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The House met at 10 a.m.

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

God, our Refuge and our Strength,
there are people who suffer today
amidst the blessings of this Nation.
There are suffering people everywhere
known to You alone. Help us to come
to an understanding of suffering, the
wisdom it brings, and the power it has
to transform human lives.

There are those who suffer the con-
sequences of their own wrongdoing and
faulty judgment. There are those who
suffer at the hands of those they love
and others in the hands of unjust op-
pressors, victims of war, abuse, illness,
neglect and the death of a loved one.

There are those who suffer routinely
and endure criticism daily just for
being good and working for what is
right and just.

But there are also those who, by
Your Spirit, embrace suffering out of
dedication to their country, their pro-
fession or their family. There are even
those who embrace suffering out of
love for You and You alone.

May hope and forgiveness sustain
those weakened by pain and may love
and justice transform human suffering
into joy.

You are our Strength now and for-
ever. Amen.

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.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. LANTOS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
without amendment bills of the House
of the following titles:

H.R. 1791. An act to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide penalties for harm-
ing animals used in Federal law enforce-
ment.

H.R. 4249. An act to foster cross-border co-
operation and environmental cleanup in
Northern Europe.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R. 707. An act to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to authorize a program for
predisaster mitigation, to streamline the ad-
ministration of disaster relief, to control the
Federal costs of disaster assistance, and for
other purposes.

H.R. 2392. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to extend the authorization for the
Small Business Innovation Research Pro-
gram, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills and concurrent
resolutions of the following titles in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested:

S. 2102. An act to provide to the Timbisha
Shoshone Tribe a permanent land base with-
in its aboriginal homeland and for other pur-
poses.

S. 2712. An act to amend chapter 35 of title
31, United States Code, to authorize the con-
solidation of certain financial and perform-
ance management reports required of Fed-
eral agencies, and for other purposes.

S. Con. Res. 57. Concurrent resolution con-
cerning the emancipation of the Iranian
Baha’i community.

S. Con. Res. 113. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress in recogni-

tion of the 10th anniversary of the free and
fair elections in Burma and the urgent need
to improve the democratic and human rights
of the people of Burma.

S. Con. Res. 122. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the 60th anniversary of the United
States nonrecognition policy of the Soviet
takeover of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania
and calling for positive steps to promote a
peaceful and democratic future for the Baltic
region.

S. Con. Res. 124. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress with regard to
Iraq’s failure to provide the fullest possible
accounting of United States Navy Com-
mander Michael Scott Speicher and pris-
oners of war from Kuwait and nine other na-
tions in violation of international agree-
ments.

S. Con. Res. 126. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the
President should support free and fair elec-
tions and respect for democracy in Haiti.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain 15 one-minute speeches on each
side.

HILLARY CLINTON MIRED IN
ANOTHER CONTROVERSY

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, candidate
Hillary Clinton is mired in another
controversy. She has been accused of
using an obscene ethnic slur when her
husband lost a race for Congress in the
1970s. More than one person says they
heard it, and now it is out in the open.

It has been said that the character of
a person can sometimes best be seen in
how they carry themselves when they
lose. Ethnic slurs or throwing things
are not generally regarded as marks of
strong character.

Ms. Clinton, of course, denies that it
ever happened. It sort of depends
though on what the meaning of *‘it” is.
Does it not?
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Her husband says it did not happen,
or at least not quite the way the other
witnesses claimed it happened. He says
something like it may have happened,
because he says, and | quote, she has
never been ‘‘pure on profanity.”” Not
much of a defense there.

There are three witnesses who claim
she did, and two, she and her husband,
who claim she did not.

| just want to ask one question. Can
anyone imagine Barbara Bush being ac-
cused of this or Nancy Reagan or
Rosalyn Carter or Betty Ford or Pat
Nixon or Lady Bird Johnson? There is
definitely a stature gap here.

