of our committee, we should .
first of all -study the framework and
background of this entire activity so that
we can move into that kind of oversight -
operation intelligently.

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

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

Mr. QUILLEN. I thank the genileman

- for yielding.

The gentleman- says the committee
ought to 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 frusirated.
They have been, but I am confident thas
the Speaker is going to name a chairman -
of the committee who is going to demon=
strate leadership and control of our com-
mittee. I am sure we are going to find
the chairman, whoever it happens ito be,
will have the support-of the Members on -
‘our side and we are going to move for-
ward with our legitimate responsibilities
and do the kind of job we are charged
‘with doing, which includes the oversight
of all the intelligence community. . ..

" 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 intelligence agencies
-enter into all kinds of subjects, not only -
do- they invade the- private rights -of
‘American citizens and not only is there _

" ‘confusion which results from-the CIA -
and FBI not knowing where their lines °

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 varions agencies
with each other which they should have
if we are to stamp out the drug traffic.

They need help to stamp out the traf-
fic in drugs. This is one area, it seems
to me that deserves a thorough investi-
gation and it can only be done if the
committee is active and empowered to
carry on its job.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mt Chalrma.n. willthe
gentleman yileld? = 7~ .
Mr. McCLORY. I yield to the gentle-

man from Tennessee.

Mr. QUILLEN. That was my impres-
-sion_and -opinion and consideration 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.
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The committee has not takeu any a,ctlon
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, &s one
of the present members of the commit-
tee, I rise in strong opposition to 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

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 not 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 instrument of foreign
policy. We mus{ go further in determin-
.~ 1ing the degree to which people’s rights
<~ have been abused domestically in this

" .country. That is our responsibility. That

is our charge.
We must know, for example, why is it
that there are 200,000 American citizens
who have a CIA file. Why is it that a few
short weeks ago the Director of the CIA
‘ .said 5, 6, maybe 7 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.
i We need to know That 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 to involve themselves in the

violation 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 nwd to know, for example, why

‘a young person employed by the CIA

A\

~tion- between this country and foreign"

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 a quid pro quo
or is this just one further abuse ot 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
‘we not only shall make laws, but we are —

Constitution;” says ‘that the Congress

shall authorize and appropriate funds? -

Did these funds go to finance such things

-as secret wars in Laos and Cambodis, to

violate -the rights of human beings in
this country? We need to know< that is
our responsibility: - -

With -regard to the FBI what ‘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 take ap-
propriate corrective action. o

It has been_alleged that every single
telephone, telegram, Telex communica-

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

.u_> ‘peep through keyholes of American
citizens:to determine their sexual ac-

“tivity. How many of us in this House

would like ‘ to  have t.heu: keyhole\s
peeped? ..
Mr. Chairman, I interject a slight 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 a 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 fo abolish the investigation,_

.the American people would have the

nght to.call for our impeachment.

Mr. Chairman, I urge that we strike‘

down this resoution.

Mr. ASHBROOK. 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-

July 16, 1975

mittee 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 the 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 commitiee. My interpretation of that
impasse is not that the members of the
committee, nine of us, are not willing {o
go into this matier on today, tomorrow
or yesterday. .

But, what we are confronied with is a
chairperson who decided for various and
sundry reasons that he could not chair.
He offered his resignation on the fioor
of the House. The House worked its will.
I voted to receive the gentieman's resig-
nation. The majority of the members
voted not to do so. So, we-have a 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 gentleman's
.right to make that decision. We-now are
confronted with a committee that can-
-not function. That is no refiection on the
nine members of .the-committee. We
want very desperately to engage in the
-pursuit of these questions and to make a
report and submlt recommendamons by
-January -

Mr. ASH:BROOK. Wou.ld it be fair to
say to the gentleman from California
that he took a long-way-of saying “No”
~in answer to my quwtion" Nothing has
been done? o poes
. Mr. DELLUMS. Tha.t is not true.

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 to zero Is that not
correct?

Mr. DELLUMS. The day the commitiee
called Mr. Colby, our first witness, before
the committee, I would suggest tc the
gentleman that the persons on the other
side of the zisle did not 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 that questxon of why
that action. ¥
 Mr. ASHBROOK. It sml adds up to the

- fact 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 & gquestion and answer it for him-
self, then he can go forward and do il
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 Californiz
was that although he raised many seri-
ous questions—many of which I think
ought to be answered also—my question
was: How many of these questions have
been answered? or even studied? What
-has been the total sum output of that

T b
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committee-in ﬂze 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

he road, and we would not be on the
floor of the House debating thm ques-
tion today. <=

Mr. ASHBROOK. There is one prm-
ciple that I have learned as one. who
has been around the House for a num-
ber of years'and, having been a minor-
ity Member during that time, I-under-
stand it. My learned friend, the gentle-
man from Missouri (Mr. BOLLING),
said on a number of occasions, which is
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 anythmg in these pre-
ceding 5 months.

Mr. BAUMAN., Mr. Cha.u'man will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. 1 yleld to f.he gentle-
man.

Mr. BAUMAN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman from California- (Mr. DEer-
roms) a question, if he 1s stﬂl with us,
and I see he is.

Quite obviously, I will say to the gen-
tleman from California, the chairman
of the existing committee to investigate
these matters, the gentleman from Mich-
igan (Mr. Nepz1), acted in a manner that
displeased & 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. Nepz1), regardless
of the impact it has on the committee’s
activities?

‘*" 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 a.nswer,"
but I will answer it.

Ir. BAUMAN. I would be pleased if
the f'evltleman 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
chairperson, whoever that person is, op-
erates in such a 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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Aconﬁdence of the House, yes, I would act
in the 'same manner. I would not pre-
judge the gentleman. The gentleman
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 not a question of credibility, as long
as it is not a question of mtegnty, I will

. defend the gentleman. -
. Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

-man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. 1 yizld to:the gentle-
man from Florida. - -.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. T thank the
gentleman for yielding. - ¥ ~

Mr. Chairman,in listening very closely
to the debate of the genileman from
~California = (Mr. - DELLomMs), - .several
thoughts come to my mind, most of
which I intend to keep to myself 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 2 person should be immune from
prosecution or surveillance if that per--
:son is a threat to. the security of this-
‘Nation or thata person-who is a threat
to the security of this Nation should be
immune from prosecution and surveil-
.lance 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 toeday that the will of the majority
 has ‘been thwarted.  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. not possibly have been thwarted
had they expressed a will, and I think
~this fiction shou]d be answered at thjs
point o 3
< Mr. S’I'RA'I'I‘ON ‘Mr Chairman I~
ove to strike the reqtiisite number of
words = S

“(Mr. - STRATTON- asked nnd was given -

permission to revise and extend his re- #

e S o O,

marks.) ¢

Mr. STRATTON. Mr Chainnan I.rise
somewhat reluctantly to support the
amendment of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. QUILLEN). This is a difficult
decision to make. The theoretical and
philosophical reasons in support of this
resoiution were eloquently cutlined by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
Borrine) the other evening, and there is
a great 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
committiees; it is a question of the par—
ticular commitiee that we are confronted
with and the particular intelligence sit-
uation that we confront.

I believe the best solution is to a.bohsh
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-
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sion ‘and the Church coxmmttee and-in
a rather responsible way too, I might say.
~There is 2 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
country by the Congress so they can be
effective and yet at the same time not
-destroy our operatmg intelligence arga—
nizations. - <7 > i
But is that really going to happen from
this: new committee? I think it is quite
clear that it is not going to happen. In-
vestigations have a great appeal, and I
dare say that once this committee gets
reconstituted, the: temptations to look
into all the aspects the gentleman from
California (Mr. DeLrums) has just out-
lined, with what he calls some humor, I
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 severe damage to
the effectiveness of t.hose mtelhgence or—"
ganizations.
* "'We have already reached ttm a.bmd
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 to get
son with what are really the serious and

responsible jobs that have to-be .done to-

~ determine whether a democracy can in-

deed operate an effective and alert Inbel- =

ligence operation. .
Ihave very great conﬁdence in the gen- <

" tleman from New York (Mr. P1xe), who

is rumored to become the cha.uma.n o
this new committee, but I think the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. BAUMAN)

~has put his finger on the real problem.

As outstanding as the gentleman from
New York (Mr. Pixr) is, can he really

“doa better job than the gentleman from

- Michigan (Mr. Nepz1) 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 investlgatmn
with that kind of thinking.
The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.

Boirine) mentioned this probiem the

.other night when he said that he believed ,

we need an Official Secrets Act. Of course
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 Official
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. DErrums)
referred to a moment ago, will be in
operation down to Decemper 31, 1976,
and still -without any positive recom-
mendations. -
What we need most are recommends.- 2
tions as to how we can have responsible
control over intelligence in a free, demo= .




< cratlc society. how ‘we can maintam t.he
basic secrecy “that is essential; how we
can find out what the potential -enemy
is-up to with a minimum inferference
with individual rights. Let us not just
continue to hash over the lurid past. -
So I believe we ought to abolish this
-commitee, and- we ought seriously to
consider the recommendation of the gen-
tleman ‘from. Illinois ' (Mr. - ANDERSON)
that instead we set up some kind of new
-organization to concenirate on these

: important issues of the future.

After all, if we really believe in détente,
if we really believe in peace, then it is
imperative that we keep an effective in-
telligence organization. That is the early
warning system of our country.

- And how else can we enforce the SALT
and cother agreements we seek to enter
into in the name of peace if we do not

~ know with a.ccura.cy what the other side

. is doing? oIy o

Mr. YOUNG of Georgm Mr. Chauman,

I move to strike the reqmsxte number of

words.

(Mr. YOUNG of Georgla asked andva.s
- given permissmn to rewse and extend hlS
- remarks.)” -
-~ TMr. YOUNG of Georgm Mr Chair-
sman, I think that we have to vote-this

-*amendment down and get on with the

“investigation of our mtelhgence—gather-
: ing apparatus in this Nation.. == ==

"We are getting'a strange mixture of

f ”‘"’truth and fiction, and I would just like

" ~to take a minute to try to set the record
- ~straight. The important leaks that any-

“body has read in the papers have come

; from members of this commitiee.~

. The allegations against one of the
members of this committee did not occur

" in the context of this committee at all.
~Nor did they occurin 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 a year in an attempt to .

malign the intentions and credibility of
a commitiee 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 of 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
“from the Director of the FBI.. .+ .

~ - Mr. Chairman, 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 supervxsxon‘ and
some guidelines.

There was a time, I think in the early
1950’s or 1960%, in the 1960's, when we
were -engaged in things like the Cuban
missile crisis and the blockade of Berlin,

“when we found the intelligence apparatus

25 - C i

security. At that time we heard no com-
plaints about the things that they were
doing or the manner in which they were
doing them because, in fact, they were
dealing with: an intelligence apparatus
in the Soviet Union which was 10 times
larger than ours, so I hear. The very fact
that there was that kind of serious op-
position kept our intelligence apparatus
in some kind of legitimate perspective.

When we have our intelligence ap-
paratus operating in a country like
Chile, I suggest that we get another thing
altogether. When -we have our intelli-
gence apparatus operating in Laos and
Cambodia and Vietpam, I suggest we get
some gray areas that need to be defined
morzally, and that the civil servants in

any of our: agencies are not the. ones:

charged by the American people to do
that definition. That definition has to
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from the chain of ébrhmand, what we
in the Congress have got to do is to
establish a chain of command which

~makes us, as the Congress, responsible

come from the Congress of the United

States, IiF 5

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

-had -at least three former CIA agents
‘-and at least two Tormer FBI agents, that
- I know of, who have written books on the

agencies. The allegations and revelations

in those books are going to continue to -

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

this going on? It is your responsibility.
- We want intemgence, but we do not want
dirl:y tricks.”

Mr. Chalrma.n I thmk tha.t 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 again,
the intelligence commumty crying out to
us for leadership.

We had a situation not far from my
district, where a gentleman was run-
ning . guns, not against a Communist
couniry or even against a country about

to become .Communist, but against the -

little Republic of the Bahamas. Nobody
was willing {0 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.

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 therelo close in 15
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. 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 are

~entitled to equal time. Therefore I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chair~
man, I move to stnke 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. QUILLEN), and I can tell the Mem-
bers that in my relatively brief tenure of

.9 years here this is the first time that

.I can remember being completely turned

i

around and persuaded. to support the
amendment offered by the gentieman
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 littie
laggard this morning—it is clear to me
that the gentleman from-California (Mr.
Derrums) has most eloquently stated
and given the prima facie laboratory ex-
ample of -why this House must abandon

. this particular effort. He has recited here

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,~but 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

CIA %=

The CHAIRMAN. The tu’ne of the -

gentleman has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. YOUNG
of Georgia was allowed to proceed for 1
additional minute.)

Mr. YOUNG 'of Georgia. Mr.-Chair- -

man, because one cannot do the kind of
things that have been handled by de-
cent men “without separating oneself

.by the gentleman from Missouri

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 recite and give
credence to allegations which have been,
by the gentleman’s own words, as vet tc
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 today
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. 5

T would like to know from the Speak-
er, in the event the resolution offered
is
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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

riend. the - gentleman ifrom - Georgia
(Mr. Youne) for whom my undimin-
ished respect will stand, and my respect
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 recxte—with
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 tha.t when
the gentleman from California (Mr.
DeLLUMs) was in the process of reciting
his allegations, I 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 noitced 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 CIA 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 -times—that does not
count his appearances before the Rocke-
feller Commission—since this Congrss
convened, 41 percent of the time t.he
Congress has been in session.

I have the rare privilege of servmg
on the committee chaired by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. AB2UG) —
and if one does not think that is a rare
privilege, I .invite those who do not
share that privilege to join me on.that
commitiee. The gentlewoman from New._
York (Ms. Aszuc) has had Mr~Colby up -
before this august committee on two
occasions, mostly to declaim whatever
he was doing. In-fact, 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 wiil 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-
cert 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, BorLring). I also rise in equal
opposition to the amendment that will
be proposed by the gentleman from Illi-
nois: (Mr. ANDERSON) because I believe
for all practical purposes it presents the
same issue. For all practical purposes,
the Senate is not going fo 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

irrelevant.

Mr. Chairman, based upon a 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 abolish
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 FBI or the CIA
that they could not carry out their re-
sponsibilities in an effective butf 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 out 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 certain :members
should be removed. That is a question,
that is a responsibility for this House
to.carry out through its leadership.

The sole question, as so eloquently put
by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
Boiring), is: Is the House capable of
forming a committee to 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 responsibilities. A
great deal of legislation is going to come
before the House this session concerning
the FBI and the CIA and 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 beiore the House.

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
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.

I asked the gentleman to yield because
I respectfully suggest he misapprehends
the provisions of the substitute resolu-
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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 commitiee.

Mr. ICHORD. Does the gentleman feel
the Senate will abandon its ongoing in-
vestigation and set up a 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 Tilinois. It will not

be necessary for the Senate to do so un-
der the provisions of my substitute res-
olution.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Cbau'ma.n will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ICHORD. I yield to the gentleman

-from Tennessee,

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman makes a very impressive talk in
favor of my amendment.
thMr ICHORD. I cannot understand

at 7

Mr. QUILLEN. I said the committee -

should be abolished and then in due
process this House should come up with
4 permanent committee for the over-
sight of all of the intelligence agencies
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 member-
ship will be terminated. This in effect
would abolish the present committee and
provide for'forma.tion of a new commit-
tea :

.~ Mr. McCLORY Mr Chan'ma.n, will \‘.he,

gentleman yield?

