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The House met at 10 a.m.

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

Almighty God and Lord of our life,
we seek Your guidance that we may
live Your life to fullest measure.

Since the time of Sarah and Abra-
ham, Your covenant with Your people
has been the model of married life and
civic order.

Enable husbands and wives to live in
deeper understanding, honoring each
other for their words and their good-
ness.

May all people, especially children,
live without fear or intimidation.

Strengthen the bonds of intimacy in
American family life that hearts will
be converted to lasting values and find
joy as they continually uncover love
and faithfulness in themselves and in
each other.

As the Government of this Nation,
let us create an atmosphere of peace
which helps family life flourish for gen-
erations to come.

You are our source and guide now
and forever. 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.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, | demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Chair’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, | object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. FILNER 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.

LORAL CORPORATION

(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, we all re-
member the fund-raising scandal that
the President and the Democrats got
themselves into in 1996, foreign money
and money laundering. But perhaps the
worst part was the apparent influence
of the People’s Republic of China.

We all remember that the Loral Cor-
poration which leaked sensitive missile
data to China was a major Democratic
contributor that year.

In fact, Bernard Schwartz, the presi-
dent and CEO of that company, the
largest single contributor to the DNC,
was recommended in 1998 as the focus
of an independent counsel investiga-
tion to find out if there was a connec-
tion between donations and technology
transfers.

Well, one would think they would
learn their lesson. But we found out
last week that Mr. Schwartz is again
giving huge amounts of money to the
Democrats.

FEC reports show that he has given
an average of $40,000 a month to Demo-
crats since January of 1999, most of it
in unrestricted soft-money donations.

I call on the Democrats to return
these donations until we determine

once and for all what his role was in
leaking sensitive missile data to the
Chinese.

This is not just a matter of ethical
conduct. It is a matter of national se-
curity.

NO SURPRISE BOB KNIGHT WAS
FIRED

(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, it is
no surprise that Bob Knight was fired.

But think about it. Bob Knight’s ath-
letes did not rape women, did not com-
mit murder, did not molest children,
did not carry guns, and did not sell
drugs.

In fact, Bob Knight’s student ath-
letes were most noted for graduating,
winning championships, being gentle-
men, and exhibiting discipline and re-
spect.

Beam me up.

Bob Knight was a coach, not a guid-
ance counselor or a spiritual leader.

I yield back all those zero-tolerant,
overpaid, IUD administrators that Bob
Knight should have kicked right in the
crotch.

CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARENESS
MONTH

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

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, |
am wearing this gold ribbon today in
support of Childhood Cancer Awareness
Month and to honor young children
like my own daughter, Caroline, who
have lost their lives to this devastating
disease and to show my support for
those kids who have survived through
their courageous, sometimes years
long, submission to painful and iso-
lating treatments.
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Leukemia, chemotherapy, lym-
phoma, neuroblastoma, these are terms
no small child should have to pro-
nounce. And instead of the normal
third-grade spelling words, my Caroline
was proud that she could spell Diflucan
and Ativan, just two of the many drugs
she had to take every single day.

As millions of Kkids return to school
this September, we put the spotlight
on this deadly disease. Two classrooms
full of our children every weekday are
diagnosed with cancer.

Cancer strikes more children than
asthma, diabetes, cystic fibrosis, and
AIDS combined. And while the inci-
dence is steadily rising, childhood can-
cer still remains an underrecognized
and underserved disease.

This can change. This must change.
This will change.

ELECTRICITY CRISIS IN SAN
DIEGO

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

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, | just re-
turned from San Diego where earlier
this week hearings were held by the
Committee on Commerce Sub-
committee on Power and Energy yes-
terday by the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission on the electricity
crisis that is facing San Diego where,
in the last 2 or 3 months, prices have
doubled and tripled for the average
consumer, people have gone out of
business not able to pay their bills, a
tremendous drain on our economy
threatening recession for our whole
area.

It became clear in those hearings
that this crisis was not brought about
by any problem with the supply and de-
mand, as some people charged, but was
pure manipulation of the market by a
few profit hungry power merchants
who provide and generate the elec-
tricity for the western market.

Three hundred fifty million dollars
was sucked out of the San Diego econ-
omy in the last 3 months, $2 billion out
of the California economy.

I have legislation, Mr. Speaker, to
make sure that the victims of this in-
credible price gouging disaster are not
the consumers and small business peo-
ple of California but those who have
made the ill-gotten gains.

Please pass H.R. 5131 to help San
Diego.

DR. OSCAR ELIAS BISCET, CUBAN
DISSIDENT

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
Dr. Oscar Elias Biscet, a Cuban dis-
sident who, after more than 6 months
of imprisonment in Castro’s jail, clings
to life in the hope that his situation
will help galvanize the global commu-
nity in support of Cuba’s political pris-
oner and dissident movement.
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Dr. Biscet, an Amnesty International
prisoner of conscience, has suffered 46
days of torture for refusing to succumb
to his oppressors. He has been denied
medical attention and has even been
denied a Bible and religious visits.