PERSECUTION AND HARASSMENT
OF FREE PRESS IN RUSSIA
MUST END

(Mr. LANTOS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, as Presi-
dent Clinton makes his way to the G-
8 Summit in Japan, there is no more
important item on the agenda than to
tell Mr. Putin, the President of Russia,
that the persecution and the harass-
ment of the free press in Russia must
come to an end.

| have called to my colleagues’ atten-
tion in the last few weeks the system-
atic harassment and persecution of the
one remaining free media network in
Russia. Yesterday this persecution was
escalated to a new level when the Gov-
ernment authorities took steps to seize
the personal property of Vladimir
Gusinsky, the head of Media-Most
which owns NTV Television Network,
Echo of Moscow Radio, and other inde-
pendent media ventures.

Mr. Putin must understand that
there is no room for Russia in the com-
munity of free and democratic nations,
if he and his thugs are determined to
destroy a free press. This harassment
must come to an end, or relations be-
tween the free democracies of the
world and the new totalitarian Russia
will take a serious turn for the worse.

WORKING ON BEHALF OF THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, Napo-
leon Bonaparte once said “‘if you wish
to be a success in the world, promise
everything, deliver nothing.” Promise
everything, deliver nothing. That also
happens to be the mantra of our Demo-
cratic leadership on the other side.

We all know, however, how Napo-
leon’s plans turned out. Thankfully,
this Republican-led Congress realized
the importance of promises it made to
the American people, and this Repub-
lican Congress is keeping those prom-
ises.

We passed a responsible, affordable,
and voluntary Medicare prescription
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drug plan. We passed a Commerce, Jus-
tice, State Department Appropriations
Act, which provides the resources nec-
essary to fight crime and enforce our
laws.

We passed a Defense appropriations
bill which boosts funding for critical
military readiness and gives our serv-
icemen and women a much-deserved
pay raise. Instead of just touting use-
less rhetoric and making empty prom-
ises, this Republican Congress has and
will continue to take action in address-
ing the problems facing the American
people.

INTERNATIONAL ABDUCTION

(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the
issue of international child abduction
is one of the most important to me,
and to the parents of the 10,000 Amer-
ican children who have been abducted
to foreign countries. These children
have lost years of time with their par-
ents, and their parents have missed
watching them grow up. It is out-
rageous that American children are
being held hostage in other countries
by unlawful noncustodial parents and
unresponsive foreign justice systems.

In February of 1998, Aryssa Torabi
was abducted by her father to Tehran,
Iran. Aryssa’s father was able to leave
the country with fraudulent custody
papers. A Federal warrant was issued
for his arrest and the FBI has become
involved in the case.

In May of this year, Aryssa’s mother
found her through the work of a pri-
vate investigator who was able to
speak with the family, with the abduc-
tor’s family, and get some pictures of
her. The reports from the family are
that Aryssa is extremely unhappy.

Children like Aryssa and her mother
should not be kept apart, we must con-
tinue to do all that we can to take ac-
tion on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, we must bring our chil-
dren home.

FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Food
Stamp Program is designed to help in-
digent families feed their children.
This is a noble goal.

Unfortunately, widespread abuses in
the food stamp program cost American
taxpayers an estimated $1.4 billion in
1998 due to improper payments.

That is money denied to thousands of
poor American children throughout the
Nation. In fact, food stamp reforms
such as the electronic benefits system,
the EBT, which has replaced food
stamps in 29 States, have actually gen-
erated more welfare fraud.

In one instance, two people in Beau-
mont, Texas, were convicted of traf-
ficking in EBT food stamp benefits in
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exchange for crack cocaine. And in an-
other, the owner of a meat and seafood
market redeemed more than 331,000 in
EBT food stamp benefits, even though
virtually no food was purchased.

We cannot let this continue. For the
sake of our children and for the sake of
the taxpayer, we must do a better job
of eliminating waste, fraud, and abuse.