Mr. ICHORD. I yield to the genuemanf

from Illinois.

_ Mr.McCLORY. Mr. Chauman,Ithank ox

the gentleman for yielding.
I concur with the 'statement of the

- gentleman from Missouri. I think it is an

important function for this committee
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 has expired.

(On request of Mr. Sxyper, and by

unanimous consent, Mr. IcHORD was -

allowed to proceed for 1 additional min-
ute.)

Mr. SNYDER. Mr Chahman will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ICHORD. I yield to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. SNYDER, Mr. Cha.irman, I want

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

or the Armed Services Commjttee or a.n— -

other committee of the House?

Mr. ICHORD. I would state to the gen-

tleman from Kentucky, there is residual
jurisdiction over these matters in sev=
eral standing committees of the House,
but I do think under the circumstances

since we are going-to have so much leg-
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islation dea!mg ‘with the FBI a,nd deal-
ing with the CIA that we are justified in
- setting up a separate mvestxgatory com-
mittee in this case. £

Iwould prefer a 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 investigation and set up a Jomt
committee.

Mr. SNYDER. But the jurisdiction dm
vest in the other comrmttee if they have
the time. - -

* Mr. ICHORD. ’rhat 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. Chau--
man, I rise in support of the amendment
‘of ‘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 resuit of re-
. marks made by my- colleague the gent!e-
'man from Georgia: = s -
~ -1 get a little upset and concemed when

3 I continue to hear statements being'made

- regarding the formal complaint that I-
“have made against my colleague, the
. gentleman - from Massachusetts - (Mr.
< HarrineToN) 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 that ‘some of them‘

are indefensible. =
The point of the matter is that the
" rules of the House were violated 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 restrictions the commit-

tee is going to operate under.

.I-think as a result of myvchargés
against my colleague, the gentleman

. from Massachusetts, we will now have

to face up to reality as fo what will be

~ our responsibilities. 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 type 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 talking about creating
another committee. In the appointment
of the members of this committee, where
do we draw the line? Do.we -appoint
Members fo the committee who have

_stated they are against all 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 a Member of
Congress o 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
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this new comnnttee, 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 to
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
authorify, that I should release this.”

I feel 2 major problem today is that
we need to establish guidelines to 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 fioor, 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. p

So, I think we owe it to ourselves and
to our -constituents and to the national
security of this counfry 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 committee at all.
So, 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 confroversy. If
there had been, conceding for purposes
of debate only, a violation, if was a vio=
lation of the 93d Congress and not the
94th. I think that should be bome clear-
1y in mind.

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 94th 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 934 Con-
gress, or for what I did in the 924 or 91st
or 83d Congress, I will be damned if I 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 to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr, Chairman, T thank
the gentleman for yielding. I do not want
to get into the subject that the gentie-
man appears to be discussing, but I do
want-to point out that in the resolution

-which is being offered by the gentleman

from Missoux'l, there are specific provi-
sions in section 6, with regard to con-

- fidentiality and secrecy | by the members

of the committee. 2

Mr. MOSS. I do not-challenge the
right of this House to impose any kind
of a rule a majority determines is neces-
sary or desirable.

Mr. McCLORY. T think it should be
pomted out that we will endeavor in the
working of the committee to maintain
confidential and secrecy withm the com-~
mittee. -

Mr., MOSS 'I'he gentleman from Illi-
nois is a very competent lawyer and a
very competent parliamentarian, and he
knows that that is an act of the 94th
Congress. I have stated that I would he
bound by any act of the 94th Congress,
but I will not be bound by actions of
the 93rd Congress.

Mr. McCLORY. I did not want to get
into a discussion of what the gentieman
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
I 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 yleld to the gentle-
man.

Mr. BEARD of 'I‘ennwsee Nr Chair~
man, I have a feeling that the gentie-
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 quite
shocked at the language but, with no ref-
erence to that, let me just state that I
think, in regard to the gentleman's
statement, the gentileman may not have
to report to me, and I think the gentle-
man’s statement represents the abso-

‘lutely total hypocrisy that is projectied

by some Members of this House.
Mr. MOSS. I will not yield to the gen-

v
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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 gentleman 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. StanTON) made & public announce-
ment with regard to assassinations, and
two other gentlemen on the committee,
Mr. Derrums and Mr. KasTeN, 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: Chau-ma.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. Chau'
man, will the gentleman from New York

yield to me?

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

‘Mr. JAMES V. STANTON. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to-state
that the gentleman from New York (Mr.
StrarToN) 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 maftter 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 gentieman
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
Congress 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. Jamz=s V. StanToN) was referring
to the gentleman from New York (Mr,
STRATTON). .

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
irom New York (Mr. PEYSER) be per-
mitied to proceed for 3 additional min-
utes,

. The CHAIRMAN. 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. 3

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 Chio 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 a 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. StraTTON) dees not atiribute
it tome, either. 3

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

I would like to say that I ftook 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 resolutlon or \‘.he Ander-
son substitute:

I listened to the debate until 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. s

It is for this reason that I feel a com-
mittee should remain in existence, and
that a committee that is- going to
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:

wanted 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 a 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.. Chairman, 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-
tleman from New York (Mr. PEYSER) has
expired.

(On request of Mr. Harey and by
unanimous consent, Mr. PEysEr was al-
lowed to proceed Ior 3 additional mm-.
utes.) i

Mr. McCLORY. Mr C'ha.irman Wﬂl
the gentleman yield? ;

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

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

I just wani to say in defense of the
Vice President of the United States that
I think his statements were clear. I do
not believe he made the charges which
are attributed to him, and I 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 eatner remarxks
here today.

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

Mr. PEYSER. I yleld to t.he 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 gertleman 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-
txon of a permanent committee. pigle

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman,. I a.ppre-
ciate the gentleman’s remarks. Obvious-
1y 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 ultimate 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. 2

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 somethmg
that is ongoing.

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman. wmthe

gentleman yield?

Mr. PEYSER: Yes, I yield to the g'en-
tleman from minoxs. ) i




et

Mt McCLORY Mr Chalrman T want
to commend the gentieman from New
York (Mr. PEYSER) on his position. -

‘I 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.
P (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-
.- mnounce that all of the contests against
- Members of Congress as a result of the
last election have been resolved by our
committee, and all present Members of
Congress are seated permanently.

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, I move

“to strike the requisite number of words.
+{Mr. GIATMO asked and was given per-

marks b gy

““Mr, GIAIMO.M:' Chau-man Irise in
oppositmn to the amendment of the gen-
‘tieman from Tennessee. (Mr. QUILLEN).
< T 'urge the House to let us get on with

. our business, and let us not lose sight of

- the very important decision to be made
- here today.

.7 -If we get into the personah’d& of in-
dividual Members, we could go on and
-on ad infinitum, assessing blame and at-
tributing credit. Loose-claims of" viola-

~ tions, where violations may or may not

.~ have taken place, should not be -made.
. Let us stick to the issues and keep this

; debate on 2 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 aliegations 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 overwhelming majority of us are
somewhere in 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 Congress, as Representatives, to ex-

ercise to a much greater degree than we

have to date the oversight function.
Mr. Chairman, I want an intelligence-
gathering function in this country, but I
want no secret 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

“mission . to revxse and extend hls re-"
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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 to this amendment. -

Let us either keep in exxst.ence the
present select committee or, if we will,
create a2 new one, but let us get on with

“the job. I submit to the Members there

is a need fora Jjob to be done in this
area.’

~. For 25 yw.rs, 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 FEI, or any
of the other intelligence agencies of the

U.S. Government. Fortuitously at this
. particular period in history, perhaps be-

cause of the Watergate investigation—
if the Members will excuse my making
reference to that, although 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 opportumty to
lock 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
opportunity to continue the investxga-
tion.

The C'H.AIRMAN The txme of the
gentleman has expired.

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

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute offered by the gentieman from
Tennessee (Mr. QUILLEN).

The question was taken:: and the
Chairman announced that the noes
appeared to have it.

EECORDED VOTE

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Chaxrman I de—
mand a recorded vote. ¥

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 122, noes 293,
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Tennmee (Mr. QuiLLEN) that there is answered “present” 2, not voting 17, as

follows:
[Roll No. 390]
AYES—122

Abdnor Gradison Muriha
Alexander Guver Myers, Ind.
Ashbrook Hagedorn O'Brien
AuCgin Hammer- Pettis
Bafalis schmidt Poage
Bauman Hansen Pressler
Beard, Tenn. Harsha Quilien
Bevill Hastings Rbodes
Broomfield Hébert Roberis
Brown, Calif. Hillis Robinson
Brown, Ohio ~ Hoit Rousselct
Broyhill Hubbard Santini
Buchanan Hutchinson Batterfield
Burgener Hyde _ Schroeder
Burleson, Tex, Jarman Schulze
Byron Jenretie Sebelius
Carter - Johnson, Pa,  Shriver
Casey Jones, Okla. Shuster
Cederberg Jones, Tenn. Sikes
Chappell Eelly Smith, Nebr.
Ciancy EKemp . Snyder
Clausen, EKetchum . . Spence’

Don H. Kindness .. Steed
Clawson, Del Krueger ' Steiger, Ariz.
Collins, Tex. Lagomarsino Stratton
Conable Landrum Stuckey
Cornell Lent Talcott
Crane Levitas Teaylor, Mo.
Daniel, R. W, Litton ' Taylor, N.C.
de la Garza - Lioyd, Tenn.  : Waggonner
. Derwinski ,_ ..lott _ », Walsh
Devine : McDoneld = Wampler
Dickinson McEwen ~ - Whitehurst
Duncan, Oreg. Martin S~ Wiggins
Duncan, Tenn. Mathis .. Wilson, Bob
Edwards, Ala, Michel Winn
Fithian Miller, Ohio Wydler
Filorio Mitchell, N.Y. Wylie
Flynt - Mont,gomery - Young, Alaska
Forsythe Moore .~ Young, Fla.
Frey Moorhead, Young, Tex.
Goodling . = Calif, 5

~ce ! NOES—283

Abzug - Cotter . Hamilton
Adams Coughlin
Addabbo D’Amours
Ambro Daniel, Dan
Anderson, Daniels, N.J.

Calif. Danielson
Anderson, Tl1.— Davis
Andrews, N.C. Delaney
Andrews, Dellums
* N.Dak. <~ Dent
Annunzio Derrick
Armstrong Diggs
Ashley Dingell

in Dodd

Badillo Downey
Baldus Downing
Barrett Drinan
Baucus du Pont"
Beard, R.L Early
Bedell Eckbardt
Bennett Edgar Horton
Bergland Edwards, Calif. Howard
Biaggi Eilberg Howe
Biester "Emery " Hughes -
Bingham English Hungate
Blanchard Erlenborn Ichord
Blouin Esch ~Jacobs
Boges Eshieman Jeffords
Boland Evans, Ind. .  Johnson, Calif,
Bolling Evins, Tenn. Johnson, Colc.
Bonker . Fary Jones, Ala.
“Bowen - Pascell Jones, N.C.
Brademas Fenwick ‘- Jordan
Breaux Findley . ....Kasten
Brinkley Fish Kastenmeier
Brodhead Fisher _ Kazen
Brooks Fiood EKeys
Brown, Mich, Flowers Eoch
Burke, Calif. Foley . Krebs
Burke, Fia. Ford, Mich., ' " LaFsalice
Burke, Mass, Ford, Tenn, 7 Latta
Burlison, Mo, Fountain Leggett
Burton, John - Fraser -
Burton, Phillip Frenzel Lloyd Calif.
Carney Geayvdos Long, La.
Carr Gisimo Long, Md.
Chisholm ‘Gibbons Lujan
Clay Gilman McClory
Cleveland Ginn McCloskey
Cochran Goldwater * McCollister
Cohen Grassley McCormeck
Collins, 111, Green McDsade
Conte “uo - Gude McFall
Conyers Haley * McEKay
Corman Hall . McEinney
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Macdonaid Patterson, Skubita
Ladden Calif. Slack :
Pattison, N.¥. Smith, Jowa .
Pepper Solarz
Perkins Speillman
Peyser Staggers
Pickle Stanton,
Pike J. William
Preyer Stanton,
Price - - James V. =
Meyner Pritchard Stark
Mezvinsky Quie Steelman
Mikva Railsback Stephens .
Milford Randall Stokes
Miller, Caitf. Rangel Studds
Mil Rees Sullivan
Regula Symington
Reuss Thompson.
Mink Richmond Thone
Mitchell, Md, Rinaldo Thornton
Moalkley Risenhoover-  Traxler
Moffett Rodino Treen
Moorhead, Pa. Roe Tsongas
Morgan Rogers Ullman -
Mosher Roncalio Van Deerlin
Moss Rooney Vander Jagt
Aozt Rose Vander Veen
AMurphy, Bl Rosenthal Vanik
Murphy. N.Y. Rostenkowski Vigorito
Myers, Pa. Roush Waxman
Natcher Roybal Weaver
Neal Runneis Whalen
Nedzi Ruppe White
Nichois Russo Whitten
Nix Ryan . Wilson, C. H. -
Nolan St Germain Wilson, Tex...
Nowak Sarasin Wirth
Oberstar Sarbanes Wolft
Obey Scheuer Wright
O'Hara Schneebell Yates
O'Neill Seiberiing Yatron
Ottinger Sharp Young, Ga.
Passman Shipley Zeferettd ..
Patman, Tex. Simon e
Patten, N.J. Sisk oo
ANSWERED “PRESENT"— 4
Breckinridge Gonzalez
NOT VOTING—17
Archer Fuqua Steiger, Wl&
Bell Earth Symms .
Butler McHugh Teague
Conlan Matsunaga Udatl
Evans, Colo. Mollohan Zabloeki
Fuiton Riegle

So the amendment was rejected
The Clerk announced the rollowmg

pairs: o

On this vote: AR y 2

Mr. Symms for, with Mr. McHugh sgalnst.
Mr. Conlan for, with Mr. Riegle against.
Mr. Teague for, with Mr. Zablocki against

The result of the vote was a:mounced'

as ahove recorded.

AMENTDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A svnsrrru‘rx
OFFERED BY MR, ANDERSON OF ILLINOIS

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment in the nature
of a substitute. -
""1e Clerk read as follows:

endment in the nature of a substitute
by Mr. Avperson of Illinois: On page
rike \Il after the “Resolved” clause and
sert in lieu thereof the following:
“That the Select Committee on Intelll-
Jence is abolished immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution. However, funds
autlaorized for the use of the Select Commite
r House Resolution 138 may be ex-
lor a period not to exceed thirty days
e purposes of staf salaries and for the
parment of expenses incurred by the select

mitiee prior to the adoption of this reso-

All papers, documents, and cther ma-
nerated by the select committee
Anl b2 transferred upon the adoption of
<43 rfesclutlon to the keeping of the Clerk
the House, pending their further disposi-
fv‘.an 2s provided by section 2 of this resolu-

ials ge

of

“TRaw

SFTFR OF AUTHORITY, MATERIALS, AND
FUNDS
"SEc. 2. Upon the adoption by the Homuse
of Representatives of a bill or resoiution es-
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tablishing a joint commitiee on intelligence
(by whatever name), it shall be in order to
immediately appoint the House members to
that committee for the purpose of assuming
the Tull authority previously delegated to the.
Select Committee on Intelligence, under the
provisions and conditions, and using the re-
maining available funds; of Eouse Resolu-
tion 138. The House members of the joint
committee shall constitute an interim ad hoc
committee on intelligence of the House until
such time that-final action is taken 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 interim ad hoc com-
mittee upon its appointment.”

(Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and
wasglvenpermlssiontorevxseandex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man and members of the committee, I
think the House has very convincingly
demonstrated 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 nothing
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 t.he House House Rw-
olution 591.. .

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
Youwe) spoke, and very correctly so, o
the need to establish a chain of command
that would establish, as he put it, con-
gressional accountability for the intelli-
gence activities carried on by this eoun-
try. I would suggest that this very worthy
purpose will not be aecomplished 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 Committee on Inteiligence

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

. Mr. Chairman, I want toaa.nswer ‘a

couple of the arguments that have been
raised against this proposition today by
my friend from Illinois (Mr. McCrLorY),
who seeks to preserve his present rank-
ing status en the select committee—and
I would support him, I will assure him;,
on any future assignment 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 acquiescing in the crea-
tion of a joint committee. -

I would point out that the Senate cer-
tainly is not going to do that because,
until the Church commitiee 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.pericd, if the
House proceeds as I am sure it would
to promptly adcept 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 committee.to 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 its successor
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will be in a position to’ recommend how -

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 question of .
improving or reorganizing oversight by
the Congress, I think to imply that the
Rules Committee, which affer all does
have original jurisdiction over this mat-
ter, does not have the capability of for-
mulating a . sound and effective joint
committee proposal is to do a disservice
to the members of the Committee on
Rules. * ;

Letmemrtha:pomtoutthatthedis-
tinguished chairman of the Rules Com-~
mittee assured me this week, when we
were holding hearings on this proposi-
tion, that he would promptly schedule 2
hearing before that committee on the
propositions now pending before the
Committee on Rules to set up a Jomt
committee.

In other words; t.here is noneed to fear
a hiatus, a gap of any kind. The Com-
mittee on Rules can proceed promptly
withr 2 hearing on how to best fashion
the instrumentality by  which we can
assure the people of this couniry that
they are getiing an effective, continuing
oversight on mtelhgence that we should
have.

To simply tinker with ‘the present
membershxp 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 youw are going to

get the kind of down-the-line continu-

ing oversight that we have needed im ~ =

this country for thelastz'?years,ever
since the CIA was established.
" - So I would suggest that that, rather z
than the substitute which I am propos-
ing, is the real prescription for delay. - .
Mr. McCLORY. ,Mr. Chairman, wm_-
the gentlemanyield? .. - - T
- Mr. ANDERSON olminois.lyleldto s
the gentleman.. i el L S anEe S
Mr. McCLORY. I want to coznmen
the gentleman for his enthusiasm and
zeal regarding proposals for oversight;
and I think they are good recommenda-
tions for goals for the purpose of as-
suming the rightful role of responsibil-
ity-of this House of Representatives.
Mr. ANDERSON cof Illineis. 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 thit 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 ereate that
joint committee, not wait for some rec- -
ommendation that might come a year
Irence. The Rockefeller Commission onr
the CIA has recommended this. There
is no question there is a need bofore the
country today.
The CHATRMAN. The time of t.hegm-
tleman has expired. A

(On request of Mr. Bnooumn and by

unanimous consent, Mr. Axpeasow of Illi=—

nois was allowed to proceed for 1 addi-
tional minute.) & Sof
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~ .. Mr. BROOMFIELD, Mr. Chairman, Intelligence Oversight. I would strongly

will the gentleman yield? ;
Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I yield to
-the gentleman-from Michigan.
Mr. BROOMFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of the amendment to

- House Resolution 591 offered by the dis-,

tinguished chairman of the House Re-
publican Conference, -the gentleman
from Ilinois. - Tz SR
During my period of service on the
Murphy Commission and in light of reve-
lations about the excesses of and lack

- of control .over the intelligence com-
" munity, I became convinced of the clear,
urgent requirement for a Joint Commit-

tee on Intelligence Oversight. On
June 25, the chairman of the Committee
on International Relations and I intro-
duced H.R. 8199 to establish a Joint
Committee on Intelligence Oversight ei-
fective January 3, 1976, the deadline for
the current select committee to com-
plete its investigation. I note that the-

-gentleman from Illinois is & . cosponsor

‘of - similar legislation introduced the
same day. . st : ;

o In suggesting January 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- _ g

- mittee or any investigation it might un- t€e in place is no strong argument for

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 questionable 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
chairmen, Our approach to oversight
requires not & compromise solution, buf

~ & new, creative assessment of the prob-

lem and a clean break from past efforts.

- I believe the proposal of the gentleman

from Illinois 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 intelligence

oversight. -~
Isense general agreement in the House

- on the need for a Joint Commitiee on
- Intelligence Oversight—the sooner the

resist any situation in which the select
committee is abolished without the
promise of a new joint commitiee to take
its place. - : L

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 ean
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 gentleman from Illinois provides the
best avenue of approach.

Mr. MYERS of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I yield to
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
& long time to this House. I hope it does
not make too much logic so that it is
unacceptable to the House. ;

-Mr. -Chairman, I think now is the

-time, “as - the gentleman stated, to do

what should have been done years &go.
Just because we have a special commit-

not doing what we should do o have a
permanent Joint Committee on -Intel-
ligence. = i AT
Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I thank
the gentleman. s 2

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, will .

the gentleman yield? "~ - - : :
Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. I yield fo
the gentieman. s s
- 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 a 5-to-4 membership?

. Mr, ANDERSON of Ilinois. 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 & reso-
lution which they adopt, to determine
how many members they would contrib-
ute o 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,

better. Let us now move promptly -2nd I rise in opposition to the amend-

toward 2 new beginning on this im-
portant issue. As a coauthor of H.R. 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 accept responsibility 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 gets credit for the initiative.

In supporting the amendment of the
gentleman from Illinois, I am accepting
the assurance that the Rules Committee
will promptly report out & bill calling for
the formation of a Joint Committee on

¢

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 50 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 last hour of our time on the ficor here
today. I tried to close debate somewhat
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early on the previous.amendment which
was defeated by a vote of 215 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 oppose the amendment in the nature
of a substitule offered by the gentleman
from Ilinois (Mr. ANDERSON). I think if
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 prejudege 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.

(Mr. EDGAR asked and was given per-
mission to revise-and 'extend his re-
marks.) 2 2

Mr. EDGAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the Anderson amendment. I
disagree with my colleague, the gentle-
man from Missouri- (Mr. Boiring)., I

.-think that this particular direction

should 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 and the
Senate committee have verified that a
number of these incidents, once scoffed
at, have actually occurred,and may only
be the tip of & sinister iceberg. i

The American people have been horri-
fied at violations 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 agencies. We know very little
about the intelligence community, not
even an estimate as to how much this
chamber appropriates each vear to the

Mr. Chairman, I 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 committee, an ongoing com-
mittee. - xs

I would simply raise the point that the
oversight of our intelligence community
is not like that of a Joint Committee on
Aging or like a Joint Committee on
Energy or like a joint committee on many
of the issues that we have, but it is the
logical way in which the United States
of America, through both the House and
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the Senate, can oversee, review,
analyze the intelligence agencies.

-. Chairman, for years, our over-
nto these agencies has been mar-
2t best, and it is clear that the
ican public wants to believe that if
a monster exists, at least it is bemg
watched and snared.

T helieve we would be abrogating our
duty if we did not engage in an active,
p:ul mvatigamon So far, the in-

and

mum vou have confidence m a legxsla-
tive body which after 6 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- eﬂ.’ective
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 rrom II=
linois, Mr. McCLORY, 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-
sox and Mr. BresTeErR 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
h) produce results. A compromise that

vili insure immediate action must be
acce
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., Chairman, the question is over-
slght and I call upon my colleagues to
support 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
irom under the rocks which the com-
nittee may overturn.

The allegations which have been made
cannot be swept under the rug by the
House of Representatives. This should be
partisan 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

nted. To vote against this amend- -

mistakes and individuals have "made
some mistakes. Bui to paraphrase a great
baseball pundit, the American people
would rather see errors of enthusiasm,
than errors of indifference.

I yield back the balance of my fime.

Mr. BURGENER. Mr. Chai::man, wﬂl
the gentleman yield? :
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Mr. EDGAR. I yield to the gentleman

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 Illinois (Mr. AnbpErsON) because I
deeply believe that the long-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 evaluation 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 the
task of investigating allegations of past
excesses. I am confident that the investi-
gation will provide the facts necessary to
determine our future course. That is 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 provlde the means to that
end.

Mr. BIESTER Mr. Chmrman w111 the
gentleman yield? .

Mr. EDGAR. I yield bo the gentleman
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 gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. EpGaRr).

As another gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania said previously, this solution rep-
resents so logical and so rationmal an
answer that perhaps it may not receive
sufficient support. It deserves our sup-
port, and this House can demonstrate
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 Illinois (Mr. AN-

DERSON) .

Mr. EDGAR. Mr. Chmrman, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. Chairman I
move to strike the requisite number of
words. s

(Mr. BRODHEAD asked and was
given permission o revise and extend
his-remarks.)

"Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. Chairman; I
rise in opposition to the amendment; of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois

~(Mr. ANDERSON).

It seems to me that too much atten-
tion on this whole maiter has been de-

voted to what has happened in the past.. -

Too much time has been devoted to-a-
discussion of misdeeds that may have

'\ happened 8, 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, it seems to me that the
issue facing us is, what can we, as the
House of Representatives, do to improve:
the oversight of the intelligence com-—
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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 intelligence community so that we
can stop improper actions and supporé
the legitimate and nec%sary wo::k tbafl:
is being done?

‘We must correct the abus&, 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. However,
rather than focus on those actions that

happened in the past, T think we must _

focus on how we can.keep those kinds
of things from happening in the future,
and I think an investigation is needed
and recommendations are needed as to
what we ean do, as the House of Repre-
sentatives, to rectify the situation.. « =~

The Senate is proeeeding with its own

investigation, and I think it is 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 & viable solutionr 6
months ago. I.do not think it is viable
today, since the Senate mvstigaﬁon is
rather far along.

Mr. Chairman, I think what we need

to do is to go-ahead and do what the
Committee on Rules has suggested, to

reconstitute the select committee with
a larger number of members, with per--:

haps some changes
so that we can go
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.
I do not want to take sides in what has
occurred, but I do think that it should be

the membership,
ead with a mean-

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 to
work in the future except with a new
committee. I think we can go ahead and
do the job under those circumstances.
Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to the
chairman and to members of the exisf-
ing commitiee. I think they "have
worked hard. I think they tried to do &
job. They just found that there were .
irreconcilable conflicts among the mem-
bers of the select committee.

I say, let us go ahead and put those -

matters behind us. Let us look to Ehe :




o
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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 a new

committee is the best way to go and is

far superior to the suggestion offered by ’

the gentleman from Illinois (Mr
- ANDERSON). :

Mr. McCIDRY. Mr. Chairmen, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRODHEAD. Yes, I yield to the

-.gentleman from Illinois.

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

I think we see eye to eye on this, and a
joint committee ‘would ultimately be an
appropriate thing. However, it would
provide a very confusing situation, in-
ciuding the possible establishment of an
ad - hoc- committee and the effective
abolishment within 30 days of the pres-
ent committee. -

'This ad hoc committee, it seems to me,
would follow the: provisions of House
Resolution 138, and would reqmre the
- same composition as the select commit-
tee, which would be a very poor basis
upon which to establish at some uncer-

- tain later date—a joint committee.

- Therefore, Mr. Chairman, - while ‘I

- think the gentleman from Michigan

(Mr. BropHEAD) 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 committee; 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. Chau'ma.n, I thank the genﬂeman

= for yielding. -

~Mr. BRODHEA.D Mr Cha.lrman, 5
thank the gentleman for his remarks.
- I.think the gentleman is correct thet
a joint committee 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. 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, 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 think is
the guestion at issue.

Let me say at this point that I tsake
- this time primarily to direct a question
or two to my colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois (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 was urged from time to time
throughout the discussion of this issue.
And I-Tor one am dedicated and would
publicly make a commitment that I
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 committee.

I have had some problems with the ap-
proach of the gentleman from Illinois,
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 bill, is as dedicated
as I am, or any other member of the
Committee on Rules, to the ultimate
establishment of a permanent oversight
committee: And I am not trying to put
words in his mouth.

As I understand his section 2, he says
that upon the adoption by the House of
Representatives of -a 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~

Tilinois is pointing toward, but I am at
a bit of a loss as to how we can act inde-
pendently from the standpoint of going
immediately ahead and settmg up an ad
hoc commitiee. - '
- Iwould apprecmte a little bit more in-

- formation on that, because it seems to

me this will ultimately become a 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'vield 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 2 Jomt
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,
under its terms, Members- could be ap-
pointed immediately, 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
1o take up the work of the present select

July 16, 1975

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-
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
Illincis proposes that the House would
pass simply a House resolution appoint-
ing the House Members of such & joint
committee.

Mr. ANDERSON of mmms. 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
to 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-
rect?

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 a joint committee of 14 members;
some would call for a joint committee of
19 members. I am not personally dog-
matic on the size of that committee. I
think that it ought not to be too large.
I serve presently on a joint commitiee,
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 committee and as an oversight
committee. = -

Mr, SISK. If the gentleman 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. I am
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, but in this case I think it is the
only answer. - E

I agree with the gentleman AsIsay, 1
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 CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

{Mr. SISK asked and was given per-
mission to revise a.nd 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 ic
committee. I would think that we would
be making a great mistake to make this

‘decision today, without debate or hear-
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ings on a final commitment to a joint
committee.

We must address questions regarding
the destruction of our bicameral legisla-
tive system and the impairment of the
jurisdiction of the current standing
committees of the House and the Senate.
I can assure that once a joint committee
is established regardless of the extent or
limits of its jurisdiction, the White House
will immediately instruct all the agencies
to deal only with that joint committee.
Then both Houses would be at the mercy
not only of the permanent members of
the joint committee. but of the staffs,
also.

There are 10 joint committees now.
Can anyone here name all 10 joint com-
mittees?

The last point I want to make, Mr.
Chairman, is that the mandate of the
select commitiee includes a requirement
that it recommend to this House whether
or not there should be a joint committee
or some other arrangement for further

congressional oversight of U.S. intelli- -

gence agencies.

I think that we should turn the Ander--

son substitute down and await the rec-
ommendations of the select committee.

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

Mr. EDWARDS of California. I yield
to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. McCLORY. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding.

I just point out that in the first sen-
tence of the gentleman’s amendment, the
committee would be abolished and the
committee would remain abolished until
such time as the joint committee was
provided for in a new House resolution.