The doctor interpreted his duty
under the Hippocratic Oath as an obli-
gation to defend the lives of the Cuban
people.

Dr. Biscet could not ignore the cries
of anguish of all who have died at the
hands of the Castro regime. His com-
mitment is clearly stated in a letter
that he gave to his wife during their
last visit:

“The evil one, Castro, must acknowl-
edge in me an eternal rival who will
not lower his sword of justice, even if
confronted by misery, pain, and death
simultaneously.”

The U.S. and the Congress have al-
ways stood for freedom and for the de-
fense of the oppressed the world over.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
calling for Dr. Biscet’s immediate re-
lease so that he can continue his mis-
sion to try to free the Cuban people.

AN IMPERFECT MILITARY

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

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Cold
War may be over but the weight of re-
sponsibility inherited by the United
States is heavier than ever. Threats
are no longer contained by bipolar
ideologies. Threats come from every
corner of the world. It is under these
conditions where our military forces
find themselves doing more with less.

Stretched to a point where spare
parts become an oxymoron and reten-
tion and morale is critical, it is in this
environment where | fail to understand
the President’s rationale in sending
Congress defense budgets asking for
fewer and fewer dollars.

In every budget year since Clinton
and GORE took office, the administra-
tion has proposed a decrease in defense
spending. As a matter of fact, the de-
fense budget has been reduced by more
than $10 billion in constant dollars
since fiscal year 1993.

Fortunately, the Armed Forces have
received better support from a Repub-
lican controlled Congress. Despite cuts
proposed by the administration, Con-
gress has funded above the President’s
request and has long recognized the im-
portance of a prepared and well-funded
military force.

Mr. Speaker, we should be proud of
our men and women in uniform and
should provide them what they need to
do the job.

CONGRESSIONAL BASKETBALL
TEAM DEFEATS AMERICAN
LEAGUE OF LOBBYISTS

(Mr. QUINN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, | am here
to announce that for the second year in

September 13, 2000

a row now, the Congressional basket-
ball team has defeated the team of lob-
byists from the American League of
Lobbyists here in Washington, D.C.
Last night’s game was a hard-earned
victory of 70-67.

The Congressional team got together
in a bipartisan way. | would like to
mention that the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. BARRETT); the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. LOBIONDO); the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
HuLsHOF); the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. OXLEY), our general manager and
commissioner; the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BUYER); the gentleman from
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE), our MVP
last night; the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KIND); the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. INSLEE); the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. FOSSELLA);
the gentleman from [Illinois (Mr.
SHIMKUS); and the gentleman from
California (Mr. BAcA) all got together
in an effort to prove that we can get
along here in Washington and that we
can do better when the cause is right.

Last night the American League of
Lobbyists organized a benefit for over
$17,000 that will go to charity for the
Hill staffers, for the hungry and home-
less, for Horton’s kids, and for Every-
body Wins, a youth mentoring program
here in the Washington, D.C. area.

We set a challenge for the lobbyists
we can get along better, and we are
going to make sure that some young
people here in Washington, D.C., ben-
efit from it.

CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARENESS

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, we
are all aware of the impact that cancer
has on the American public. Sadly, we
often do not realize the severity of
childhood cancer. Today alone, 46 chil-
dren will be diagnosed with cancer. But
even more disturbing is that only two-
thirds of those with cancer will sur-
vive.

Childhood cancer was recently
brought to my attention when Kim-
berly Davies, the daughter of a member
of my Washington staff, was diagnosed
with CML leukemia at the age of 7.

Kimberly is doing well and continues
to fight this dreaded disease. Kimberly
is lucky, she has a bone marrow match
through her sisters. However, most
children are forced to wait and look na-
tionally for bone marrow donors. This
process can be extremely long and ter-
ribly uncertain.

The prognosis for Kimberly is posi-
tive. However, without the constant re-
search and new methods of treatment,
Kimberly’s outlook may not have been
so good.

Cancer is not a disease which only af-
fects adults. Cancer affects children,
too. It is important that Americans are
aware of this and work to prevent and
cure all forms of cancer. In Congress, it
is important that we continue to fund
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children’s cancer research. Every day,
science inches closer to finding a cure.
Let us not hold back now.

I urge my colleagues to support the
funding of child cancer research this
year and in the years to come.

0O 1015
CHILDHOOD CANCER AWARENESS

(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, last
week, many parents throughout our
districts sent their wide-eyed, youth-
ful, energetic and anxious children off
to their first day of school. What is dis-
turbing to every one of us who may be
a parent is that on any given school
day, 46 children are diagnosed with
cancer and two out of three will not
survive.