DISASTER WAITING TO HAPPEN
ON U.S. BORDERS

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, a
study finally admits, and | quote,
““America’s borders are so wide open,
terrorists could easily smuggle a nu-
clear bomb across both our borders.”
Think about it, 3 million illegal immi-
grants, heroin and cocaine by the tons,
and now a report that further says it is
so bad in some areas orange cones are
used like scarecrows with no border pa-
trol presence at all.

Unbelievable. We have soldiers vacci-
nating dogs in Haiti, while terrorists
can bring nukes across our border.
Beam me up here. Who master-minded
this policy? The Proctologist Associa-
tion of North America?

Mr. Speaker, | yield back a disaster
waiting to happen on the borders of the
United States of America with a Con-
gress sleeping at the switch.

GAS PRICES

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, throughout our summer gas
crisis, the Clinton-Gore administration
has played possum with the American
people. They have claimed that the gas
crisis was not caused by a supply issue
and blamed oil companies for price
gouging. But a recently released inter-
nal memorandum obtained from the
Department of Energy by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN)
tells a different story.

The Energy Department memo dated
June 5 indicates that ‘*high consumer
demand and low inventories have
caused higher prices for all gasoline
types.”” The memo also indicates that
recently implemented gasoline stand-
ards may increase costs. But not 10
days after this memo was drafted, Sec-
retary Browner told more than 30 Mid-
western Members of Congress that the
gas price hike was inexplicable.

The Clinton-Gore administration has
lost e-mails, lost important files and
lost nuclear secrets. Now, we can add
the true reason for the energy crisis to
the lost list.

TRIBUTE TO LUTHER ROSS
WILSON

(Mr. STENHOLM asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor Ross Wilson, former
manager of the Southwestern Peanut
Growers’ Association. Widely regarded
as the Nation’s most knowledgeable
person on the subject of the U.S. pea-
nut industry, Ross has retired after
spending the last 44 years of his life
working for the betterment of the
American farmer.

Ross is a native of Brownwood, Texas
and a graduate of Daniel Baker College
and Southwest Texas State University.
He began his career as a teacher and a
coach in Gorman, Texas where he even-
tually served as principal and super-
intendent.

In 1956, Ross was hired as the man-
ager of the Southwestern Peanut Grow-
ers’ Association where he oversaw the
administration of the peanut program
in the Southwest. In addition to serv-
ing on numerous boards and commit-
tees, he chaired the National Peanut
Council Board of Directors, the Peanut
Administrative Committee, and the
Southwest Peanut Research and Edu-
cation Advisory Committee.

In 1973, the Texas Agricultural
Agents Association gave him their Man
of the Year in Agriculture award, and
in 1974, the Progressive Farmer maga-
zine named him Man of the Year in
Texas agriculture.

Ross has been active in civic affairs,
helping to organize the Gorman Cham-
ber of Commerce and serving as
Gorman’s mayor.
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He also served as chairman of the
Upper Leon River Municipal Water Dis-
trict.

GENETIC DISCRIMINATION

(Mrs. MORELLA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to join my colleague, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. SLAUGH-
TER), in support of H.R. 2457, the Ge-
netic Nondiscrimination in Health In-
surance and Employment Act.

Mr. Speaker, this bill would protect
the fundamental civil right of all
Americans against genetic discrimina-
tion. Genetic discrimination is an issue
whose time has come. As most of us are
aware, on June 26 of this year it was
announced that the first draft of the
human genomic map has been com-
pleted. A decade ago, scanning genes
for disease-linked mutations seemed
unimaginable. In the past 5 years
alone, over 50 new genetic tests have
been identified to make detection of
genetic conditions, and it is now pos-
sible to find the genetic mutations as-
sociated with such malignancies as
breast cancer, colon cancer, Hunting-
ton’s disease, heart disease, Alz-
heimer’s disease just to name a few.

Unfortunately, as a consequence, we
not only hear stories of successful
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treatment for some of these diseases,
but we are hearing stories of lives
being destroyed because of denial of
health insurance or loss of jobs.