I would like fo point out further that
this business of adding members or sub-
tracting members, depending upon what
the Senate would do with any proposed
new joint committee on intelligence
would be something that would have to
be taken care of in the proposal by which
any such joint committee as set up. It
seems to me this amendment of the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON) is
way premature. It is very confusing. It is
a greal idea, and I support the idea as
an ultimate goal, but at this time it is
the wrong idea in the wrong place and
n: the wrong time. I hope it will be voted
down, as the prevxous amendment was
voted down.

- AMr. EDWARDS of California. I thank
Lie genteiman.

BOLAND. Mr. Chairman, the issue
ented to this body by House Reso-
e n 591 involves a very weighty prob-
*2 [or me. I have always held the con-
m that the very nature of intelli-

& Op

-
.

d vet very discreet overview.
* avalanche of revelations that has
recently laid bare many previous activi-
the CIA only goes to show that
nt oversight capability vested in
commitiee of this Congress is—
s been—sorely missed by the two
‘s of Congress.
self first advanced this opinion
1 a few years of my arrival in the
. In 1oao, along with my good

erations demands very compe-
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friend, the distinguished majority lead-
er,” my colleague from Massachusetts
(Mr. O’Nemnr), I proposed a joint com-
mittee to investigate and review the ac-
tivities of our intellizence community,
particularly the newly formed CIA.

Because of my belief that a permanent
joint committee is required, if we seri-
ously expect to prevent the kind of il-
legal and unconscionable acts that have
already been perpetrated in the name of
national security, I have reintroduced
my resolution of 20 years ago.

At the same time, however; I sincerely
believe that the present House inquiry,
which, as we all know-has become criti-
cally bogged down, must continue.

The staff is there, as is the framework
for an exhaustive investigation. There
has never been any doubt as to the en-
thusiasm or commitment of the members
of the committee to pursue an investiga-
tion.

Most importantly, this body is just as
competent as the Senate to conduct such
an inquiry, and it wishes to do so. The
reasons for this are obvious and com-
pelling. The House shares the respon-
sibility of enacting laws which will pro-
‘tect the citizens of this country from
t.hreats both external and internal.

‘In every case, it must be on the alert
to insure that the laws of the United
States perform that duty or are
amended to insure that they do. -

T have said that I believe that a per-
manent- joint committee ‘is one of the
long-range answers to the problems at-
tendant on the issues now before us.

I do not believe, however, that this
conviction should lead any member to
vote to cut off the present House select
comimittee’s investigation—no matter.
how unsuccessful its record has been to
date. -

“That would, to my mind, constitute
an admission of the House’s inability or
unwillingness to get to the heart of the
abuses that are reported to have been
committed. o s

Such a termination, 11 approved
would only fuel the fires of criticism
surrounding the House with further evi-
dence of division and lack of direction.

I believe that the House must order
its household by itself or it will be un-
able to order that of other agencies of
government..

Accdrdingly, I oppose the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Illinois—and I urge passage of House
Resolution 591 as proposed by the Com-
mittee on Rules.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute offered by the gentleman from
Tllinois (Mr. ANDERSON) .

The question was taken: and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared
to have it.

- RECORDED VOTE

Mr. ANDERSON ‘:of Illinois. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 178, noes 230,
answered “present” 1, not voting 25, as
follows:
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[Roll No. 391] -
AYES—1T8
Abdnor Gaydos Murtha
Alexander Gilman Myers, Ind.
Anderson, Ill. Goldwater Myers, Pa.
Andrews, Goodling Nedzi
N. Dak. Gradison O’'Brien
Armstrong GCrassley O'Hara
Ashbrook Guyer Passman
Ashley Hagedorn - Pettis
AuCoin Hammer- Poage*
Barfalis schmidt Pritchard
Bauman Hansen Quie
Beard, Tenn. Harsha - - Quillen -
Bevill Hastings Railsback
Biester Hechler, W. Va. Rees -
Blanchard Heckler, Mass., Regula
Bowen Heinz Rhodes
Brinkley Hightower Rinaldo
Broomfield Hillis Robinson 4
‘Brown, Mich. Hinshaw Rostenkowski
Brown, Ohio ~ Holt Rousselot. -
Broyhiil Horton Ruppe
Buchanan Hows - Santini -
Burgener Hubbard Sarasin
Burleson, Tex. Hughes Satterfield
Carter Hutchinson Schneebeli
. Casey Hyde Schroeder
Cederberg Ichord Schuilze
Chappell Jacobs Sebelius
Clancy Jarman Shriver
Clausen, . Jeffords Shuster
Don H. Jenrette Simon
Cleveland - Johnson, Colo. Sisk
Cochran Johnson, Pa. - Skubitz
Cohen Kelly Slack
Collins, Tex. Kemp Smith, Nebr.' =
Conable Eetchum Snyder -
Conte Kindness Spellman.
Cornell Krueger Stanton,
Coughlin Lagomarsine J. William -
D’Amours Latta Steiger, Ariz.
Devine -- 7 - Lent Stratton
Dingell 3 Levitas - . Talcott S
Duncan, Oreg. Litton - Taylor, Mo.
Duncan, Tenn. Lloyd, Tenn. Thone )
du Pont Lujan = Traxiep-re= sy
Edgar McCloskey ~ Van Deerlin-
Edwards, Ala. McCollister Vander Jagt
Emery McDade Walsh g
English McDonald Wampler -~ e
Erlenborn McEwen en *
Esch - McKinney Whitehurst
Eshleman Madigan Wiggins
Evans, Ind. Maguire - Wilson, Bob
Fenwick -~ Mann Winn
Fish Martin - Wydler
Fithian Mathis Wrylie
Florio Michel Yatron ¢
Flynt Miller, Ohio Young, Alaska
Forsythe Minish Young, Fla.
Frenzel Mitchell, N.Y. Young, Tex.
Frey Mosher- -
s R s NOES—230
Abzug 2 Carr. "
Adams . Chisholm .- *
Addabbo .Clay <=+
Ambro Collins, TI1.
Anderson, Conyers -
Calif. Corman
Andrews, N.C. Cotter
Annunzio Crane
Aspin Daniel, Dan Gonzalez
Badillo Daniel, R. W.
Barrett Daniels, N.J.
Baucus Danieison
Beard, R.I. Davis
Bedeil de la Garza Hamiiton
Bennett Delaney Haniley -
Bergiand Deillums Hannaford
Biaggi Dent Harkin
Bingham Derrick Harrington
Blouin rwinski Harris s
Boggs Dickinson Hawkins
Boland Diggs 7 Hayes, Ind.
Bolling Dodd Hays, Ohio
Bonker Downey Habert
Brademas Downing Hefner
Breaux Drinan Helstoski
Brodhead Early Henderson
Brooks Eckhardt . Hicks
Brown, Calif. Edwards, Calif. Holland
Burke, Calif. Eilberg Holtzman
Burke, Fla. Evms. Tenn. Howard
Burke, Mass. Hungate -
Burlison, Mo, F\asceu Johnson, Calif.
Burton, John Findley = Jones, Ala.
Burton, Phillip Fisher Jones, N.C..
Byron Flood Jones, Okla.
Carney

Flowers Jones, Tenn.




STl - NOT VOTING—25.

e

- - = ~

Jordan Sarbanes
Kasten eal Scheuer
Kastenmeier Nichols Seiberling
Kazen .- Sharp
Keys Nolan Shipley

- Koch = Nowsak Sikes
Krebs = Oberstar Smith, JTowa
LaFalce Obey Solarz .
Landrum O'Neill Spence
Leggett . Ottinger Staggers e
Lehman Patman, Tex. Stanton,
Long, La. Patten, N.J. James V.
Long, Md. Patterson, Stark
Lott Calif. Steed
McClory Pattison, N.Y. Steelman
McCormack Pepper Stephens
McFall Perkins Stokes
McKay - Peyser Studds -

. Macdonald =  Pickle Sullivan
Madden Pike - Symington -
Mahon Pressler Taylor, N.C.
Mazzoli Preyer Teague
Meeds - Price Thompson
Melcher Randall Thornton
Metcalfe Rangel Treen
Meyner Reuss Tsongeas
Mezvinsky Richmond Ullman
Mikva Risenhoover  Vander Veen

~Milford Roberts Vanik

< Miller, Calif. Rodino ‘Waggonner
Mills Roe Waxman
Mineta Rogers ‘Weaver
Mink Roncalio White
Mitchell, Md. Rooney wmtten

v

e

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman Ifrom
Missouri?

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Chairman, 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 resolut.ion 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 opporfunity of making
a unanimous-consent request that all de-
bate on the amendments to the resolu-
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 reguest. I ask unanimous
consent that House -Resolution 591 be

-~considered as read, printed in the REc-
- ORD, and open to amendment at any .

point. ..
TheCHA]RMAN Is there objectmn to
the request of the gentleman from

Mr. BAUMAN Iobject. ;

The CHAIRMAN. Objection mheard

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).

Karth Riegie

Lloyd, Calif. . Steiger, Wis. =
.- McHugh ~ Stuckey o

. Ma Symms- e

Moffett Udall

Mollohan Vigorito

Montgomery = Wirth

Moorhead, Zablocki -

Calif,

So the amendnient in the nature of a

' substitute was rejected.

The Clerk announced the following

pairs: e

On this vote

Mr. Bell for, with Mr, Matsuna.ga agalnst.

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, with Mr. McHugh against.

Mr. Zablocki for, with Mr, Karth 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 statement. I understand from the lead-
ership that there is an absolutely essen-
tial matter that has to be considered be-
ginning no later than shortly after 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 details, but the leadership
. says they have to have the fioor for other
uses at 2:30. i

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 af any point.

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr.: Bom.mc) there
were—ayes 105, noes 39.

X RECORDED VOTE e

-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 votmg 30, as follows:

- [Roll No. 892]
. AYES—242

Adams Carney Flowers
Anderson, 1. Casey Flynt
Andrews, N.C. Cederberg Foley
Andrews, Chappell Fountain

N. Cochran Fraser
Annungio Corman Gaydos
Aspin Cornell Ginn
AuCoin =+ Cotter Gonzalez
Bafalis Crane Guyer
Baldus “Daniel, Dan Hagedorn
Barrett Daniel, R. W. Haley
Beard, R.I. . "Danielson Hamilton
Bedell - Davis Hammer=
Bennett - de la Garza schmidt
Bergland Delaney "' 'Hanley
Bevill “Dent Hanneaford
Blanchard Derrick Harris
Boland Derwinski Harsha
Bolling Dickinson Hastings
Bonker ~++ Dingell Hawkins
Bowen Dodd Hayes, Ind.
Brademas Downing Hays, Ohio
Breaux -, Drinan Hébert
Breckinridge * Duncan, Oreg.-- Hefner
Brinkley Duncsan, Tenn, Henderson
Brodhead Eckhardt Hicks
Brooks Edwards, Ala, Hightower
Broomfield Eilberg Hillis
Brown, Calif. English Hinshaw
Buchanan Eshlemean Holland
Burgener Evens, Ind. Howard
Burke, Fia. Evins, Tenn., Howe
Burke, Mass. Fary - ~ Hubbard
Burleson, Tex. Fisher Hungate
Burlison, Mo, = Flood __ Ichord
Byron - . Florio Jacobs
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Jarman
Jenrette
Johnson, Calif.
Johnson, Pa.
Jones, Ala.
Jones, N.C.
Jones, Okla.
Jones, Tenn.
Jordan
Kastenmeijer
Kazen

Kelly
Ketchum
Keys
Krueger
Lagomarsino
Landrum
Latta
Lehman
Levitas
Litton
Lloyd, Calif.
Lioyd, Tenn.
Long, La.
Long, Md.
Lott
McCormack
McEwen
McFall
McKay
Madden
Meaguire
Mahon
Menn
Mathis
Meeds
‘Metcalfe
.Meyner
Michel
Milford
Miller, Ohio
Milis

- Mink

Mosakley
Montgomery
Moore
Moorhead, Pa.

Abdnor
Abzug
Addabbo

- Alexander

Ambro
Anderson,
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Moorhead, Satterfield
Calif. Schroeder
Morgan Sebelius
Moss Shipley
Murphy, Ill. Shriver
Murphy, N.Y. - Sikes
Murtha Sisk
Natcher Skubitz
Neal Slack
Nichols Smith, Towa
Nolan Bmith, Nebr.
Oberstar Solarz
Obey Spellman
O’'Brien Spence
O'Hara Staggers
O'Neill Stanwon,
FPassman J. William
Patman, Tex. Bteed
Patten, N.J. Steiger, Ariz.
-Patterson, Siephens
Calif., Sullivan
Pattison, N.¥Y. Symington
Pepper Talcott
Perkins Teaylor, Mo.
Pickle Taylor, N.C.
Pike Teague
Poage Thorntion
Pressier Traxier
Preyer Uliman
Price Van Deerlin
Quillen Vander Jagt
Randall Vander Veen
Rangel Waggonner
Reuss White
Risenhoover Whitten
Roberts . Wiggins
Robinson - Wilson, C. H.
Rodino .- '~ . Wilson, Tex.
Rogers . Wright
Roncalio Wylie
Rose B Yatron
Roush - —~Young, Alasksa
Rousselot, Young, Fla.
Runnels - - Young, Ga.
Ryan “Young, Tex.
St Germain
Santini
NOES—162
Ford, Tenn. Mosher
Forsythe Mottl
Frenzel - Myers, Ind.
Frey il Myers, Pa.
Giaimo . _ Nedzi
Gibbons Nix
Gilman -° + Ottinger
Goldwater Pettis
Goodling Peyser
Gradison Pritchard
Grassley- ~ - . Railsback
Green Rees
Gude Regula
Hall Richmond .
- Hansen Rinaido
Harkin Roe
Harrington Rooney
Hechler, W. Va. Rosenthal
Heckler, Ilas Rostenkowslki
Heinz . «= . Roybal
Helstoski * ' Ruppe
Holt Russo
Holtzman ~ = ' Sarasin
Horton Sarbanes
Hutchinson Scheuer
Hyde : Schneebeli
effords Schuize
Johnson, Colo. Seiberling
KEasten Sharp
Kemp A Shuster
Kindness Simon
Koch Snyder
Krebs Stanton
LaFalce i James V
Leggett - . + Btark
Lent wowe oo Steelmean
Lujan Btokes
McCiory - Stratton
McCloskey Studds
McCollister - Thone
McDade g Treen
McDonald Tsongas
McKinney ... Vanik
Macdonald " Walsh
Martin Weampler
Mazzoli - Waxman
. Melcher Weaver
Mezvinsky Whalen
Mikva Whitehurst
Miller, Calif. - Wilson, Bob
Mineta . Winn
Minish - ‘Wolfl
Mitchell, Md. Wrydier
Mitchell, N.Y. Yates
Moffett Zeferettl
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NOT VOTING—30

Archer Fulton Rhodes
E Fuqusa Riegle v

Hughes Steiger, Wis.
Karth Stuckey
McHugh Symms
Madigan Thompson
Matsunaga Udail
Mollohan Vigorito
Nowak irth
Quie - 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 Committee on Intelli-
gence, had come to no resolution there-
on. 2 -

REQUEST FOR PERMISSION FOR
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
TO SIT DURING 5-MINUTE RULE
THIS APTERNOON

Mr. FOLEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
Agriculture may sit during the 5-minute
1ule of the House: this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wash-
ington?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.
Speaker, I object. .

The SPEAKER. ObJectmn is heard. .