September is Childhood Cancer
Month, placing the spotlight on pedi-
atric cancer, the number one disease
killer of our children.

While these statistics may be de-
pressing, the research and innovation
into providing early diagnoses and
finding a cure proved to be very hope-
ful for many of us parents.

Mr. Speaker, Congress must remain
committed to funding cancer research
programs, especially for pediatric can-
cer. As we participate in the Childhood
Cancer Gold Ribbon Day, let us remem-
ber the youthful victims of cancer.

Congress must fully fund pediatric
cancer research to ensure that they be-
come youthful survivors instead of
youthful victims.

IN MEMORY OF CARLOS CACERES
COLLAZO, U.S. CITIZEN KILLED
IN EAST TIMOR VIOLENCE

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

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO. Mr. Speak-
er, the news last week of the brutal
murder of the three United Nations
workers in West Timor, Indonesia at
the hands of an angry mob has faded to
the back pages of the country’s daily
newspapers.

But for the family the only U.S. cit-
izen Kkilled in that attack, Carlos
Caceres Collazo, a native of San Juan,
Puerto Rico, the agony of the tragedy
is still sinking in.

Carlos Caceres Collazo joined the
United Nations High Commission on
Refugees in 1995 and chose to work in
the dangerous field of providing hu-
manitarian aid to refugees in troubled
spots such as East Timor.

The tragic death of this bright man,
a graduate of Cornell University Law
School and the University of Florida,
underscores the frailty of human life,
but it also highlights the strength and
valor of answering the call to those
who serve those in need.
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Mr. Speaker, | never met Carlos
Caceres, but it comes as no surprise to
me to learn that he, like so many Puer-
to Ricans before him, gave his life to
defend the rights of others continuing
a tradition of public service.

TOP ISSUE FOR REPUBLICANS IS
EDUCATION

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

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, last
evening we had a chance, once again,
to demonstrate that one of the top
issues, if not the top issue, of the Re-
publicans is education. We were in this
Chamber debating an excellent bill pro-
posed by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Chairman GooDLING) of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

He served for many years as a teach-
er, then principal, then superintendent;
and he has put his knowledge to good
use in his work here as chairman of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

This bill will improve reading train-
ing of children, but above all, through
a stroke of genius, he has also included
provisions that parents will receive
training in reading if they are illit-
erate.

Mr. Speaker, in my years of edu-
cation, | discovered that the single
greatest factor in the success of the
student is an interested and involved
parent. But if the parent cannot read,
how do we expect the child to learn
how to read?

The bill of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GoOODLING) will ensure
that both will happen, and it also
builds into it accountability to make
certain that the government’s money
is not wasted. This bill does much more
than just that, but | wanted to high-
light this issue. | encourage all of my
colleagues to vote yes on this excellent
piece of education legislation.

IMPROVEMENTS IN MILITARY
RETIREE HEALTHCARE

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

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of improvements in
military retiree healthcare. While we
can never adequately thank the mil-
lions of men and women who have
proudly worn the uniform in defense of
America, we must honor our commit-
ments to them.

Several provisions of the fiscal year
2001 Defense authorization bill, which
is currently in conference committee,
are important steps in honoring that
commitment.

Mr. Speaker, |1 am pleased to see that
both Chambers passed proposals to pro-
vide a prescription drug benefit to
Medicare eligible military retirees.
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Currently, military provided health
benefits for beneficiaries over 65, fall
far short of what larger employers, in-
cluding the Federal Government, pro-
vide to their retired civilians.

Including a drug benefit for military
retirees is a necessary step in keeping
our promises to the men and women
who risk their lives for our freedom. As
I like to say, every day when | get up,
| thank God for my life and | thank our
Armed Forces for my way of life.

Mr. Speaker, | urge the conference
committee to include these common
sense proposals in the Defense author-
ization bill, and in doing so, we will
honor the heroes who protected free-
dom in America and ensured democ-
racy for the world.

MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY

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

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, there is a
fundamental question this House of
Representatives has worked so hard to
address, and that is, is it right, is it
fair that under our Tax Code 25 million
married working couples on average
pay $1,400 more in higher taxes.

Let me give an example of a couple
back in Joliette, Illinois, Shad and
Michelle Hallihan. They have a com-
bined income of about $65,000. They are
public school teachers. They own a
home. They have a little baby, Ben, a
child.

They suffer the marriage tax penalty.
In fact, their marriage tax penalty
making $65,000 a year is about $1,400.
Every House Republican, 51 Democrats
joined with us, we voted to eliminate
the marriage tax penalty. Unfortu-
nately, Bill Clinton and AL GORE ve-
toed our effort to wipe out the mar-
riage tax penalty for people like Shad
and Michelle Hallihan. AL GORE says
that people like Shad and Michelle who
make $65,000 a year, own a home, have
a child, suffer a marriage tax penalty
of $1,400 a year are rich and should not
be helped. That is wrong.

