March 28, 2001

ARTWORK COMMEMORATING
WOMEN IN THE CAPITOL COMPLEX

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRENSHAW). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, during
this women’s history month, it is with
great pleasure that I rise to announce
that I have today introduced a resolu-
tion expressing the sense of this House
of Representatives that artwork dis-
played in our Capitol, the upcoming
Capitol Visitors’ Center and the office
buildings of the House of Representa-
tives should better represent the con-
tributions of women to American soci-
ety. I am pleased to be joined by 16 of
our colleagues as original cosponsors
and encourage all of our other col-
leagues to join in this effort.

Mr. Speaker, the majority of our Na-
tion’s residents are female. The moth-
ers and grandmothers of America have
carried life forward in our Republic
now for over 2 centuries. Females, in
fact, outnumber males, according to
the 2000 census estimates, by 6 million:
140 million women, 134 million men.

The statue of a woman called Free-
dom crowns the dome of our Capitol
building. Sixty-four Members of the
House and 13 Members of the Senate
are now women. We pledge allegiance
to a flag that was designed by a
woman. Sojourner Truth was com-
mitted to freedom and the abolition of
slavery in the mid-1800s. Rosie the Riv-
eter symbolized the contributions of
women to our victory and the victory
of freedom in World War II. Rosa Parks
has been a major inspiration of every
American concerned about civil rights.
Our own colleague, now retired Geral-
dine Ferraro, became the first woman
to be the candidate of a major political
party for the office of vice president.

One would think that given the con-
tributions that women have made to
the world and to our Nation, as moth-
ers, scientists, educators, astronauts,
political leaders, mentors of our youth,
having artwork in our Capitol that
commemorates their contributions
would be automatic. But sadly, in this
year of 2001, this simply is not the case.
In fact, less than 5 percent of the art-
work displayed in all of these buildings
displays or honors the contributions
that women have made to America. It
really is a shocking figure.

In 1995, I sponsored a resolution to es-
tablish a Commission on Women’s Art
in the Capitol. Then in 1997, I sought to
include a directive in the report on the
fiscal 1998 legislative branch appropria-
tion bill to direct the Architect of the
Capitol to prepare a plan for the pro-
curement and display of art that is
more fully representative of the con-
tributions of American women to our
society. I was told by then chairman of
the Committee on House Oversight, the
gentleman from California (Mr. THOM-
AS), that he believed this language was
not necessary and would usurp the au-
thority of the Joint Committee on the
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Library and the Fine Arts Board, and
nothing happened.

In 1998, I was successful in getting a
similar statement of support included
in the fiscal 1999 legislative branch ap-
propriations bill; and then in 1999, I
similarly introduced House Resolution
202, a resolution virtually identical to
the one that I am now introducing in
this new 107th Congress.

Mr. Speaker, our parents have taught
us that those things worth having are
worth fighting for. Today we renew
that fight. We renew this fight with the
recognition that we are planning on
constructing a new Capitol Visitors’
Center that has the opportunity to ap-
propriately represent the contributions
of women, as well as men, from the
very beginning of that annex’s con-
struction.

So often in the past we have been
told that it is difficult to find space in
the Capitol or in the House buildings
for additional artwork commemorating
women. So adding pieces to commemo-
rate the contributions of women has
been limited. That argument will not
be valid with respect to the new Cap-
itol Visitors’ Center, where we will
have an opportunity to get it right
from the beginning.

As our constituents, especially our
young constituents, come into this
Capitol they should be impressed with
a sense of inclusion. America is made
up of both men and women, mighty in
strength and mighty in spirit, of Na-
tive Americans, of pilgrim Americans,
of immigrant Americans and of recent
Americans. Each and every one of
these groups deserves to be recognized
and celebrated for the contributions
they have made to building this mag-
nificent Republic.

Mr. Speaker, it is my sincere hope
that at long last we can consider this
resolution this year so we can begin to
provide the level of recognition that
the contributions of women to Amer-
ican society deserve, and I would im-
plore my male colleagues, this is not a
heavy lift. This is actually a fairly
straightforward initiative that can be
accomplished in regular order. Please
give the women of America the rec-
ognition that they rightly deserve in
these important buildings.

———

COMPARISON OF THE REPUBLICAN
AND DEMOCRATIC BUDGETS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BENTSEN) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, the
House today adopted a budget which is
pretty much in line with the budget
that President Bush sent up to Con-
gress just a few short weeks ago.
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This budget, while it is a budget for
one year, it would set America on a fis-
cal policy course impacting us for 10
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years and really, quite frankly, impact-
ing us for many years beyond that as it
relates to very important and success-
ful Federal programs, the Medicare
program and the Social Security pro-
gram.

Now, there is a clear divergence on
which path to take between the Demo-
crats and the Republicans. While there
is commonality between the two par-
ties in terms of many of the spending
priorities on the discretionary side
and, I would argue, commonality be-
tween the two parties in saying that
there should be a tax cut, the diversion
occurs really in two areas. It occurs as
it relates to how much or what we will
do with respect to Medicare and Social
Security; and it occurs in what we will
do with respect to paying down our ob-

ligations, that is, the publicly held
debt.
The Republican-passed budget is

predicated in large part, if not in total,
on funding a very large tax cut on the
basis of 10-year economic assumptions,
which I will talk about shortly. But
the tax cut that the Republican budget
assumes starts out at about $1.6 tril-
lion, the figure that the President used
during the 2000 Presidential campaign.
We know now that that tax cut is more
around $2 trillion to $2.5 trillion before
we include the additional interest on
the debt associated with it. Because we
know the income rate tax portion
which the House has already adopted
exceeds what the President assumed by
about $150 billion over 10 years, and we
also know that the estate tax provi-
sion, the estate tax phaseout that the
President proposed, is now estimated
by the Joint Committee on Taxation,
the nonpartisan arbiter and scorer of
tax bills for the Congress, that bill is
now estimated to cost about $660 bil-
lion over 10 years as opposed to the $250
billion that the President proposed. So
already, we are seeing that the upper
limit of the tax cut is increasing.

But what is important between the
two parties is that the Republican
budget not only does nothing to extend
the solvency of Social Security and
Medicare; in fact, we would argue that
the budget proposal will hasten the in-
solvency of Social Security and Medi-
care. Let me start first with the Presi-
dent’s and the Republicans’ plan for
Social Security.

The projected surplus for Social Se-
curity is about $2.5 trillion over the
next 10 years. Now, the Republicans
and the Democrats agree that we ought
to dedicate that to pay down the na-
tional debt, but the difference occurs in
that the Republicans do not believe
that we can pay down as much debt as
the Democrats do. In fact, nobody real-
ly knows how much debt is payable. We
would argue we ought to keep paying it
down until we cannot buy any more
bonds in the open market at a fair
price. But nonetheless, the President’s
budget and the Republicans’ budget as-
sumes this would take about $600 bil-
lion of the projected Social Security
surplus and would use that for some
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