Mr.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 5901
MAKING APPROPRIATIONS FOR
THE EDUCATION DIVISION AND
RELATED AGENCIES

Mr. FLOOD, Mr, Speaker, I call up the

conference report on the bill (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
uw -eq .‘esn of the gentleman from Penn-

T“e"" w as no objection.

’I“ e Clerk read the statement.
‘onference report and statement,

ings of the House of July 11,

LOOD {during the reading) . Mr.
s B ;;k unanimous consent that
reading of the statement be dis-

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to

. (.=t of the gentleman from Penn-

13 no objection.

AKER. The gentleman from
ia (Mr. Froop) is recognized.
roop asked and was given per-
to revise and extend his

eman yield?
LOOD. 1 yield to the gentleman
Washington.

“CORMACK. Mr. Speaker, wi]l'
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| PERMISSION FOR SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEMONSTRA=

TION OF COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH-

NOLOGY TO SIT DURING HOUSE SESSION THIS

AFTERNOON

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 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
if 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 say: “Wa.lt a min-
ute, Flood.” This conference report is

' $1.3 billion over the Presxdent'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?” A

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?
toNow' this is what the budget proposed

do:

Cut impact aid, a favorite pigeon, $390°

million. :
Cut aid to higher education $200
million.

Cut—hear this—programs for the
handicapped $25 mlllion.
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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 not think the House
wanted us to do that.

Now, when this bill was brought to the
floor back on April 16, the commitiee 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
of $7,332,995,000 for fiscal year ending
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 out of the conference with.a bill
that is closer to the House figure than to
the Senate figure. .

I want to call attention fo the fa.ct
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 this bill. 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 appropriations for
the fiscal year 1977, That is an increase

"of $11,600,000 above the House bill:

Now, we have included advance appro-
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 grant.s 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 to add a
specific amount and a so-called hold
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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 laid 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 Subcommittee on Transportation and
Commerce and the Subcommittee 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 objection. :

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- mm
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 SELECT COMMIT-
., TEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Commitiee of the Whole House -on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the resolution (H. Res. 591)
establishing a Select Committee on In-
telligence.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the

motion offered by the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. BOLLING).

The motion was agreed to. IR S

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.

The Clerk read the title of the resoclu-
tion.

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 the

first section?
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LATTA

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
emendment. :

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Latra: On page
1, line 6 after the words “composed of”, strike
the word ‘tmrteen and insert in neu there-
of "seven -~
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(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
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
7
Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman; I rise

in opposition to the amendment offered

by the gentleman from Oh.io (Mr.
LaTTA) . :
Mr. Chairman, 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 gentieman
from Ohio 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, I 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. T

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, T do
not think there is any logic or anything
sacred in the proposition that we have
13 rather than 7T members.

Mr. BOLLING. I have no pretense that
the matter is sacred; I-just think it is
wiser.

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment
offered by the gentleman from -Ohio
(Mr. LatTa) will be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
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the amendment offered by the gentle-
mean from Ohio (Mr. LATTA) .

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. LaTra) there
were—ayes 27, noes 44.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a 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 Eshieman Moore
Andrews, Filorio Myers, Ind.
N. Dek. Forsythe O’Brien
Armstrong Frenzel Pettis
Ashbrook Frey Peyser
Bafalis Gaydos Poege
- Bauman Goldwater Pressler
Beard, Tenn. Goodling Quie
Bell Gredison Quillen
Biaggi Grassley - Reguia
Broomfield Guyer Rhodes
Brown, Ohioc  Hagedorn Rinaldo
Broyhill Hammer- Robinson
Buchanan schmidt — Rousselot
Burgener Hansen Schneebeli
Burke, Fla. Harsha Schulze
Burleson; Tex. Hastings Sebelius .
Butler Hébert Shriver
Byron Heckler, Mass. Shuster
Carter Hillis Skubitz
“Casey Hinshaw Smith, Nebr.
Cederberg Holt .. Snyder
Chappell Hutchinson Spence
Clancy Ichord * Steiger, Ariz.
Clausen, Jarmean Stratton
Don H. Johnson, Pa. Taylor, Mo.
Clawson, Del Kelly Thone
Cleveland . Eemp Treen
Cochran Ketchum Van Deerlin
Cohen Lagomanino Walsh
Lollins, Tex. Latta . Wampler
Conable Lent © Whitten
Conlan Lott Wiggins
Coughlin —~ Lujan Wilson, Bob
Crane = McCollister Winn
Daniel, R. W. McDade Wydler
Dent McDonald Wylie
Derwinski McEwen 7 ' Yatron
Devine Meadigan Young, Alaska
Dickinson Martin Young, Fla.
Downing Mathis Zeferetti
Duncan, Tenn. Michel
NOES—285
Abzug Burke, Calif. © English
Adams Burke, Mass. Erienborn
Addabbo Burlison, Mo. Evans, Ind.
Ambro Burton, John Evins, Tenn.
Anderson, Burton, Phillip Fary
Calif. Cearney Fascell
Anderson, I1l. Carr Fenwick
Andrews, N.C. Chisholm Findley
Annunzio Clay Fish
Ashley Collins, 1. Fisher
Aspin Conte Fithian
AuCoin Conyers Flood
Badillo © Corman Flowers
Baldus Cornell Fiynt
Barrett Cotter Foley
Baucus D’Amours Ford, Mich.

Ford, Tenn.
Fountain
Fraser
Fulton
Fugua
Gieimo
Gibbons
Gilman

- Ginn
Gonzzalez
Green
Gude

.- Haley

Hall
Hamilton
Hanley
Harkin
Harrington
. Harris
~Hawkins
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Hayes, Ind. . Melcher .. Roush
Hays, Obhio . Metealfe . Roybal
Hechler, W. Va. Meyner Runnels
Hefner Mezvinsky Ruppe
Heinz Mikva ‘Russo
Helstoski Miller, Calif. Ryan
Henderson Mineta St Germain
Hicks Mitchell, Md. Sarasin
Hightower Mitchell, N.Y., Sarbanes
Holland Maakley Satterfield
Holtzman Moffett Scheuer -
Horton Mollohan Schroeder
Howard Montgomery  Seiberling
Howe Moorhead, Pa. Sharp
Hubbard - Maorgan Shipley « - -
Mosher Sikes
Moss Simon
Mottl : Sisk
Murphy, 11, Slack
Jeffords Murtha . . Smith, Iowa
Jenrette Myers, Pa. Solarz
Johnson, Calif,  Natcher Spellman
Johnson, Colo. Neal Staggers
Jones, Ala. Nedzi Stanton,
Joues, N.C. Nichols J. William
Jones, Okla. Nix Stanton,
Jones, Tenn. = Nolan James V.
Nowak- Stark -
Oberstar Steed :
Obey Stephens
O’Hara Stokes
O’Neill Stuckey -
_ Ottinger Studds
Passman Sullivan
Patman, Tex. . Symington
Patten, N.J. Falcott -
Pattison, N.¥. Taylor, N.C.
Pepper Thompson
Perkins Thornton
Pickie Traxler
Pike . Tsongas
Preyer Udall
Price Vander Jagt
loyd, Tenn. Pritchard Vander Veen . -
Long, La. Railsback Vanik 3
Long, Md. Randall Vigorito
McClory Rangel Waggonner
McCloskey Reuss Waxman: .
Mc Lorma.ck Richmond <. Weaver
Riegle Whalen
Risenhoover = White
Roberts Whitehurst
Rodino Wilson, C. H.
Roe Wilson, Tex.
Rogers Wirth
Roncalio Wolff -
Rooney Wright -,
Rose Yates
Rosenthal Young, Ga.

Rostenkowski Zablocki
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—3

Breckinridge Milford Young, Tex.
NOT VOTING—21. .
Archer Mills Rees 3
Brown, Calif. Minish Santini :
Di Mink Steelman
Moorhead, Steiger, Wis.
Calif. Symms
Murphy, N.¥. Teague
Patterson, Ullman.
Calif.

So the amendment was rejected. .
The result of the vote was announced

15 above recorded.

an

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.
Clerk read as foilows:

‘rc. 2. The select committee is authorized
! directed to conduct an inquiry into—

1 e collection, analysis, use, and cost
gence information and allegations
or lmproper activities of intelli-
_agencies in the United States and

I'he

he procedures and effectiveness of co-
among and between the various
e components of the United States

© hvure and extent of executive
oversignt and control of United
telligence activities;

¢ need for improved or reorganized
© by the Congress of United States
e activities;

2 necessity nature, and extent of
i2d covert intelligence activities by
tes intelligence instrumentalities
ited States and abroad;

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE -

(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.- T

Skc. 3. In carrying out the purposes of this
resolution, the select committee is author-
ized to inquire into the activities of the Iol-
lowing:

(1) the National Security Cmmcil

(2) the United States Intelligence Board;

(3). the President's Foreign Intelligence
Advisory Board;

(4) the Central Intelligence Agency.

. (8) the Defense Intelligence Agency;

(6) the intelligence components of the
Departments of the Army, Nsvy. a.nd Alr
Force;

(7Y the Nauona.l Security Agency;

(8) the Intelligence and Research Bureau
of the Department of State;

(9) the Federal Bureau of Investigation

(10) the Department of the Treasury and
the Department of Justice; .

(11) the Energy Research a.nd Develop-
ment Administration; and

(12) any other instrumentalities of the
United States Government engaged in or
otherwise responsible for intelligence opera-
tions in the United States and abroad.

SEc. 4. The select committee may require,
by subpena 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 him, and may be served by any

peréon designated by the chairman or such
member. The chairman*of the select com-
mittee, or any member designated by him,
may administer oaths to any witness.

SEc. 5. To enable the select committee to
carry out the purposes of this resolution, it

is authorized to employ investigators, attor- -

neys, consultants, or organizations thereof,
and clerical, stenographlc. and other a.ssist—
ance.. .

Sec. 6. (a) The select commlttee shau 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 committee
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.

(b)y 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 uniess 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-
ployee or person will be given access by the
select committee.

(c) As a condition for employment as de-
scribed in section 5 of this resolution, each
person shall agree not to accept any hon-
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orarium, royalty, or other payment 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 com.m_lt-
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-chalr-
man of the select committee and approved
by the Speaker.

Sec. 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 soon as practicable but no . later
than January 3, 1976. .

Sec. 9. The authority granted herein shall
expire three months after the filing of the
report with the House of Representatives.

Sec. 10. The Select Committee established
by H. Res. 138 is abolished immediately upon-
the adoption of this resolution. Unexpended
funds authorized for the use of the Select
Committee under H. Res: 138 and all papers,
documents, and other materials generated by =
the select committee .shall be transferred
immediately upon the adoption of this reso-
lution to the select commitf,ee created by this
resolution.

Mr. BOLLING (during the reading). -
Mr. Chairman, I ask that House Resolu- -
tion 591 be considered as read, printed in
the record and open to amendment at
any point. :

The CHATRMAN. Is tbere obJection to
the gentleman from Missouri? .- 2

There was no objection... : .g_ <

Mk

AMENDMENTS omm BY MR. LA’ITA 3

Mr.. LATTA. Mr. Chairma.n, I oﬁer
amendments. : et
The Clerk read as follows S
Amendments offered by Mr. LaTTa: ‘On page
2: On line 9, strike all after the word “of”,
through line 10, and insert in lieu thereot .

“the CIA";

On line 11, strike all after the worcl "ot"
through line 13, and insert.in lleu thereot..
“the CIA"; ;

On line 15, strike al! azter the word "ot" :
and insert in lieu thereof: *“the CIA™; = -

On line 17, strike all after the word "ot"
and insert in lieu thereof: “the CIA"’

. On line 19, strike all after the word “by”,
through line 20, and insert in lieu thereof::
“the CIA™;

On line 25, strike all the language a.nd !.n-
sert in lieu thereof: *“the CIA'; and

On page 3, strike lines 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 9, 10,
12, 13, 14, 15, 186, 17, 18, 19,20, 21, 22, 23, 24
and on page 4, lines 1 and 2.

Mr. LATTA (during the reading). Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
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.

. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection bo
t.he request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

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

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-

o e
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curity of this country. 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 COunch Have
the Members heard or read of anything
about the National Security Council that
would cause this Congress to mvesngate

The U.S. Intelligence Board. I-Ieve the
Members heard or read anything about
the U.S. Intelligence Board—I just over-
heard a Member say, “I never even heard
of it"—which would necessitate an in-
quiry into their mtellxgence activities by
the Congress? -

The President’s Foreign Intelhgence'

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 Foreign Intelhgence -Advisory
. 'Board."

. The Defense Intelhgence 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-from Illinois attempted to

* provide a Joint- Committee 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 Security Agency? Yet it is in this
resolution. X

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
Commitiee on Rules the other day, all
we have to do to run scared is to have
something come out in print between
the time it came out in the Committee
on Rules and the time it got down on the
fioor and, sure enough, we had something
in print about the Federzal 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
the Department of Justxce mtelhgenoe
matters.- (3

-And here is one: On page 3, lme 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, t.hey do it in item 12, “any other
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instrumentalities of the U.S.. Govern-
ment engaged in or otherwise respon-
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 ab-
solutely necessary to the security of this
country.

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

(By unanimous consenf, Mr. LaTTa
was allowed {o proceed for 2 additional
minutes.) .

- ‘Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I do not
believe we want to start investigating
agencies of our Government invoived in
intelligence, that I have not even gotten
into print. As a matter of fact, I wes
‘somewhat surprised the other day to
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 make this mvstlgahon that
broad.

+So I urge t.he Members, regardless of
partisanship—and I hope on this matter
we are not going to divide on partisan
lines—to ask themselves whether or not
this inquiry as set forth here is in the
best interests of your country and mine.
And I believe, as truly as I stand before

‘the Members now, that to get into all
of these intelligence agencies that I have
mentioned, 2nd include item No. 12 that
makes it all-inclusive, is not in the best
interest. of our country—and. that is
your country as well as mine. = .

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chmrman, will the
gentieman yield? -

Mr. LATTA. I yield to the gentieman.

Mr. MARTIN. I thank the gentieman
for yielding.

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? . .

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Larra) has
expired.

(By unzanimous consent Mr. LATTA
was allowed to proceed for 1 additional
minute) -

Mr. LATTA. Mr Cha.u’ma.n, in a.ll
_truthfulness, as I read the 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 U.S.-Govern-
ment.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman I thank
the gentleman. -

July 17, 1975

- Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, T move
to strike the reguisite number of words.
Mr. Chairman, in rising on this sub-
ject, I want first of all to indicate I hope
this will not be a 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 a bipartisan professional staff
for this committee. Whatever becomes of
this select committee, 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 Rockefeller Commission has
done or what-the Church committee is
doing with regard to the CIA..

As -a matter of fact, it would make
more logic, as far as I am concerned, to
eliminate our mandate with regard to
CIA and include all the rest of these in-
telligence  agencies, -because what we
-have here is a widespread congiomerate,
‘8 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 writien.

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 a number of
‘instances by & 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 individual 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 paragraph 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 further
that we should determine whether or
not the law is being followed. 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 snhould 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
betier job.