My hope is today, as we vote to at-
tempt to override Bill Clinton’s and AL
GORE’s veto, that our effort to elimi-
nate the marriage tax penalty and that
more Democrats will join with us on
this fundamental issue of fairness.

We will work to help people like
Shad and Michelle Hallihan, two public
school teachers who pay higher taxes
just because they are married.

URGING COLLEAGUES TO OVER-
RIDE VETO OF MARRIAGE PEN-
ALTY RELIEF

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

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, |
join my colleague from Illinois (Mr.
WELLER) in rising to urge my col-
leagues to override the President’s re-
cent veto of marriage penalty relief.
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The Marriage Penalty Relief Act
passed by significant margins in both
the House and the Senate. It is overdue
for tax relief to our middle-income
families, who are dependent on two-
wage earners, who are hardest hit by
this penalty. It is especially hard on
that second wage, often the wife’s sal-
ary, because their income is taxed at
higher marginal rates, often from 15
percent to 28 percent. You can see how
tough it is.

As the President makes up his long
list of end-of-the-year spending prior-
ities, let him remember and let us re-
member the 25 million married couples
who are struggling to make ends meet.
Instead of dedicating the surplus to
more spending ideas and bigger govern-
ment plans, we should return some of
it to the American people who earned
it, while continuing to pay down the
debt.

Let the American people decide for
themselves what is best and what is
best for their families, not a politician
in Washington.

VOTE TO OVERRIDE VETO ON
MARRIAGE PENALTY RELIEF

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, | guess
it should come as no surprise to the
American people that the administra-
tion that attacks the Boy Scouts is
now attacking the institution of mar-
riage, and they are doing it from an in-
sidious higher taxes on the couples who
dare do the right thing and walk down
the aisle.

Take the situation, a true story in
Savannah, Georgia, woman’s name is
Ann and the husband’s name is Steve.
They were making $25,000 each; they
got married last December. Now their
combined family income is $50,000.
Guess what? They went from 15 percent
tax brackets to now 20 percent tax
brackets. They are paying more simply
because they got married. Nothing else
changed.

This administration is going to look
them in the eye and say no, you are
wealthy, you do not deserve the tax,
because guess what, some even wealthi-
er person and, of course, that is evil in
the minds of AL GORE, somebody might
benefit from this, so we are not going
to let you have your own money.

Mr. Speaker, | hope that a few brave
Democrats will for once put their con-
stituents first and vote to override this
horrible veto and pass marriage tax
penalty relief.

PASS HATE CRIMES PREVENTION
ACT OF 1999

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, it is simply a matter of jus-

tice. Today the House of Representa-
tives has an opportunity to fully legis-
late, and that is to support the motion
to instruct to pass real hate crimes
prevention legislation.

In the midst of all of this, Mr. Speak-
er, we will be having a number of frivo-
lous motions, because our good friends
on the other side are not serious about
making a national statement against
hate. They have fought us at every
turn in not passing the Hate Crimes
Prevention Act of 1999, James Byrd was
not enough. Matthew Shepherd was not
enough. I do not know who will be
next. | call upon the goodwill of this
Congress to pass this motion to in-
struct.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, it is a matter
of justice. | asked the FBI to tell me
whether or not the indictment or the
trials and tribulations of Mr. Lee re-
garding the Los Alamos spy incident
was a matter of racial profiling? Yes, it
is a matter of justice. And | expect the
FBI to respond to my inquiry as to
whether or not because you are of a
certain origin in this country, you are
a spy or you are trying to undermine
the United States of America.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OsE). Pursuant to clause 8, rule XX,
the pending business is the question of
the Chair’s approval of the Journal of
the last day’s proceedings.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, | object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 337, nays 51,
answered ‘“‘present’ 2, not voting 43, as
follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 465]
YEAS—337

Abercrombie Biggert Cannon
Ackerman Bilirakis Capps
Allen Bishop Cardin
Andrews Blagojevich Castle
Archer Blumenauer Chabot
Armey Blunt Chenoweth-Hage
Baca Boehlert Clayton
Bachus Boehner Clement
Baird Bonilla Clyburn
Baker Bonior Coble
Baldwin Bono Collins
Ballenger Boswell Combest
Barcia Boyd Condit
Barr Brady (TX) Cook
Barrett (NE) Brown (FL) Cooksey
Barrett (WI) Brown (OH) Cox
Bartlett Bryant Coyne
Barton Burr Cramer
Bass Burton Cubin
Becerra Buyer Cunningham
Bentsen Callahan Danner
Bereuter Calvert Davis (FL)
Berkley Camp Davis (IL)
Berman Campbell Davis (VA)
Berry Canady Deal
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DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Herger

Hill (IN)
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)