We must end this terrible practice of
genetic discrimination. We should do it
now.

MEDICAL RECORDS PRIVACY

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker,
Americans are growing increasingly
aware that the most intimate informa-
tion they possess about themselves,
their health information, is not only
unprotected, but freely shared among
corporate and other interests.

I am particularly concerned about
the security of genetic information.
With the recent completion of the
rough draft of the human genome, in-
creasing numbers of people will con-
sider taking genetic tests to learn
more about their future health. But
unless we protect the privacy of this
information, people will refuse to take
the genetic tests or even to participate
in the research. We then risk having
billions of dollars spent on genetic re-
search go to waste and the enormous
promise of this research to go
unfulfilled.

Right now, the Senate Health, Edu-
cation, Labor and Pensions Committee
is holding a hearing on genetic dis-
crimination in employment. Shame-
fully, the House of Representatives has
never held a single hearing on genetic
discrimination, and we cannot afford to
waste any more time.

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor
H.R. 2457, the Genetic Nondiscrimina-
tion in Health Insurance and Employ-
ment Act, and please sign discharge pe-
tition No. 11 to bring this bill to the
House floor for a vote immediately.

REPUBLICAN INITIATIVES
BENEFIT THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

(Mr. ROYCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans want to preserve and protect so-
cial security and the Medicare trust
fund, and we have. We have set aside
100 percent of the trust fund revenues
for social security and for Medicare.
We have ended the process that existed
in the past before the Republicans be-
came the majority of borrowing out of
those trust funds.

In addition, we have given workers
the right to invest their money in the
retirement plan of their choice, be-
cause yesterday we passed the IRA and
the 401(k) expansion plan, we increased
the contribution limits now to IRAs
from $2,000 to $5,000 a year, and the
401(k) salary contribution to $15,000.

This is going to help our economy.
This is going to help job creation. We
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have paid down close to $300 billion in
public debt, and under our budget, we
will pay off the $3.5 trillion public debt
even while eliminating penalties on the
American people, like the marriage
tax, and bringing more dollars to the
classroom for our children’s education.
We increase that education budget by
10 percent.

Mr. Speaker, this Republican Con-
gress has taken the initiative on secur-
ing America’s future, and should be
proud of what it has accomplished.

URGING MEMBERS TO ASK THAT
THE PRESIDENT PASS MAR-
RIAGE TAX PENALTY RELIEF
LEGISLATION

(Mr. SCHAFFER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, in just
a few hours the House and Senate will
agree on the marriage tax penalty re-
peal bill and send it over to the Presi-
dent. He says he will veto it. That
would be unfortunate. | just ran into a
high school student, Matt Heaton, from
New Jersey, who told me he under-
stands this issue.

When the Federal government taxes
people for getting married, he says, it
is betraying the faith of the American
people. We should be rewarding couples
who get married, not punishing them.
It is insulting to our people to punish
them for entering the sacred union of
marriage. When young people clearly
express American values by expressing
their love for one another through
marriage, it would be the height of in-
fidelity to punish them for it.

Yet, the President now threatens to
veto this pro-family bill. The marriage
tax is hurting those who need money
the most. It robs middle class families
of resources that could be used for such
things as child health care or edu-
cation, maybe even a college edu-
cation.

I urge my friends on both sides of the
aisle to press the President to join us
in repealing the marriage tax penalty.
It is the sensible thing to do. It is the
American thing to do. It is the right
thing to do in our efforts to honor
American families.

A TRIBUTE TO THE UPLAND PUB-
LIC HOUSING AUTHORITY AND
AN APPEAL TO REDUCE SECTION
8 PROGRAM BUREAUCRACY AND
RED TAPE

(Mr. GARY MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GARY MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today to give praise to
the city of Upland Public Housing Au-
thority, its executive director, Sammie
Szabo, and her staff for their hard work
and accomplishments administering
the Section 8 public housing program.