Our purpose is not to sensationauze I

not think that is the purpose of this
commit.bee, and I hope that will not be

the result of the reconstituting of this:
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
oversight we need. We must come up
with the recommendations that can im-
prove the CIA and improve all the in-
telligence agencies so that we can have

them do what we intended for them to.

do. They should not be overlapping, they
should not be getting in each other’s
way, they should not be refusing to com-
municate with each other when they
should be communicating, and "they

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, wilt the
gentleman yield?

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

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chalrman I t.hank
the gentleman for yielding.

Leb me get clear in my mind what the
gentleman is saying.

Is the gentleman saying that t.h.is
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 thxs that
there is specific authority to establish
rules fo prevent the disclosure of secret
and confidential information which is
received by the committee, and I hope

appropriate rules will be a.dopted and
will be adhered to. It should be:

Mr. LATTA. The gentleman from Il-
linpls (Mr. McCrozry) did not answer
my question. I am asking him for the
second time whether or not he believes
that this resolution, House Resolution

.21, would not permit this committee to

1

‘L into an inquiry of the kind of ac-
ivities these various intelligence groups
“re engaging in. Is that what the gentle-
man is saying?

McCLORY. Let me say in re-
se to that that in my previous dis-
=5i0Ns ‘w‘th_the former chairman or the
5 * chairman of the select com-
it we agreed that insofar as names
q iduals, insofar as individual in-
ent, and individual projects were
d that might jeopardize any in-
1 rights of any persons involved
intelligence activities, that those
and prerogatives would be
oted,

CHAIRMAN. The time of the

man from Illinois (Mr. McCLORY)
3 expired.

Mr
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(On request of Mr. Larra and by
unanimous consenf, Mr. McCLORY was
allowed to proceed for 1 additional
minute.)"

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chaxrman 1it.he 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-
tion, the select committee:is authorized to
inquire Into the activities of the following

Then it reeites the infelligence groupé.
That is just as plain as the English
language can be written.

Mr. McCLORY. Let me say to the gen- -

tleman that in section 2 we find an oui-
line of the work that we are directed-to
perform. That is the mandate of the
committee, and section 3 gives the au-
thority. We are authorized or permitted
to inquire into the activities of these

agencies, but we do not have to. It is

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 t.be a.mend-.

ment will be defeated.

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

1 rise in opposition to the amendment,
and I hope we can vote on this matter
very quickly.

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr Mc-

CLcry) 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-

. 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 to pursue.
Unless they have the opportunity in
the select committee to deal with all the

different aspects of intelligence, I can--
not see how they could possibly pretend -

to make a recommendation on improve-
ments to the Congress.
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, there-

fore, very important that the select com- .

mittee have this broad writ, and I there-
fore urge that the amendment be voted
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 Caroclina.

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 ?

Mr. BOLLING. 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. h

I think that one would have to expect
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
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
a chairman of a seemingly unimportant

subcommittee of the -Joint Economic_

Committee, the Subcommittee on Sta-

tistics, which dealt with most of these

agencies. It would never occur to me to

include them as part of the investigation

and recommendation that would be made
by this resolution. I think we have to ex-
pect that the members of the committee
would be reasonable. Ca

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairma.n if the
gentleman will yield further, I would say
that that is a helpful reply because it

might very well occur to 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?

Mr. BOLLING. I would not expect it
to be involved in anything than what is
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commonly associated with intemgence :

gathering.

Mr. MARTIN. And 11' the purpose of
subsection 3(12) is a catchall, it is not
intended to catch anything?

Mr. BOLLING. The gentleman is cor-

~rect, it is merely to give them  broad
. enough a base so they would not be lim- -

ited in their investigation. :
Mr. MARTIN. I thank the gentlema.n

Mr. LATTA. Mr., Chairman, will t.he 4

gentleman yield?27 LT

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the gentle" :

man from Ohio.’

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman then my

question is that this is the same resolu-

tion with very few changes, that appear -

on page 6, 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.

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 otber
intelligence agencies?

Mr. BOLLING. I did nat 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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mv&hgate any of the enumerated agen-
cies, and perhaps some others that are
not ‘enumerated. = =

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. LATTA. Then let us get back to
‘the language in this resolution. - :

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

(On request of Mr. Larra, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. BOLLING wWas al-
lowed to proceed for 1 add1tional
minute.)

Mr. LATTA. On page 3, would the gen-
tleman 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 aspect of it.

““What I did try to say was that I hoped
we were going to get from this commit-
-tee somé recommendations, and those
recommendations could only be made if
“they had the overall authority. ;

Mr. LATTA. And this would include
activities of those agencies? ™

Mr. BOLLING. 'I’hey are part ot the
overall picture. = ~*

Mr. LATTA. But this is still the lan-
guage in the resolution that created the
exzsting oommittee wmch is in trouble

© NOW.
“Mr. BOLI.JNG They may have to look -

into “the activities of another organiza-
tion’s activities. 35

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman
for clarifying that point, because I think
there was a misunderstanding among the
Members on this fioor 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 glven the
same authority.

Mr. BOLLING. I would certamly not
have intentionally misled the Members.

Mr. Chairman, I would ask for a vote
on the amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.
-~ {0n request of Mr. MarTIN, and by
unimous consent, Mr. BoLLING was al-
lotv;c;d to proceed for 1 a.ddmonal min-
u

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chau-man, Wm ‘the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the gentle—
“man from North Carolina.
. Mr,. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman. further
pursuing the point that was raised ear-

_ lier, could the gentleman clarify wheth-

er it ‘wotild be his intention and expecta-
tion that the committee could look into
such agencies as the postal inspectors,
Bureau of Customs, the Border ‘Patrol,
and so forth?.

Mr. BOLLING. I do not think so, un-
less they led into one of the agencies
-that gathers intelligence, such as for
postal purposes, ‘the Postal Service
being used for mail covers, and
such, as was done in the past. I can
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conceive of an examination of the Postal
Service activities where they are being
qused 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
mponsxbmt:u th.h.m the Posial 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-
man from Ohio (Mr. LaTTa).

The question was taken and the
Speaker announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was refused.

- So the amendments were rejected.
Amnm OFFERED BY MR, MOSS

. Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chairman,Ioﬁeran
amendm-t. 5

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment -offered by Mr. Moss: On
pagel line 7 and 8, strike out “to be ap-
pointed by the Speaker” and . insert in lieu
thereof:”, including those members of the
Select Committee established - by - House
Resolution 138 who choose to be members

- of the select committee established by this

resolution, with additional members to be
appointed by the Speaker”. -

“The CHAIRMAN. The" C'ha.u‘ recog-
nizes the gentleman from- California
(Mr. Moss).

(Mr. MOSS asked and was given per-
mission  to revise and extend hxs
remarks.)

Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chairman, I offer thjs
amendment from a sense of deep per-
sonal conviction that the means being

employed here today are inappropriate to”~

the occasion. Actually what we are do-
ing to attack one probiem is to dissolve
a commitiee and create a committee
with the precise same jurisdiction and
three additional members. That may be
a very 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 a
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 fo the
Members of this House. I think that is
the appropriate way for us to deal with
madtters of this type:

,In my judgment, when I reach the
pomt where T have a matter of. con-
science, T am going to exercise my con-, .
science, rules or no rules, make no mis-
take. I think thaf is a right that is, to
paraphrase Burke, a matier on which 1
am answerable only to the Almighty God
and not to any Member of this House.

I think that we have a serious crisis in
this House as an institution. We have a
crisis of confidence, a crisis of credibil-
ity, and T do not think these kinds of ac-
tions do anvthing to restore public con-
fidence in the credibility of this House
as a responsible and responstve institu-
tion of Government.

Itmnkltlsmthemtermtofthepub~ :

lic that this committee continue with ifs
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 recaicitrant
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 have 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
are doing here.

It will be alleged that we are now or
‘will " be - casting a ‘refiection 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 amendment.

- It is very simple to me and I reaffirm
what I said as I opened my remarks. This
is'a simple matter of my conscience tell-
ing me what I feel is 2 just, 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 I
do not want this as & precedent .for de-
priving Members of their rights.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from California has expired.

(On request of Mr. EckeEarDT, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. Moss was zl.
lowed to prooeed for 2 additional min-
ates. ) .

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

Mr. MOSS. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ECKHARDT Mr. Chairman, I
compliment the gentleman in the well
for devising this solution. T think it is a
cautious solution and it is one which
both breaks the deadlock and avoids the
condemnation of either side on the Coem-
mittee.

It surprises me that we seem to have
given up that means we have always used
to break deadlocks here. When we had
deadlocks and had difficulties with the

‘old Rules Committee we enlarged the

Rules Committee. We did not destroy it
or abolish it or create a new commitice.
When there were problems with the
Ways and Means Committee and it was
necessary to get enough Members 10
break it into subcommittees we enlaAu
that committee. We did not abolish the
old committee. g

Why should we not use that tried and
tested means of breaking deadlocks
simple enlargement?
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Mr. MOSS. The gentleman is correct.

Tn fact the great committee reporting
his 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 Committee to achieve
what was recognized by everybody in 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. oY

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 tned 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. Chairman, 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 particular
Member’s conduct-or character.

I have participated in the debate in.

the Committee on Rules on this measure
and through a period of almost two
monihs there were constant meetings
with the Speaker and with the present
Select Committee. on Intelligence and
there was a deadlock there that just
could not be resolved.

I would say that everybody that was
involved in it tried to offer a solution
and simply could not resolve the differ-
ence.

Now, I happen to respect the dlﬂ'er-
ence. I think there are going to 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
so 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 have the same
principles, but who may just be able to
find ways of reconciling the points of
disagreement.

Now, interestingly enough 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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Comrmttee on Rules each term, simply
because I felt that that would give a
measure of freedom 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. Chau'man, wxll the
gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Georgla 1 yield to the

- gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. DRINAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his comments. .

I wonder if the same objective could
be achieved by enlarging the committee

even further. I do not know of any ex-.

ample, at least in the recent history of
the House of Representatives, where a
committee has been dissolved and then
simultaneously reconstituted.

I worked for some 4 years to dissolve

‘a particular Committee on Internal Se-

curity and it was a long, hard fight. T am
wondering whether or not to achieve the
objective the gentleman mentioned that
the committee could be enlarged, as has
been suggested by our colleagues here
on the Committee on Ways and Means,
Means, the Committee on 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 question
that keeps coming back to me and to
other Members is that I recall that the
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
Giaimo) asked, ‘“Why is it necessary, to
dissolve the existing committee? Why is
not enlargement enough in and of. it-
self?” >

Mr. YOUNG of Georgla Mr
man, let me say why I think—and I am
not speaking for anyone but myself—

I think that in dealing with all kinds-of .

Chalr- :
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sensitive material that thxs 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 that 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. 4 :

The CHAIRMAN. 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. Chau-man wm the
gentleman yield?

Mr.. YOUNG of Georgia. I yield to the
gentleman from Connecticut.

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chairman, as-a
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 committee. 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 of Georgm Then I stand
corrected.
Mr. GI.AIMO And, the question 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 arose a conflict -
with the present chau'xnan of tms com-
mittee.. ...

The C'HAIRMAN The txme of the
gentleman from. Georgxa has agam ex~
pired. - is i -

(On request of Mr. DELLUMS and by
unanimous consent Mr. Younc of Geor-
gia was allowed to proceed for 2 addl-
nonal minutes.)

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Cha.x.rman wﬂl the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. YOUNG -of Georgxa. X y1eld to t.he
gentleman from California.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I thank
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 gentleman. .....-.—

The-second a.rgument that thegent!e—
man proposes is that the integrity of the
questions; this is, the ability "of this
House to investigate and come to the
floor: of. the: Congress with sclutions in
dealing with the intelligence community,
outweighs any particular, single person-

.ality or individual. Is that correct?

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. I think so.-+



H 6982
Mr. DELI..UMS I:would simply sug-
gest to the gentleman that I would agree

that the integrity of the question; that
is, that we must investigate, evaluate

abuses, wrongdoings,  violations of con- °

stitution or eharter, and come back with
recommendations, but I would simply
suggest to the gentleman that in at-
tempting to address the integrity of the
question, we should not in any way
thwart the legitimate nghts of any one
individual.
Let me move with even greater candor.
It is clear throughout this House, on
both sides of the aisle, that the gentle-
man in controversy at this moment is
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
HARRINGTON), our distinguished col-
league. All I am suggesting to the gen-
tleman is that in his pursuit of protect-
ing the integrity of the investigation, we
should not in any way thwart the legiti-
/mate rights of any. distinguished Member
of this House to be challenged on legiti-
mate grounds rather than surrepitiously
being discredited by virtue of the fact
that we could remove that person from
~this committee without an appropriate
hearing: on the: floor of  the Congress.
- That is my argument. On 99 percent of
the issues, the gentleman from. Georgia
~and I are in solid-agreement on those,
but Iam dzametncally opposed bo his po-
sition here. - :

Mr. MITCHELL of Maryland Mr
Chairman, I move to stnke the requlslte
number of words.

{Mr. MI'I‘CHELL of Maryland asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.) -

“= Mr.. MITCEELL of  Maryland. Mr.
- Chairman, I take to the well to sup-
- -port the amendment. Since being in the
- Congres, I have seen a committee of the
Congress perform well, this commitiee
‘was accused of leaks to the press, com-
mittee members - who were accused of
having prejudged the subject, committee
members were accused of having a bias
one way or another over the subject mat-
ter that it was to investigate. I have seen
that committee vilified, ridiculed,
- scorned, laughted at, and insulted by

Members of this House. The committee

that T am talking about, the committee of

which I speak, was the House Judiciary

Committee and its inquiry into impeach-

ment. However, please remember that
- the committee performed in such a man-

ner as to bring credit to every single

Member of this House. That committee

won the respect for this Congress from

the people because it saw a job that had
to be done and -did it :
Let me go one step further. I think my

'colleag'ue from California (Mr. Derroms)”

is absolutely right. The issue is one Con-
gressman MICEAEL HARRINGTON.

-And let me say to you, Mixk, I pray to

God that I will have the courage to do
what you did, to move toward the highest
level of your consc:ence and therefore
benefit all of us.

But apart from that, let me try to speak
to the merits of this particular amend-
ment. What this amendment does is to
‘prevent this House from slandering,
smearing, impugning the motives of every
single Member who serves on that pres-
ent committee.
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Unless we adopt the amendment of-
fer_ed by the gentleman from California,
this House will have, in effect, tried every
single member of the committee and
without  any sort of real investigation
will have found them guilty of not being
able to do the job mandated to be done.
, If we do that, if we follow that pro-

_cedure, 21l that we are doing is resur-.

recting the days of the McCarthy era
when it was possible to smear and im-
pugn and lie on people, distort their
motives and discredit them so thoroughly
that they became almost nonentities in
a system.

* I entreat 'the Members—I entreat
you—to protect the rights and integrity
of every Member who presently serves on
that committee. I urge the Members, do
not to destroy some of your colleagues in
this senseless, needless way. I urge this
House o overwhelmmgly support the
amendment. -

Mr. TSONGAS Mr. Chmrma.n will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MITCHELL of Maryla.nd I yield
to the gentleman.