Aderholt
Baldacci
Bilbray
Borski
Brady (PA)
Capuano
Clay
Coburn
Costello
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King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuykendall
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Largent
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCrery
McHugh
Mclnnis
Mclintyre
McKeon
McKinney
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Morella
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel

NAYS—51

Crowley
Cummings
English
Filner

Ford

Green (TX)
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hastings (FL)

Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce

Rush

Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Talent
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Toomey
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Upton
Velazquez
Vitter
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise

Wolf
Woolsey
Wu

Wynn
Young (FL)

Hefley
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hulshof
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Kucinich
LaFalce
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LoBiondo Peterson (MN) Thompson (CA)
Markey Phelps Thompson (MS)
McDermott Pickett Tierney
McGovern Ramstad Udall (NM)
McNulty Rothman Visclosky
Moran (KS) Sabo Waters
Oberstar Slaughter Weller
Pallone Stupak
Pascrell Taylor (MS)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—2
Carson Tancredo

NOT VOTING—43
Bliley Goodlatte Sanders
Boucher Hayes Schaffer
Chambliss Hinchey Serrano
Conyers Kasich Sherwood
Crane Klink Sununu
DeFazio Lazio Sweeney
DelLay Martinez Towns
Dickey McCollum Vento
Doolittle MclIntosh Walden
Doyle Meeks (NY) Watts (OK)
Engel Miller, George Weiner
Eshoo Murtha Weygand
Fattah Owens Young (AK)
Franks (NJ) Price (NC)
Gilchrest Ryun (KS)
0O 1049

So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, | would
note for the RECORD that yesterday I
was unavoidably detained because | am
a United Airlines customer. There were
flights that were considerably delayed.
Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea’” on all of the rollcall votes yes-
terday evening.

MARRIAGE TAX RELIEF REC-
ONCILIATION ACT OF 2000—VETO
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, | move
that the Committee on Ways and
Means be discharged from further con-
sideration of the veto message on the
bill (H.R. 4810), to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to section 103(a)(l) of
the concurrent resolution on the budg-
et for fiscal year 2001.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OsE). The Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. ARCHER moves that the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the veto message on the bill H.R. 4810,
an act to provide for reconciliation
pursuant to section 103(a)(1) of the con-
current resolution on the budget for
fiscal year 2001.

(For veto message, see proceedings of
the House of September 6, 2000 at page
H7239.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ARCHER) is rec-
ognized for 1 hour on the motion.

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

This is simply a procedural motion to
move to consider the veto message
which will be subject to debate.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back my time,
and | move the previous question on
the motion.
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The previous question was ordered.

The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the further consid-
eration of the veto message of the
President on the bill (H.R. 4810) to pro-
vide for reconciliation pursuant to sec-
tion 103(a)(1) of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2001.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is, will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the bill, the objections
of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding?

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. AR-
CHER) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL),
pending which | yield myself such time
as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today we make one last
attempt to end the marriage tax pen-
alty for 25 million married couples.
Since 1995, a growing bipartisan major-
ity in the Congress has tried time and
time again to end this gross unfairness
in the Tax Code. But each time, Presi-
dent Clinton and a majority of the
Democrats in Congress have just said
no. In the past 6 years, President Clin-
ton has blocked marriage tax penalty
relief more often than Tiger Woods has
won golf’s major championships.

President Clinton’s latest veto leaves
a Clinton-Gore legacy of denying 25
million married couples relief from the
marriage tax penalty for 8 years. It
means that married couples will have
to wait longer for relief. It means that
they will have to vote for new leader-
ship in the White House if they want
justice and fairness in the Tax Code.

This bill does bring fairness to the
Tax Code. It gives the most help to
those middle- and lower-income Ameri-
cans who are hit hardest by the mar-
riage tax penalty. By doubling the 15
percent bracket, and, Mr. Speaker, we
all know that is the lowest income tax
bracket that affects primarily lower-
and middle-income people, and the
earned income credit income threshold,
which affects the very low-income peo-
ple, we erase the marriage tax penalty
for millions of lower- and middle-in-
come workers. This is especially im-
portant to working women whose in-
comes are often taxed at extremely
high marginal rates, some as high as 50
percent by this tax penalty.

Despite all of this unfairness, | ex-
pect we will still hear some excuses
from the Democrats today why we can-
not do this. They will say that stay-at-
home moms and dads and people who
own homes or donate to charitable or-
ganizations should not get relief, and
this is their idea of targeting. Their
plan actually denies relief to these im-
portant parents, and | accentuate those
who itemize, who have home mortgages
or pay taxes on their homes, who have
itemized deductions get no relief. They
do not want them to get any relief, but
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that is wrong. Raising a child is the
single most important job in the world
and we are right to provide these fami-
lies with relief.

Another excuse we will hear is that
our bipartisan plan is too expensive.
Too expensive for whom? Too expensive
for the U.S. Treasury, which is ex-
pected to vacuum in 4.5 trillion surplus
dollars over the next 10 years from the
American taxpayers, or too expensive
for President Clinton who, just yester-
day, said he needed to spend that
money for more government programs.