At this time many authorities are
having a very difficult time utilizing



H6606

allocated funds that come to them
under the Section 8 housing program,
but Upland has maintained a lease rate
of 98 to 102 percent, a very commend-
able effort on their part.

How do we reward them? We make
them work extra time and put in extra
effort filling out meaningless paper-
work for HUD to send to some bureau-
crat in Washington, D.C., and they
have to do this on their own time with-
out compensation. This is ridiculous.
We need to move forward with a great
effort to eliminate much of this paper-
work the bureaucracy here in Wash-
ington, D.C. requires of local officials,
and allow them to do the good job they
are trying to do.

IN STRONG SUPPORT OF PRO-
TECTING GENETIC INFORMATION

(Mr. BENTSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to strongly urge the Republican
leadership to expedite consideration of
two bills which will provide vital con-
sumer protections for medical and ge-
netic information.

The first bill, H.R. 4585, medical pri-
vacy legislation, was recently approved
by the House Committee on Banking
and Financial Services. During consid-
eration of the bill, it would essentially
offer an amendment which would for
the first time provide real consumer
protection for genetic information.

I also urge the House leadership to
bring to the floor H.R. 2457, sponsored
by our colleague, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), that
would prohibit discrimination based
upon genetic information.

With the recent announcement of the
completion of the detailed map of the
24 pairs of the human chromosomes of
the human genome project, it is vitally
important that the Congress act now
to protect genetic information.

As a representative of the Texas Med-
ical Center, including the Baylor Col-
lege of Medicine, where much of this
breakthrough work is being done, | be-
lieve there is great promise in knowing
this information. However, without
sufficient protections, we risk that
Americans will not agree to participate
in gene therapy treatments to cure dis-
ease.

The real danger will be the potential
to discriminate against individuals in
their health insurance, their employ-
ment, and in their financial products. |
urge the House to act on these impor-
tant measures today.

MEDICARE-PLUS CHOICE PLANS
DROPPED IN MANY PARTS OF
RURAL AMERICA

(Mr. SHERWOOD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to direct the attention of the
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House to an alarming trend, denying
benefit options to Medicare bene-
ficiaries on the basis of where they
live.

The Medicare-plus choice program
passed by Congress was intended to
offer real health care options under
Medicare. However, Americans in rural
and smaller urban areas are being
dropped from plans at an alarming
rate. Many beneficiaries in my district
have been notified they no longer have
the option of enrolling in the Medicare
HMO. It is an outrage that many of the
disabled Americans and seniors can no
longer enroll in a Medicare HMO be-
cause of discriminatory payment rates.

How can HCFA justify a monthly
payment rate in my area of $400, and
yet in larger cities of $700 to $800? This
discrepancy is not justifiable, it of-
fends my basic sense of fairness, and we
must work, Congress and the adminis-
tration must work together to reverse
this trend, and restore the availability
of the Medicare-plus choice payment
program to all beneficiaries.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4810,
MARRIAGE TAX RELIEF REC-
ONCILIATION ACT OF 2000

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 559 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 559

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 4810) to provide for reconciliation pur-
suant to section 103(a)(1) of the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2001.
All points of order against the conference re-
port and against its consideration are
waived. The conference report shall be con-
sidered as read.

SEC. 2. House Resolution 556 is laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR of Georgia). The gentlewoman
from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) is recognized for
1 hour.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, for
purposes of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the distinguished
ranking member of the Committee on
Rules, my friend, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MOAKLEY), pending
which | yield myself such time as |
may consume. During consideration of
the resolution, all time yielded is for
purposes of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 559
provides for the consideration of the
conference report on H.R. 4810, the
Marriage Tax Penalty Elimination
Reconciliation Act of 2000. The rule
waives all points of order against the
conference report and its consider-
ation, and it provides that the con-
ference report shall be considered as
read.