Mr. TSONGAS. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding. I would like to com-
mend the gentleman for his comments.
I think what he has done-is to point out
that the larger issue here is not the in-
vestigation of the CIA—the Church com-
mittee is doing that, and I think there
is real question as to what we can con-
tribute—the larger question is:the be-
havior of a-Member and his courage in
the situation referred to where none of
us know what we would have done m
that situation. " *

Mr. Chairman, I' would like to asso-
ciate myself th.h the gentlemans re-
marks.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chair-

‘man, I move to strike the requmte num-

ber of words. 3

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

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I think the previous speaker has
articulately and accurately nailed the
issue down in this amendment. I asked
for recognition to strike the requisite

number” of - words, which I guess was -

really a subterfuge because I am opposed,
strongly opposed, to the amendment for

the very reasons that the gentleman

articulated, in that this is indeed a ref-
erendum of behavior.

I am very, very sorry that the amend-
ment was brought—I mean that very
sincerely—because I feel the House is in
a position in which the CIA and the in-
vestizgation is secondary. What the au-
thor of the amendment has asked us to
do very unfairly is to sanction or dis-
approve the actions of Members, about
most of which none of us have any spe-
cific idea except from the publicity.

So I share-the concern .of my friend
from Baltimore,. the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. MiTceeLL),that we would
slander a Member out of hand based
on minimal information.

On the other hand, I will tell my
friend that to ask us to sanction the
behavior that we know of and that we

have heard of is again to place the House -

in a very unfair position, because this
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indeed is not the place ito hear or try
this matter.

Mr. MITCHELL of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. I yield to
the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. MITCHELL of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, I assume the gentleman has
made reference to the gentleman from
MasSachusetts (Mr; HARRINGTON) .

As I sat throughout these hearings,
one thing has been: made manifestly
clear to me-—whatever he did, whenever
he did it, it was not: within the purview
of the proceedings.of the committee. He
has the right to do as he sees fit with
reference to his conscience and to a
higher authority. .

Above and beyond that the House
has a remedy I am not at all sure that
the committee which will hear the Har-
rington issue is the proper remedy, but it
is offered as a. remedy. .o~

Mr. STEIGER»ofvArizona. Mr. Chair-
man, my friend hasstated his point well, .
but I will just tell:my friend, the gentie-
man from Maryland, that I just do not
agree it is that simple a matter.

-If I may, I would like to explain to my
friend what I think is the problem with
this amendment. . The gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON) is in-
deed the problem. The gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. HaRrRINGTON) is in-
deed the issue in the minds of those who
are concerned about the amendment.

My friend, the gentleman from Mary-
land, has stated he believes whatever the
gentleman from Massachusetis (Mr.
HARRINGTON) has done has no bearing on
the committee. In the minds of those
Members who are not on the committee

“and who have not been associated with

the conflict therein; he has a great deal
to do with it. - %

By this amendment this House is be-
ing asked to sanction the membership of
the committee in advance and thereby
sanction indeed the same kind of blanket
amnesty, if you will, - that so offended
people in the case of Mr. Nixon. That is
the view of this Member or that is at
least the position this Member feels he
is being placedin. = -

I will tell my friend that I am not alone
in this position. Therefore, I will tell my
friend further that-I think the amend-
ment is patently unfairito the House and
to the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. HarrINGTON): That is my first
point. I think it is patently unfair, be-
cause whatever is done here is going to
be seen either as an approval or a dis-
approval of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HaRrINGTON) . I will tell my
friend I think that is. unreasonable.

By the same token, the gentleman
cannot ask this Housesand its member-
ship on a bipartisan basis to make a
judgment in- this metter with no more
informationthan we have now.

Mr. MITCHELL wof Marylend. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield just
briefiy? The gentieman has been very
patient with me.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Certaml_»,
I yield to the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. MITCHELL of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, I just wish to point out to the
gentleman that the mere fact that he
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used the words “blanket amnesty,” and
links those words to amnesty in 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 oroceeding. That is why I support
this amendment, -because it will deny
that kind of prejudgment by Members.

Mr. DELLUMS.cMr.* Chairman, - will
the gentleman yleld. to me for a ques-
tion?

Mr. STEIGER. of Arxzona. I yield to
the gentleman from.California. .. -

Mr. DELLUMS::Mr. Chairman, lel: me
ask a hypotheticalrquestion. g

If one of the constituents of the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Arizona al-

leged crime on the part of the distin-.

guished gentleman ‘and that allegation
appeared in therlocal  newspaper, would

the gentleman think it fair if the House

of Representatives:voted to remove the
gentleman from:the~floor.of Congress,
precluding the gentleman from carrying
out his duties as a Member of Congr%s.
without due process? :

Will the gentleman answer thah ques-
tion?

Mr. STEIGER of Anzona. 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 regardless
of how meritorious it might be or regard-
less of the lack of merit.

I will simply tell the.gentleman that
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 presented by the
author of this- amendment. il

The CHAIRMAN. The time ~of the
gentleman from Arizona- (Mr, Smczx)
has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr S'I‘EIGER
of Arizona was allowed to proceed for
1 additional minute.) =Ll

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr.: Cha.lr-
man, I have asked for the:additional
time not to engage in colloguy,-but I
want to make it.very clear to niy friend
and colleaguecthat, “in fact,2it::is my
earnest hope—and I know it’is a base-
less one—that the author of the’amend-
ment will withdraw it for the very reason
which I have stated, because the author
of the amendment is forcing people into

he 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
to the gentleman from New York.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STEIGER) has
expired.

(On request of Mr. Kocm and by
unanimous consent, Mr. STEIGER of Ari-

»

zona was allowed to proceed for 1 addi-
tional minute.)

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Chaxrman will the
gentleman yield? -

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. KOCH. 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 matter 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 caused by the
treatment -he has gotten, which has
focused new attention:and glven new
meaning to it.

I am not questioning the lega.l sxtua-
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 at thah
time, I'will stipulate to it. e

The point is that what I am saymg,
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 prepa.red to render
and that is very unfair.

The CHAIRMAN. The t:ime of the
gentleman from Anzona (Mr S'rzmmz)
has expired.

-~ (On request of Mr. Koca and by unani-

mous consent, Mr. STeicer of Arizona
was allowed to proceed for 1 add.itlonal
minute.) .

Mr.: KOCH.: Mr Chamna.n, wﬂl t.he -

gentleman yield? .

Mr. STEIGER of Anzona I yield to
the gentleman from New York. g 2

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.
HARRINGTON) to that committee w1th
other membkers.

I want to reiterate, the matter which
the gentleman has 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 a difference at
this time because there is nothing that

~ the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.

HarrINGTON) 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 a routine matter in which, as we
normally do, we respected the Speaker s
appointment.

I would simply tell the gentleman that
I am sorry that the amendment is here.
I am urging my friends and colleagues
to vote against it on the basis that 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'a bad
amendment. Merely sitting here and lis-
tening to what has been- said, 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

_whom I know and appreciate. We are . .

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-
tain period of time had gone on, a great
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 results. i

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 that particular-committee, men
whom I have worked closely with, men

not here challenging. the integrity, the -
patriotism or the loyalty of anyone, in-
cluding the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr, HarrINGTON) and other Mem-

- bers who from time to time may be men- -

_tioned. That is not the issue.

At the time that we held hearings in -

_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 distinguished gentleman from Mis-=

souri (Mr. Borring) we had a number
of Members appear and testify. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Har-

RINGTON) appeared, and testified at con- . .

siderable length before the committee.
The gentleman from- California (Mr. =
Derroms) 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 gentle-
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 viclations of
law. I firmly believe that the gentleman
from - Massachusetts (Mr. HARRINGTON):

was totally sincere in doing what hein = °

his conscience *believed to be right. E
totally disagree with his judgment in the
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- matter, because it seems to me—and I
~~.am not expressing any thought here that

J

- before our committee—that neither the’

I did not attempt to express at the time

the gentleman from Massachusetts was

gentleman from Massachusetts nor I, nor
anvone 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 have in 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
distinguished gentleman from Michigan

(M. Nmm) to be chaxrma.n of t.l'us com-

mltbee el o

- Let me make 11; umaJterably clear to all

my friends on the committee, as well as
 other Members, that I for one—and I am

sure many of you will challenge this as
a matter of judgment or disbelieve me—
but I again say as individuals we have
to use such judgment as we have, that I
for one would not have voted to create
this committee had we not been assured
ahead of time in the testimony that the

~ gentleman from Michigan (Mr. N.':nzx)

would be the Chairman.
I want to make that unalterably clear.
The Members can challenge my- Judg-

.ment, maybe it was wrong.

The CHAIRMAN. The tune of the gen-
tleman has expired. -
" (By unanimous consent, Mr. SISK was

- allowed to proceed for 5 additional min-

utes.)

Mr. SISK. Mr. Chairman, let me go
back for a moment to the point at which
this issue first was raised in connection
with the investigation of the CIA. And I
hope my friends on the Republican side
will bear with me, because they were not

. present at that time.

It was raised in a Democratlc Caucus
in which the gentleman from Massachu-
setts proposed a resolution to investigate
the CIA. After some brief discussion, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Nepzi)
arose and offered a substitute in the
Democratic Caucus, and that resolution,
that substitute offered by the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. NEpzi) was OvVer-

" whelmingly adopted. I do not recall the

exact vote. I am not certain it was a
recorded vote, but it was substantially
adopted, and that was to refer this mat-
ter to the Democratlc Steering and Pol-

\1cy Committee.

A great many of us hoped—and I, for
one, voted for the referral of this mat-

> ter in line with the gentleman’s resolu-

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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extent refiected in that, again there was
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
a 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 Arizona in their collo-
quy pointed out, it really puts every
Member :in. a position, it seems to me,
where it could become a trial to these
people. -

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
a group of Members which the Speaker
of the House shall select. - - T
- I do not agree with a good deal of the
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 let 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 to 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 commitiee.

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.
-Giamvo) with whom I worked very closely
in connection with a whole variety of
activities. I have a great deal of respect
for his integrity and knowledge and un-
derstanding. .
- I see my friend, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. James V. StanTON) and oth-
ers—the gentleman from California (Mr.
Epwarns) and so on.

I am not here indicting any 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: nof
gotten themselves so involved.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. Sisk 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 emotionslly 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. DL~
LomMs) and the gentleman from Massa~
chusetts (Mr. HarrRINGTON) but they
made a most impassioned plea which
caused me some concern as to how deeply
they may have become involved emotion-
ally and how objectively they might be
able to look at these problems. But that
is beside the point, and if the Speaker
sees fit the gentlemen msy 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. :

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield to me? He menmoned my .
name.

Mr. SISK. I mentloneda number of
names and in view of that fact I am not

_going to yield. I mentioned the gentle-

man from Massachusetts and the gentie~
man from Connecticut and others,
Ithink my time is up. ¥ 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 Spesker
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 appoimted and duly constituted
members and all are duly competent
persons. A deadlock arose on the commit-
tee. Some people say it was because the
chairman 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
committee 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 deadlock.

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 have 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 others believe 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.

1 would say simply this.. What has this
led to? It has led to the following. On
the floor of this House some Member
zot up the other day and criticized the
behavior of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DELLUMS), and criticized the
pehavior 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 committee
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,

saving we did not question whether the
persons who were put on this committee
are the right ones to deal with the mate-
rml they have to deal with-in ths inves-
tigation.
Since when do we q@snon the compe-
tence, the ability, the conscientiousness,

‘ *apability or the devotion or loyalty
of any member of a committee? This is
not our responsibility. We only have to
Le certain that the individual is prepared
to function.

I say that the resolution as it comes
yef us is just forcing us to make judg-
about the individuals on this
nmittee, It is forcing the Speaker to
judgments about the individuals
s committee when he fails to ap-
L or reappoint those who are pres-
" on the committee. I say this is in-
yriate for us.

very other member on this select
ee. If anyone on this commit-
<3 as, indeed. the Committee on
4 24 Services thinks, that someone is
ACTing beyond their responsibilities or

committee.

e all in the same identical posi--
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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.  HARRINGTON) 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 a 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. MicHAEL 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 CHAIRMAN. 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 objsct, 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 CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman from -
New.-York?

There was no objection.

Mr. YOUNG of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentlewoman yield?

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 thmk the amend-

“ment is inappropriate.

Ms. ABZUG. Mr. Chalrman 1t does just
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
.-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 a
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 a 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. HaRRING-
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 amendments
thereto. ;

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ob;ection to

2

the request of - the gentleman from- -

Missouri? :
Mr. pE 1A GARZA. Mr Chaxrman, I
object. :

The CHATRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. PEYSER. Mr. Chairman, Imoveto
strike the last word. -

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

Mr. PEYSER. Mr Chairma.n Iwas not
going to take the floor on t.his 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 a 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. Y

This amendment, as far as I am 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,

and I do not think anybody ought to’
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setts, MIxe 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
has nothing to do with him or any other
.member of the committee.

Mr. STEIGER of Arizona. Mr. Chalr-
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 gentlema.n
for his comments. I was not making that
suggestion. ~

‘Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? -~

Mr. PEYSER. I yxeld to the gentleman
from California.

‘Mr. MOSS. Mr. Chalrman.Ithmk only
the gentleman from Arizona can pos-

- sibly have reached that conclusion.
-~ Mr. PEYSER. I thank both gentlemen
__for their comments. I seem to have.a
~wonderful 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 agamst the

~amendment, as I am going to do, they
are simply saying that they do not agree
with the amendment of the gentleman
from Californiza 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 cannot get back to the issue of
the amendment before us, and I do so
because I have had an experience, and
I 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 generally
of this.- House; and no Member has a
right to serve or not to serve on the
commitiee because of his demeanor or
whatever one might bring up.

Ask the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
Posce) if he had a right to remain as

(t:hau'man of the Committee on Agricul-
ure.
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- view his or her vote of no, as a vote
against the gentleman from Massachu--

Ask the gentleman from -Louisiana
(Mr. HEBerT) 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. ]

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 €lse had been
appointed, he said, “You would not
attend the meetings.”

“Mr. Chairman,” I said, “I did atiend
the meetings. There has to be some other
reason why I was taken off.”

- The chairman then informed me that
I bad been taken off because he had to
name & black or a 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 worrled
about that.

So I say to the Members t.hat we
should let the House work its will, and
no one has a right here, not in the

* caucus and not in the House.

- The whole issue of this committee, the
impasse and everything, I am not dis-
cussing. T 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. GIAIMO. Mr. Chau'ma.n will the
gentleman yield?

"Mr. DE 1A GARZA Lyxeld to the
gentleman. :

Mr. GIATMO. I thank t.he 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. pE L& 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.
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Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to see if we can set a limitation on
time, and I want to be entirely reasonable
about this.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-

- sent that all debate on this amendment

and zll amendments thereto close in 40
minutes, with 5 minutes at the end re-
served for the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the request of the  gentleman from
Missouri?

Mr. ASHBROOK Mr. Chairman, re-'
serving the right to object, I wonder if we
can make the agreement:or at least have
the understanding-that no time will be
transferred, and. that, only those Mem-
bers who really. deswepw ~speak will be
recognized?

The CI-IAIRMAN The Chaxr will in-
form the gentleman that the Chair can-
not ruie on that.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr.- Chalrman fur-
ther reserving the right fo object, I will
object to any.request for transfer of time.
I will not, however, object at this
moment. o

. Mr. Chairman, J mthdraw my reserva-
t.lon of objection.