Last week, Vice President GORE
talked about a rainy day fund, but the
President’s deluge of spending will
soak that up like a super sponge. |
would note to my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle who undoubtedly
will call this bill fiscally irresponsible
that the ranking Democrat of the
Budget Committee, the gentleman
from South Carolina, voted in July for
this exact same package. No one can
say that he is fiscally irresponsible.

In his January State of the Union,
President Clinton stood in this exact
Chamber and asked Congress to work
with him to fix the marriage tax pen-
alty. We have done that. He vetoed it.
So here we are today making every ef-
fort to override that veto. When he
spoke, there were no preconditions,
there was no quid pro quo, no wink and
a nod. In fact, there was only bois-
terous applause and cheers from both
sides of the aisle. But 8 months later,
when most American families were on
vacation or getting their children
ready to go back to school, he quietly
vetoed the bill.

Now is our chance to right this wrong
and finally put an end to the marriage
tax penalty for 25 million married cou-
ples. We should all vote to override the
President’s veto.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, | listened with great in-
terest to the rhetoric of the distin-
guished Chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means as he would have us to
believe that the Democrats do not
want to give relief as relates to the
marriage penalty. Now, he knows that
I know that we Democrats have come
forward with a bill that true, it does
not cost the $300 billion over 10 years,
as his does, but it takes care of the
marriage penalty, the same way we
tried to take care of the estate tax
abuses that we found in the Tax Code.

The difference between the so-called
Republican solution is that it is not
concerning itself just with relief for
those people who have an additional
tax burden because they are married, it
goes beyond that and it is a part of this
tremendous, huge billion dollar, tril-
lion dollar tax cut that they conceived
in the last session which could not get
off the ground. When it was vetoed,
they did not even bother to override
the veto. So if we were to take the cost
of this bill far beyond that of marriage
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penalty, we will find plus $200 billion
that does not even relate to the prob-
lem that we are addressing. The same
thing was true when they tried to do
something with the estate tax. No, my
Republican colleagues do not want to
pass laws, they want to pass bills that
are going to be vetoed.
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They almost made certain that they
have the veto before they bring it to
the floor, because the President of the
United States has already publicly said
if they want to negotiate a solution to
the tax penalty, sit down and talk.

But if it was not so close to the elec-
tion, this thing would be hilarious, be-
cause the first time the Republican
leadership has an opportunity to go to
the White House and to talk about
working out a solution to legislation so
we can get out of here, do they talk
about the marriage penalty? No. Do
they talk about estate tax relief? No.
Do they talk about a general tax cut
for everybody so people can have their
money? No.

What do they talk about? Well, lis-
ten. Stay tuned in. There is a new Re-
publican plan, and the plan is to set
aside a part of the surplus to pay down
our national debt. And when does it
come in? Three weeks before the con-
clusion of the legislative session.

So this is poppycock. They are hold-
ing the marriage penalty bill hostage
because they want to vote on the Presi-
dent’s veto. He had the courage to veto
this bill because it is irresponsible. We
have to sustain the President, and then
find out what is the next rabbit they
are going to pull out of the hat before
we conclude.

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

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FOLEY), a respected gentleman
from the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
gentleman for yielding time to me. |
thank the chairman for his leadership,
and my colleague, the gentleman from
Ilinois (Mr. WELLER), for his strong
leadership in enactment of this bill.

I urge every one of my colleagues to
override this veto. At a time when
every Member of Congress is going
around the country, particularly the
candidates for president, and saying
they are family-friendly, it is unbeliev-
able to me that any Member could turn
around and vote against ending a tax
penalizing married individuals.

Some Members here have already
turned their backs on working fami-
lies, small businesses, farmers. When
we tried to protect their families from
the legacy destroyed by death taxes,
we were unsuccessful. We will debate
and discuss that. But | urge them not
to do that today to married individ-
uals.

As a society and as a civilization, we
cannot afford a government that pun-
ishes marriages. | ask every one of my
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colleagues to search their hearts and
souls and think about this upcoming
weekend as they return to their com-
munities, their churches, and their
friends by standing up for the institu-
tion of marriage, standing up for fami-
lies, giving them the relief they de-
serve, and overriding the President’s
political veto of this bill.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from the
sovereign State of Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT), a distinguished member
of the Committee on Ways and Means.

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, let
me begin by saying that there is not
anybody on this floor who does not
want to help middle class families.
When the Contract with America was
brought out here with all the fanfare in
1995, the marriage tax penalty was in
it. When the first tax bill came to the
Committee on Ways and Means, | of-
fered an amendment to remove the
marriage tax penalty in the Committee
on Ways and Means. Every single Re-
publican on the committee voted
against it.