Mr. Speaker, we have certainly heard
a lot of debate about the marriage pen-
alty over the past week. Actually, the
Republican majority has been working
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to address this inequity in our Tax
Code for the past couple of years, and
today’s vote marks the fifth time that
the House will vote to provide mar-
riage penalty relief during the 106th
Congress.

Let us hope that this oft-repeated de-
bate has resonated at the other end of
Pennsylvania Avenue, because it is
time once again to put the ball in the
President’s court. Today’s vote will
send a stand-alone marriage tax pen-
alty elimination bill to the President’s
desk for his signature.

We have heard some excuses as to
why the President cannot sign this bill.
Some argue that this tax relief favors
only the rich, but that is just not true.
The fact is that this bill helps anyone
who is married, regardless of income,
and the people who suffer most under
the marriage penalty tax are the mid-
dle class.

That is right, the adverse effects of
the marriage penalty are concentrated
on families with income between
$20,000 and $75,000. 1 am sure these folks
would be surprised to learn that they
are considered as rich. So let us get
past the tired old ‘“‘tax cuts for the
rich” rhetoric. Let us do something
novel and focus on the policy of the
marriage penalty and debate its mer-
its.

The marriage tax penalty is pretty
simple to understand. It forces married
individuals to pay more in taxes than
they would have to pay if they stayed
single. So we should ask ourselves, is
there any merit to taxing marriage? Is
there an acceptable rationale to in-
creasing taxes on individuals based
solely on their marital status? Do we
want the government to send a mes-
sage that ‘““You will pay a steep fee to
get married, but you can avoid this fi-
nancial burden if you just stay single
and live with that significant other?”’

If the answer to these questions is no,
then why the resistance to elimination
of this punitive tax? And if we can
agree that the policy has no merit,
then how can we give relief to only
some married people and not to others?
Is it possible to be too fair?

In my mind, if it is wrong to increase
taxes on one couple because they are
married, then we should not apply a
tax penalty to any couple based on
their marital status. Mr. Speaker, it
seems to me that our only option in
the face of this perverse discriminatory
tax is to eliminate it entirely.

There are other arguments against
passing this legislation. Some of my
colleagues claim that the Republicans
do not have their priorities straight be-
cause we are putting tax cuts above all
else. But again, these accusations ig-
nore the facts. 1 am pleased to remind
my colleagues, Congress has already,
already passed legislation to wall off
both the social security and Medicare
trust funds, already provided afford-
able, voluntary prescription drug cov-
erage to seniors through Medicare, and
already has paid down the national
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debt. We have also passed appropria-
tion bills that invest more in edu-
cation, biomedical research, veterans’
health care, among many other pri-
ority programs.

In fact, while we would never know it
from listening to some of the rhetoric,
spending on discretionary programs
will actually be increased this year. So
it is just not true to say that tax cuts
are gobbling up resources or stealing
funds from needed programs.

The problem is that most of my
Democratic colleagues just cannot
stand the thought of loosening their
grip on Americans’ money. | do not
know how big the surplus has to be for
all of us to feel that it is safe to give
some of it back to the American peo-
ple.

Let me put what we are doing into
context. The Clinton administration
has been making great hay in the last
week about ‘‘the Republicans’ reckless
attempts to provide relief from the
marriage penalty and death tax.”
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Earlier this week, the Congressional
Budget Office announced that next
year’s surplus will be $268 billion. Of
this $268 billion, only 2 percent will be
used to correct the marriage penalty
and the death tax, only 2 percent, while
83 percent will be devoted to debt re-
duction under the Republican proposal.
Is it really so reckless to give 2 percent
of the surplus back to the people who
earned it?

Mr. Speaker, marriage is a sacred
fundamental institution in our society
that teaches our children about love,
family, commitment, and honor. It
should not be used as another cheap ex-
cuse to nickel and dime the American
people.

