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look at the Tax Code we want to make
the Tax Code fairer; and, clearly, elimi-
nating the marriage tax penalty should
be a number-one, must-do priority.

I am proud that 235 Members of this
House are cosponsoring the Marriage
Tax Elimination Act, which many have
also said should be called the Working
Women’s Tax Relief Act, because in so
many cases it is the woman’s income
which is taxed away with the marriage
tax penalty.

The Marriage Tax Elimination Act is
fairly simple legislation. It allows a
married working couple with two in-
comes to have the choice, the power of
choice to choose whether to file as two
singles or to file jointly, as many mar-
ried couples do today; and, of course,
we give them that choice. The benefit
of having that choice is not only as a
married couple they get the benefit
from the lower rates but, in this case,
this machinist from Joliet and this
tenured schoolteacher from Joliet
would have the opportunity to avoid
the marriage tax penalty.

My colleagues, this should be a bipar-
tisan priority. Let us all work to-
gether.

HOUSE MUST VOTE ON CAMPAIGN
FINANCE REFORM DESPITE SEN-
ATE ACTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARRETT of Nebraska). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
21, 1997, the gentleman from California
(Mr. MILLER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, if all things go according to
plan, in several hours the Republican
leadership in the United States Senate
will succeed in Kkilling campaign fi-
nance reform in that body. This will be
a tragedy of enormous proportions.

Regardless of what action the Senate
takes, however, the House must be al-
lowed to vote on campaign finance re-
form this spring. This Speaker has
pledged that we will. Currently, it is
still on the schedule.

I hope that defeat in the Senate will
not mean that that will lessen the ap-
petite for our leadership to bring this
to the floor. The House should be al-
lowed to debate, to offer amendments
and to have a free and open discussion
of how we reform the system that fi-
nances our elections.

Campaign finance reform is crucial
not only to the democratic process in
this House but it is crucial to all Amer-
icans. Because it is the lack of cam-
paign finance reform that continues to
allow vast amounts of money from in-
dustries to come into the Congress, to
distort the outcomes of the democratic
process and America’s consumers to
pay at the marketplace. They pay in
higher pharmaceutical prices and drug
prices because of campaign contribu-
tions in the extensions of patents.
They pay higher cable rates because of
campaign contributions. They see that
the effort to reform HMOs, managed

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

care practices in this country that the
public finds unacceptable, are now
being thwarted by a concerted cam-
paign effort by the National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers.

Time and again we see that public re-
sources are sold cheaply because of
campaign contributions by the affected
industry, by the oil and gas industry,
by the mineral industry, by the grazing
industry, by the broadcast industry.
Time and again Americans find that
their tax rates are increased. They find
that the costs they pay in the market-
place are increased because of the in-
fluence of these large, large contribu-
tions to the politicians in the United
States Congress.

The time has come to have an open
debate and to pass campaign finance
reform. If we do not, we will find that
the consumers of this country, the tax-
payers of this country, will continue to
be the losers in this system. But, also
important, we will continue to see the
erosions and the underpinnings of our
very democratic principles and our
democratic institutions as the vast
waves of soft money overwhelm what
the decisions of local voters are in dis-
tricts, the vast waves of soft money
that very often are anonymous and
that dictate the outcome of and influ-
ence the outcome of these elections.

The time has come for the Congress
to be square with the American people.
Not rig the outcome, as is being done
in the Senate, but to have a debate
where competing plans can be offered
to the House.

Two weeks ago, 100 Democrats wrote
Speaker GINGRICH to demand he honor
the pledge to hold a bipartisan vote
this spring. Earlier, 30 Republicans
wrote to the Speaker calling for him to
schedule a vote; 187 Democrats have
signed a discharge petition calling for
a fair and open vote on competing pro-
posals on the House floor.

This should not be a structured de-
bate so we only get one alternative.
There are many good ideas on both
sides of the aisle, and we ought to
spend time. It is not as though this
Congress is working hard. The French
have been debating whether they
should vote and work on a 35-hour
workweek. This Congress has been
working on a 35-hour month. So there
is plenty of time to have this debate, to
have it open, to let people participate
and let them vote on these competing
efforts to bring about campaign finance
reform.

If we do not, we will go into another
election where, at the end of that
cycle, we will see a recurrence of the
campaign scandals by both parties, by
individual campaigns and by organiz-
ing committees. The American public
deserves better than that. The time has
come now to start to set out the pa-
rameters of that debate, and | look for-
ward to statements by the Speaker and
the majority leader as to how the de-
bate will be handled in the coming
months.
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BANKRUPTCY REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, very short-
Iy now we will be engaged in one of the
most serious debates of the forthcom-
ing remainder of the session, and that
is on bankruptcy reform.

| see that the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MoORAN) is in the well here
with me. He is one of the cosponsors,
along with several others, of a bona
fide bankruptcy reform measure that
in this coming month of March will see
four to five hearings, gaining testi-
mony from every sector of our society,
on the needs of the public and of the fi-
nancial community, of the credit es-
tablishments and of the people who
need a fresh start and really can use
the bankruptcy laws to their advan-
tage. And the best portions of all of
those will be part of the hearings that
we plan to hold.

How has this come about? The last
time that the Congress acted on an
overwhelming set of proposals for
bankruptcy was 1978. Since that time,
we have had ups and downs in the fi-
nancial health of our society, but in
the last year, even with an economy
that seems to be ever moving upward,
we had 1,300,000 bankruptcy filings.
That is an outrageous number and one
that has worried financial houses and
institutions, lending institutions, and
people from every walk of life for a va-
riety of reasons.

How can it be that, with the economy
continuing to draw strength, at the
same time the curve of the economy
goes up so does the curve of bank-
ruptcy? There is something terribly
wrong.

We have endeavored to put together a
bill that would in some way try to re-
store the way Americans do business, a
sense of accountability and personal
responsibility in how they deal with
their finances.

It appears that because of the stat-
utes of 1978 it becomes a matter of fi-
nancial planning many times for peo-
ple to go bankrupt, a matter of conven-
ience, a matter of how they can get out
of a situation and keep all the mate-
rials, materials they have garnered
over the years and still go bankrupt.
So we have to fine tune it to bring this
accountability.

What we do generally in this bill that
we are proposing is to say that when a
person really needs a fresh start and we
acknowledge that that is the fact, that
some people become so overwhelmed by
debt, so incapable of meeting the emer-
gency strains on their pocketbook and
other factors, that they have no re-
course but to go bankrupt. And we ac-
knowledge that, and we conform to
that, and we make it easy for people to
do that. But we also then take the
extra step to say that when an individ-
ual is or an entity is contemplating
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