The CEAIRMAN. Is there objection to
the request of . the . gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no obJectxon

The CHAIRMAN. Members standing
at the time the unanimous-consent re-
quest was agreed to will be recognized for
approximately 15 minutes each.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a
parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, is it too late
to object to t.he - unanimous-consent
request?

The CI-IAIRMAN ‘The answer is:
“Yes.”

Mr.RYAN.I thank the Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California (Mr.
RYAN).

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chmrman 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 almost useless to {ake
this time. 2

This is a very simple matter. 'I’He
activities of the CTA and of other intel-
ligence agencies have come under ques-
tion in this country and before this
House. The question is whether this
House should look into this matter o1
whether we should leave the matter 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 shall we
begin all over with a new commitiee?

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
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right; it will become a question of
whether we should get into the question
of prior members conduct or not and
whether the activities mvolved were legal
or illegal.

The fact is that we need to have some
kind of general consensus by a 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. -

1f T were asked to vote for or against
the actions taken by the gentleman in
question, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. HarRrINGTON), 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.
Nzpzr). 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. MOFFETT).

(Mr. V[OFFE’I'I‘ asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

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 perceptlon of this situ-
ation. :

Yes, we might say it does not reﬁect
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 fight on the floor 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

Zroups, opening of mail illegally and the °

Chilean intervention without nearly as
much attention given to incidents—those
gross illezalities that the Congress knew
or should have known about—as has been
voted to an alleged disclosure of such
legal action.
2 I think that what the public is seeing
Te is a verv bad precedent if we do not

\‘. n
4 ’P publie.

_.We have been called the aggressive

hunt and a bad impresssion on

that anymore. We have been called a
v '0 broof Congress. We have been
called the do-nothing Congress.

"_“  Congress. Not many people belisve .
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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. Gramo).

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

Mr. GIAIMO. Mr. Chalrman I 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.

As I said on an earlier dav, 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
Memkbers 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 committéd by some govern-
mental agency.

How reminiscent of other recent
events in American history that is. -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr Gramo)
has expired.

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. HarRrINGTON) 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 a matter
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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 fo
absent ourselves. -

I will say to my friend, the gent.leman
from California, that he surely would
not want us helping to resolve it for the -
minority, even though we might be most
happy to do 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.
G1ammo), and I urge the adoption of the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes thé gentleman from California (Mr.
DeLLUMS) . >

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

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman and
members of the committee, the gentle- .
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 m 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 ail of the Mem-
bers to return back to the committee who
were members of it. And if the gentle-
man from Michigan (Mr. Nepz1) or. the
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gentleman - from Massachusetts (Mr.
HARRINGTON) or the gentleman . from
Connecticut (Mr. Giaimo) 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
do that. But I repeat that the Members
~have no right to try us on the fioor 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
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) .

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-
-quate when it comes to its own problems.
This special investigating commxttee has

- been a problem.

- I am sorry the gentlewoman from New
"York (Ms. ABzuG) is not on the fioor. 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 Cofigress she talked
about the club approach—The “let us not
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
perceive 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 all right.
Do not question what he is doing.”

Well, I thought that is what we were
getting rid of, but it sounds like the
arguments today are leading us in the
opposite direction: Let us not look into
all.of our.own problems, let us Just sweep
them under the rug.” * ° Al

The CHAIRMAN. The Chaxr recog-'

nizes the gentleman from California (Mr.
MILLER) .

_(Mr. MILLER of California asked and
was given' permission to revise and ex-
tend hisremarks.)

. o.-Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I take the fioor because I am truly
disturbed by the discussion I have heard
on 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 am disturbed by
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this. I heard earlier that perhaps the
gentleman from California (Mr. DeL-
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-

-tleman from Connecticut (Mr. Giamvo)

could not serve on the committee, and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
HARRINGTON) could not serve on the com-
mittee. Let me tell the Members that I
want impassioned 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 that
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

eye. I think that this committee can bring *

great respect to this House and can bring
great trustworthiness by the American
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 peopie in this country.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. BAUMAN).

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back my time.

‘The CHAIRMAN. The .Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
McCLORY). &

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

Mr. MCCLORY Mr. Chairman, I think
the House has a legitimate role in the
establishment and the operation of the
Select Committee on Intelligence. An
impasse has been reached on.the other
side of the aisle. I have not involved my-

self in that impasse.

I think the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. BorrinGg) 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 a 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 excesses or illegal actions of any intel-
ligence agency.

I think that this select comm1ttee
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should fulfill its role of investigating 2ll
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 confiict of personzlities 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 Connecticut
(Mr. Dopbp).

(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. MiL-
LER) and the gentleman from Connect'-
cut. (Mr. Giaimo).

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 actions
of a Member of this body, specifically,
the gentleman from Massachusetis (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 gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. HARRINGTON) -the opportunity
to defend himself, or to deny an oppor-
tunity-for a full hearing of this issue, is
a backdoor, backhanded censureship of
a Member of this body. A voie against
the amendment by the gentleman from
California (Mr. Moss) will be tanta-
mount to such a backhanded censorship
of Mr. HARRINGTON. :

I think the Members ought to clearly
understand that when they vote on ihis
amendment, they will be voting on the
propriety of alleged activities of a fellow
Member without according to that Mem-
ber a most basic and fundamental guar-
antee—the presumption of innocence
until proven guilty.

-I would urge the Membership to sup-
port this amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. Kocn).

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

Mr. KOCH. Mr Cha,xrman there ar:
very few votes that come before m
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 gentle-
man from Massachusetts (Mr, HARRING-
TOoN). In his-own district he is a heio,
and 1f this vote were to be adverse,
would be & hero in the country. But
fact is that we can destroy the int
of the Congress if we do not voie «
port this amendment. I say that becaus
I believe that the gentileman from N
sachusetts (Mr. HarrINgTON! has done
nothing illegal. And we know that. -
deed other Members, I have been tolt




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 by secrecy classifications made
by the executive branch and in pursuit
of his duties has made public classified
information. He said that the executive
pranch when it classifies material .can
only impose that classification on mem-
bers 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 bu’c 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 extend her
remarks.)

Ms: HOLTZMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
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 a 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
these members of the select committee
who are not reappointed and we will have
done s0 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
a 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.
Bavcuos). '
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
sentlieman yvield?
_ Mr. BAUCUS. I yield to the gentleman
irom Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).
I thank the gentleman from Montana.
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, first of all
4nt to associate myself with the re-
s of the gentleman from Connecti-
1L ' Mr. Grammo).
; Let me say this amendment institu-
: - has problems, I know. Some say
1practical. But on balance I am
2 o support it because I am not
25 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 col-

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 against 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, Nepzr) should
not serve because he did not announce
publicly what he had learned about the
CIA.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Montana has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman'

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
Nepzri,- did. Some perhaps might have
acted differently. Who knows. But I give
him credit for and have confidence in hxs
judgment and his integrity.

But it seems to me if some here feel
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr.

MicHAEL 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
past actions had been. -

I think fairness requires 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 adont this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
LonG).

(Mr. LONG of Louisiana 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 Commitiee, 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 I 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 is 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.y
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. What is the only
justification for it being before us? It is -
that it is a tradition of the House that
when a committee is changed and ex-
panded that its 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 itself
in an-intolerable situation that led to
these unprecedented events? I cannot -
imagine the House conscientiously and =

intentionally doing that, and that is the..-,w %

only issue before us.

I urge defeat of the amendment.

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
BoLrineg) to close the debate. :

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, I re-
gret that this amendment is offered for
two reasons. One, because it allows in-
the minds of some this matter to turn
into a referendum on a Member.

. I proposed the resolution and the
resolution was designed -to aveid that,
if possible, simply because I thought
that any Member deserved the oppor-.
tunity to go through a process more
rational than a floor debate, but that is
not reallrthe reason I oppose this
a.mendmantx P T T b oo

5
o
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(2) the procedures and effectiveness of co-
ordination among and between said agencies;

(2) the nature and extent of executive
pranch oversight and control of said agen-
cles;

(4) the need for improved or reorganized
oversight by the Congress of said agencies;

(5) the necessity, nature, and extent of
overt and covert intelligence activities of
said agencies;

(8) the procedures for and means of the
protection of sensitive intelligence lniorma-
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 unproper
intelligence activitles by said agencies.”

Page 3, line 4, through line 2, page 4 strike
out all of section 3 and insert:

“Szc. 3. In carrying out the purposes of
this resolution, the select committee is au-
thorized to inquire into the activities of the
following: P

(1) the Central Intelligence Agency'

(2) the Federal Bureau of Investigation;
and

(3) the Department of the Treasury and
the Department of Justice.”

Page 4, line 20, strike out the word “Cen-
tral”, and all of lines 21 and 22, and insert:
“intelligence agencies identified in section
g ; 3

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 gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

(Mr. TREEN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend ms
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 of thxs
inquiry.

I have supported contmuously, as a
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
Lo the extent of the mandate set forth
3:1 this resolution. Those Members who

ave LODlES of the reso]utlon avauable
14 " ifferent agencies that this commit-
tee is xu thorized to look into.

I' the Members will look at section 2,
they wi -' find language that provides
that the select committee is “authorized
rected” to conduct an inquiry into
telligence activities of this Govern-

bage 3 we are directed to make an
into the National Security Coun-
the U.S. Intelligence Board;
¢ President's Foreign Intelligence Ad-
~ Board; the CIA; the Defense In-
ence A:e"cy the intelligence com-
s of the Army, Navy, and Air

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 commitiee, the
committee will be criticized if it elects
not to investigate 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, et cetera, all intelligence infor-
mation. and” allegations -of illegal im-
proper activities of all intelligence agen-
cies in the United States 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, Irise in
opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, 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 to
vote against the amendmenb
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendments offered by the gentle-
man from Louisiana (Mr. TREEN). = 4

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Tr=eN) there
were—ayes 34, noes 138. .

. Sothe amendments were rejected.

The CHAIRMAN Are there mrther

amendments? =

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. mmv

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Cbairma.n I. offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Treen: Page
8, 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, snd regula-
tions required by section 6 of this resolution.”

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

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Chairman, this is a
very simple amendment. As a matbter 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 a.n
important matter.

What this amendment does is tell t.he
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 staff. « .
member from writing a 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 committee.
never adopted the security regulations
necessary for the control of the mforma-
tion we received. =

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 committee 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.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Chairman, wm the
‘gentleman yield?

Mr. TREEN. I yield to the 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?

~ Mr. TREEN. I yxeld to the gentleman
from Illinois.

~ Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Chairman, Ithank
the gentleman for yielding.

I commend the gentleman for his
~ amendment. Itis a good amendment and
. it should be adopted.

. The CHAIR.MAN 'I‘he questlon is on
the amendment. . :
“The amendment was agreed to. AT

The CHAIRMAN. There being no fur-
ther amendments,, under the rule,’ ‘the
Committee rises. -

- Accordingly the Committee rose; a.nd
the Speaker 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 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 rule, the
previous guestion 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 agreed to. :

; ﬁ motion to reconsider was laid on the
able.

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 OQuter 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.)

-on  the ':
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Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, due to an
appointment with the doctor on Mon-
day, July 14, 1975, I was unavoidably
absent during a portion of the debate
Agriculture a,ppropriations,
H.R. 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 to meet EPA
water standards, these 40-year loans at 5
percent, would be most beneficial.

Mr. BurTON'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 emergmcxes a.nd
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The questxon is on the
motion oﬁered by the g'entlema.n Irom
Michigan. .

The motion was agreed to.

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOI.E

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 chair. - :
. The Clerk read the title of the bm
The CHAIRMAN. When the Comrmt-
tee rose on Tuesday, July 15, the Clerk
had read through the first section end-

ing on page 165, line 24, of the substi- -

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.

TITLE II—STANDBY ENERGY AU'I'HOR.I-
TIES AND NATIONAL CIVILIAN STRA-
TEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE
“PART A—STANDBY 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. 203. Gasoline  rationing-

- plan. - -
Subpart 2—International Authorities

Sec. 211. International oil allocation.

Sec. 212. Internationsal voluntary agreements.

Sec. 213. Advisory committees. .

Sec. 214. Exchange of information.

Subpart 3—Materials Allocation

Sec. 221. Materials sliocation.

~contingency

July 17, 1975

PAx'x' B——NA'HONAL CIviLIAN STRATEGIC
“"PETROLEUM RESERVE

Declaration of policy.

Definitions.

National Civilian strawgic Petro-
leum Reserve and Nationa! Civil-
ian Strategic Petroleum Reserve
Plan.

Early Storage Reserve

Congressional review and imple-
mentation of the Nationsl Civilian
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.

Coordination with import quota
system.

TITLE III—OIL PRICING POLICY AND
MEASURES TO MAXIMIZE AVAILABIL-
ITY OF ENERGY SUPPLIES

Sec. 301. Oil pricing policy. ’

Sec. 302. Limitations on pricing authority.

Sec. 303. Production of oil or gas at the
maximum  efficiency rate and
temporary emergency production
rate.

Federal oil, gas, and cosal leasing

. arrangements.

‘Domestic —use "“of - energy-related
materials and equipment.

Domestic use of energy supplies.

Sec.307. Entitlements.” - .:

Sec.308. Recycled oil.

“TITLE IV—ENERGY CONSERVATION
MEASURES
PART A—ALLOCATION ACT AMENDMENTS AND
OTHER ENERGY CONSERVATION MEASURES

Sec. 401. ‘Restructuring of ‘Allocation Act.

Sec. 402. Conversion to standby authorities.

Sec. 403. Definitions in- Allocation Act.

Sec.404. Amendment to section 4 of the Al-
location Act.

Mandatory gasoline sallocation sav-
ings program. -

Retail disvribution control mesas-

' ures.

Direct contrals on refinery opera-
tions.

Inventory conttols.

Hoarding prohibitions.

Supplemental authorities to assure
reasonableness of petroleum
prices,

Energy conservation in policies and
practices of Federal agencies.

Public information program.

Report on enforcement of national
maximum speed Hmit.

Energy conservation through van
pooling arrangements.

Sec. 415. Use of carpools.

PArT B-—INDUSTRIAL ENERGY

Sec. 451. Findings.

Sec. 452. Definitions.

Sec. 453. Energy efficlency targets for major
industrial energy consumers.

Dissemination of energy efliciency
guidelines.

Sec.455. Effects on employment.

TITLE V—-IMPROVING ENERCY EFFI-

CIENCY OF CONSUMER PRODUCTS

PArT A—AUTOMOSBILE FUEL MILEAGE

501, Definitions. .= =

502. Average fuel economy standards ap-
plicable to each manufacturer.

Determination ' of average fuel
economy.

Judicial review.

Information and reports.

Labeling and advertising.

Prohibited conduct.

Civil penalty.

Effect on State law.

Bec. 251.
Sec. 252.
Sec. 253.

Sec. 254.
Sec. 255.

Sec. 256.

Sec. 257.
Sec. 258.

Sec. 259.
Sec. 260.

Sec: 304.
Sec. 305.
Sec. 306.

Sec. 405.
Sec. 406.

Sec.407.

N
Sec. 408.
Sec. 409.
Sec. 410.

Sec. 411.

Sec. 412.
Sec.413.

Sec. 414.

CONSERVATION

Sec. 454.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 503.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 506.
Sec. 507.
Sec. 508.
Sec. 508.

504.
505.