Today we have an opportunity to set
a wrong right and eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty. | urge my colleagues
to do the right thing, support this rule
and the conference report so we can
give 25 million American families a lit-
tle bit of their financial freedom back.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
PRYCE) for yielding me the customary
time; and | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, my Republican col-
leagues are at it again. They have
taken a perfectly good idea to cut mar-
riage taxes and twisted it into another
convoluted program to help the rich
and do very little for the rest.

This conference report, Mr. Speaker,
could have made a real difference in
the lives of millions and millions of
working Americans, especially working
Americans with children. But this con-
ference report could have also included
Democratic proposals to cut their
taxes by enough to help them in their
struggle to raise their children. But,
Mr. Speaker, it did not.

This conference report includes the
Republican version of the marriage re-
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lief. The Republican version does a lot
more for the rich people than it does
for everyone else, and all one has to do
is really look at the bill to discover
that.

Some of these richest people who will
get the benefits in this bill do not even
pay a marriage penalty in the first
place. As has become the norm, the Re-
publican bills and now the Republican
conference report do far more for those
in the upper classes in our economy
than they do for anyone else, and all in
order to have something to talk about
in Philadelphia at the Republican con-
vention.

Mr. Speaker, this issue affects mil-
lions of Americans and should be de-
cided carefully, should be decided de-
liberately, not rushed to a vote in
order to be finished in time so they can
parade it out in the Republican conven-
tion.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, it is a fis-
cal disaster. My Republican colleagues
may say this bill is less expensive than
before, but that is not true. By moving
the effective date of the 15 percent
bracket change, this conference report
is dramatically more expensive. It will
cost $89 billion over 5 years; and unless
my Republican colleagues plan to end
the tax cuts by the year 2004, it will
cost $250 billion over the next 10 years.

This enormous cost, Mr. Speaker, to
benefit primarily rich families, will be
born on the backs of the baby boomers
while hoping that Medicare and Social
Security will not fall apart just when
they need it.

To make matters worse, Mr. Speaker,
this bill does a great disservice to
working families who make up to
$30,000 a year. Those people, despite all
their hard work, will not see much of a
change in their EITC benefits because
the Republican leadership decided
against it.

This conference report is irrespon-
sible. This conference report is short-
sighted. It is very politically moti-
vated. It could have given help to a lot
of people, a lot of people who really
need it. But it did not do so.

Mr. Speaker, this conference report
does nearly nothing to help the middle-
and lower-income working families to
take care of their children. It is yet an-
other expensive Republican scheme to
help the richest American families. Mr.
Speaker, it really should be in the
trash can and not on the stage at the
Republican convention.

This process is a sham. The report is
a sham. The American people deserve
better. 1 urge my colleagues to oppose
this rule.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
am very pleased to yield 5 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. WELLER), who has worked so
hard to champion the cause to bring
this legislation to fruition.

(Mr. WELLER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of this rule and in
strong support of our efforts to elimi-
nate the marriage tax penalty. Many of
us over the last several years have
asked a very basic, fundamental ques-
tion, that is, is it right, is it fair that,
under our Tax Code, a married working
couple, where both a husband and wife
are in the workforce, that they pay
higher taxes just because they are mar-
ried? Is it right that 25 million married
working couples, 50 million taxpayers
pay on average $1,400 more in higher
taxes just because they are married?

We call that $1,400 the marriage tax
penalty. It affects married couples
who, because they have two incomes,
they are forced to file jointly, they are
pushed into a higher tax bracket, and
they pay higher taxes. It is a marriage
tax penalty, and it is wrong.

Let me introduce to the House some
constituents of mine, Michelle and
Shad Hallihan, two public school
teachers from a community of Manhat-
tan, just south of Joliet, Illinois. Shad
is a teacher at Joliet High School,
Michelle at Manhattan Junior High.
Their combined income is about $62,000.
They are middle-class teachers. They
are homeowners. Of course, since they
were married, they have since had a
child, little Ben. Remember their fam-
ily. Someone new in their lives, and
they are so proud of little Ben here
who is growing very quickly.