The only reason we could say they
did it, | suppose, was kind of “NIH,”
not invented here. They did not have
their name on it. So they came back
the next year after they had done the
polling and realized they had made a
mistake, and they have been trying
ever since, but they always wrap it in
a humongous tax cut.

Now, none of us believe that we will
leave this session without a cut in the
marriage tax penalty. | will be willing
to bet anybody on this floor that when
we sign off and leave here about Octo-
ber 1, we will have agreed with the
President on a middle-class tax cut on
the marriage penalty.

What is amazing is what the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL)
just talked about, the meeting that
happened in the White House yester-
day. The Speaker of the House came
and said, ‘“We have a plan: 90 percent
goes for debt relief, and 10 percent goes
for investment.” If we take all the
taxes that have been pushed by the Re-
publicans and are pushed by Mr. Bush
of $1.7 trillion, and we only have $5.5
trillion, if we have a calculator in our
pockets, which the Speaker ought to
have, we realize that that is 31 percent
of the projected surplus that is going
for tax cuts. We cannot do it in 10 per-
cent. It is 3 times as much as we left on
the table.

So either the Republicans on the
floor are walking away from Mr. Bush
and his tax cut, which | think most of
them are, or they simply are trying to
put a fraud out on the people that they
can do 90 percent for bringing down the
debt and 10 percent, and there is no
money left for investment, no money
for social security, no money for Medi-
care, no money for education, none of
the issues that we ought to be doing
with the surplus.
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The American people are faced in
this election with a choice: Will we
have a big tax cut, or will we invest in
the future? Most Americans are inter-
ested in protecting their retirement,
their social security, their Medicare,
which is really security in health
areas. They are interested in educating
their kids to deal with this economy so
we do not have to bring in, under the
H-1B visa, hundreds of thousands of
people from around the world because
we say our own kids are not qualified
to take the jobs in this economy, we
have to give the high-paying jobs to
people outside the economy.

When we get down to this tax cut, it
is part of an overall package. We are
going to cut it and make a negotiation
at the end.

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, | would
simply say, that is wishful thinking.

Mr. Speaker, | yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. LEwWIS).

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

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 thank my colleague for yielding
time to me.

| rise to express my support for the 25
million married couples in the country
who will be negatively affected by the
President’s veto, and strongly urge
that we override that veto.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans and Democrats
agree. Congress and the President agree. It is
wrong to tax 25 million couples at a higher
rate just because they are married. So why
are we forced to override a veto to right this
wrong? The answer is simple: partisan politics.

The President and the Democrats say they
can’t support the effort to resolve this injustice
because it “doesn't help the right people.”
Here are the “wrong people” it would help:

Nearly a million low-income working families
who would receive up to $421 more a year
from raising the phase-out level of the Earned
Income Credit.

25 million taxpayers at all levels who would
save up to $1,450 in federal taxes because
the standard deduction for married couples
would be made equal to two individuals.

Millions more middle-income families who
would save hundreds of dollars each year be-
cause the 15 percent tax bracket for couples
filing jointly would be increased to twice that of
single filers.

Millions of married taxpayers at all levels
would be treated fairly for the first time in
nearly 40 years. These couples have been
paying extra taxes every year since their wed-
ding.

The Democrats and the President have said
they can't support this reform because it pro-
vides some relief to the taxpayers who pay 65
percent of the nation’s taxes. These are the
people who have funded the surplus that we
are now blessed with. And when this fairness
legislation is in place, they will still pay 65 per-
cent of the nation’s taxes.

The Democrats and the administration clear-
ly believe the federal budget surplus is their
money. They cannot conceive of allowing the
people who have already provided this surplus
to pay less in future years. Instead, they would
spend it on mammoth new federal programs,
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run by Washington bureaucrats. Or they would
tell taxpayers now to spend their own money
in order to qualify for any reduction in the
taxes they pay.

It's time for Congress to recognize that this
money belongs to the taxpayers. At the very
least, we should pass this legislation to pro-
vide tax justice to 25 million families.

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. WELLER), a respected member of
the Committee on Ways and Means
who has fought very hard for this legis-
lation.

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

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, we are
hearing a lot of rhetoric, particularly
on the other side today, but what is the
issue today? There is one issue: that is,
do we override the President’s veto of
our effort to wipe out the marriage tax
penalty that affects 25 million married
working couples who suffer higher
taxes just because they are married?

In fact, 25 million married working
couples on average today pay higher
taxes of almost $1,400 a year just be-
cause they are married under our Tax
Code.

I have an example here, Shad and
Michelle Hallihan, two public school
teachers from Joliet, Illinois, who suf-
fer the marriage tax penalty. They
have an average income each year of
about $65,000. That is their combined
income. They are homeowners. They
have a child, little Ben. They suffer the
marriage tax penalty, about $1,400.