Their marriage tax penalty is about
$1,000 a year that they pay just because
they are married. | think it is a fair
question, is it right, is it fair that Shad
and Michelle Hallihan, two public
school teachers who work very hard
every day, have a new little boy in
their lives, have to pay higher taxes,
send money to Washington just be-
cause they are married?

I am proud to say this conference re-
port before it eliminates the marriage
tax penalty that good people, hard-
working middle-class people like Shad
and Michelle Hallihan, pay every year
because they are married.

Under our conference report, we help
those who itemize their taxes as well
as those who do not.

Now, my friends on the other side of
the aisle say that, if one is middle class
and one itemizes one’s taxes usually
because one is a homeowner or one
gives money to one’s institutions of
faith or church or synagogue or char-
ity, one is rich and one does not de-
serve marriage tax relief.

Well, Republicans and, fortunately,
48 Democrats believe we should help
the middle-class homeowners who give
money to charity. They are not rich;
they work hard. Shad and Michelle
Hallihan make $62,000 a year. They
itemize their taxes.

Now, we help those who do not
itemize their taxes in this conference
by doubling the standard deduction.
That is used by those who do not
itemize their taxes. We double that for
joint filers to twice that as singles.

For those who are itemizers, like
Michelle and Shad Hallihan and little
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Ben who are homeowners, so they are
forced to itemize, we widen the 15 per-
cent bracket. That is the basic tax
bracket that affects everybody. We
widen that so joint filers, married cou-
ples like Shad and Michelle with two
incomes can earn twice as much as a
single filer and be in the same tax
bracket, the same 15 percent tax brack-
et.

What | think is most exciting about
this bill, not only do we help middle-
class families who are homeowners and
give money to church and charity who
itemize those taxes as well as those
who do not is that it is effective this
year.

When we pass this legislation and put
it on the President’s desk today, the
President will have an opportunity if
he signs it into law to help married
couples, 25 million married working
couples this year. Because | would
point out that doubling the standard
deduction, which helps those who do
not itemize, and widening the 15 per-
cent tax bracket, which helps those
who do itemize, such as homeowners
and those that give money to church
and charity, that they will receive
marriage tax relief this year, because
this legislation is effective January 1
of 2000.

Think about that when my friends on
the other side of the aisle and Bill Clin-
ton and AL GORE raised taxes in 1993.
They made their tax increase retro-
active, which meant they went back in
the tax year and took one’s money.
Well, this year we have an opportunity
to give marriage tax relief this year,
which means we go back to January 1
of this year.

If one is married, one of 25 million
married working couples who suffer the
marriage tax penalty, one is going to
see marriage tax relief this year in tax
year 2000. That is a great opportunity.
If one believes in fairness in the Tax
Code as we do, it is time to make the
Tax Code more fair and more simple.
We want to eliminate the marriage tax
penalty.

Now, my friends on the other side of
the aisle have been making lots of ex-
cuses. They really do not want to
eliminate the marriage tax penalty, be-
cause they would much rather spend
Shad and Michelle’s money. They be-
lieve it is better spent here in Wash-
ington than Shad and Michelle
Hallihan can spend it back in Joliet, Il-
linois.

Think about it. The average mar-
riage tax penalty for good, hard-work-
ing middle-class married couples like
Shad and Michelle Hallihan, $1,400.
$1,400 is 1 year’s tuition at Joliet Com-
munity College, our local community
college. It is 3 months of day care for
little Ben at a local child care center
in Joliet, Illinois. It is a washer and
dryer for their home. It is 3,000 diapers
for little Ben.

The marriage tax penalty of $1,400 is
really money for real people. Let us do
the right thing. Let us pass this rule.
Let us pass this legislation. Let us
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wipe out the marriage tax penalty for
25 million married working couples.

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | would like a wallet-
sized picture of Shad and Michelle and
Ben, because | am going to miss them
on my August vacation.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, we will miss Sh