In the South suburbs of Chicago,
$1,400 is real money. It is one year’s
tuition at Joliet Junior College; it is 3
months of day care; several months’
worth of car payments; it is a home
mortgage payment, a month or two for
many, many families; but it is real
money for real people.

That is what this is all about, is do
we allow folks like Shad and Michelle
to keep their money, or do we send it
to Washington, particularly on this
issue of tax fairness?

I was so proud. After several years of
working, my chairman, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARCHER), has been
concerned about this issue since he
first came to this Congress. Many have
been working on this issue for a long
time. This House and Senate voted to
wipe out the tax penalty for people like
Shad and Michelle Hallihan this year,
and we did it the year before. Unfortu-
nately, the President vetoed it.

We want to help everyone who suffers
the marriage tax penalty: those who
itemize, those who do not.

| was proud to say that every House
Republican voted to eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty. Fifty-one Democrats
joined with us to eliminate the mar-
riage tax penalty. We doubled the
standard deduction for joint filers, for
married couples, so they earn twice as
much in the same tax bracket.

We also widen the 15 percent tax
bracket. We help those who itemize, we
help those who do not itemize. The bot-
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tom line is, we help 25 million married
working couples.

As | mentioned earlier, Shad and
Michelle make about $65,000 a year,
their combined income. They are mid-
dle class public school teachers. They
suffer the average marriage tax pen-
alty. When AL GORE called for the veto
of this legislation, he said that people
who own a home, who make about
$65,000 a year, who pay the average
marriage tax penalty of $1,400, are rich,
and that if people itemize their taxes,
like Shad and Michelle Hallihan, be-
cause they are homeowners they do not
deserve any marriage tax relief because
they are rich.

So that definition of rich says if one
pursues the American dream, gets mar-
ried, has a family, buys a home, and
then has to itemize their taxes, they
are rich and they do not deserve mar-
riage tax relief. They should still suffer
the marriage tax penalty.

That is wrong. | believe, and | think
the majority of this House believes,
that if one really wants to be fair, we
should help everyone. Couples making
$65,000 a year like Shad and Michelle
Hallihan, who happen to be home-
owners and happen to itemize their
taxes, deserve tax relief just as much
as anyone else when it comes to the
marriage tax penalty.

Let us override the President’s veto.
I invite more Democrats to join with
us. Let us be fair to people like Shad
and Michelle Hallihan. They are not
rich, they are middle class.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BONIOR), the distinguished mi-
nority whip.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my colleague for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, a number of years ago
there was a man from Michigan whose
advice to elected leaders was, ‘‘Say
what you mean and mean what you
say.” Of course, that man’s name was
Gerald Ford. He led this Republican
House as a Republican leader, but it
would not hurt if those who followed
him heeded his words today, because
yesterday, in a complete turnabout, a
complete about face, the Republican
leadership suddenly announced their
hunger to join Democrats in working
to pay down the national debt.

Of course, that was yesterday. Now,
it is less than 24 hours later and we are
back at it again. Here they go again,
they are trying to pass another piece of
their $1 trillion tax cut package, a $1
trillion tax cut package. It is the
mother of all tax cuts, and it would rob
America of its resources that we need
not only to pay down the debt, but to
strengthen social security and Medi-
care, as well.

Our message to Republicans is that it
is time to mean what they say.

Should we do something about the
marriage penalty? Of course we should
do something, and the example that
was just given, they are absolutely
right, that couple should be given a
marriage penalty tax relief act.
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But the bill that we are now dis-
cussing would only give tax relief to
couples who face a marriage penalty.
Only about half of that goes to those
people. The other half of that bill,
which is a monstrous bill in terms of
the dollar amount, would go to, Mem-
bers guessed it, the wealthiest people
in our country who have no marriage
penalty problem.

That is why Democrats crafted a fis-
cally responsible marriage penalty re-
lief plan. It is a plan that would help
people in Macomb County, in St. Clair
County, middle class families that |
represent. | am talking about folks just
like the couple that we have just seen
up here who work hard for a living, pay
their mortgage payment, pay their car
payment, but do not have a lot left
over or anything left over to save with
at the end of the month.

We can give those people a hand, and
we can do it without taking money out
of Medicare and social security, and
without risking the premise of reduc-
ing the national debt. But we cannot
do it if we pass this Republican plan.
That is why the President is standing
so steadfast against it.

It is time that we focused our atten-
tion on helping middle-class families,
not just those who are reaping enor-
mous amounts of wealth in this coun-
try who have no marriage penalty
problem, but who would get half of
what this bill is all about.

I urge my colleagues to vote no on
this proposal, and to sustain the Presi-
dent veto.

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

Mr. Speaker, | would briefly respond
to a statement made by my friend, the
gentleman from Michigan, which is not
accurate. That is that the Democrats
would take away the marriage penalty
for those who itemize. Their plan does
not, | repeat, does not provide any help
for those people who have homes and
mortg