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Last week President Clinton moved

us another step forward in our continu-
ing effort to improve our Nation’s child
support enforcement system. I want to
commend him on taking such a bold
step in issuing an Executive order
which will improve and expedite child
support enforcement for Federal em-
ployees.

The Executive order will cross-match
the names of Federal employees with
Federal employment records and in-
form the States if there is a match. A
determination will be made by the
State as to whether wage withholding
or other actions are necessary. The
order will simplify service of process
for Federal employees.

In addition, it will require every Fed-
eral agency to cooperate with the Fed-
eral parent locator service. The Execu-
tive order also cuts the time in half be-
tween the day a paycheck is garnished
and the day it is received by the custo-
dial parent.

Now, almost every Member of this
body knows and my constituents know
that I am a strong supporter of Federal
employees and fight for their pay and
benefits. But they, like others, need to
be responsible. And they need to sup-
port their children.

The President has established a
working model upon which the Con-
gress can build. In the next couple of
weeks I hope this House will bring a
bill to the floor which contains mean-
ingful reform to the current system.

The previous speaker talked about
welfare reform and a couple of others
did as well. There is not a person in
this body that does not know that wel-
fare is broke. And the issue is, how do
we fix it? How do we fix it, and, yes, ex-
pect and demand work, but also under-
stand that to get to work, we are going
to have to take actions to facilitate
that transfer from dependency to inde-
pendence.

Before we reach the floor for the final
vote, there is still ground which can be
covered such as revocation of driver’s
licenses for persons owing child sup-
port arrearages. While I applaud my
colleagues for including child support
in their welfare reform package, I am
disappointed that they chose to not in-
clude this provision. The inclusion of
such a provision would have the effect
of again holding parents responsible for
support of their children.

The State of Maine has instituted
such a plan. Since implementation, the
State has revoked less than 20 licenses,
but because of the threat of license rev-
ocation, the State has received about
12 million additional dollars for back
child support.

Just imagine how much could be col-
lected and used to support our Nation’s
children if this were implemented in
all 50 states.

Mr. Speaker, we all agree the child
support system is in need of reform.
Let us take actions in the coming
weeks to make sure that children re-
ceive the support from their parents
that they are due morally and legally.

PUNITIVE DAMAGES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRYANT] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BRYANT of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, punitive damages have clear-
ly gotten out of hand. Tonight, I want
to share with you a case involving pu-
nitive damages in my home State of
Tennessee.

Sadly, it involved the death of an in-
dividual from Alabama by carbon mon-
oxide poisoning.

The plaintiff claimed that the carbon
monoxide poisoning was caused by a
natural gas water heater made in Ten-
nessee. It was a used heater obtained
by a homeowner and installed by some-
one with no plumbing background. It
was installed behind a wall without
combustion air, with no vent, and was
connected to an LP gas line. The local
gas company wasn’t notified, and that
was a violation of local law.

In short, the heater was altered from
its original manufactured condition
and was installed improperly and ille-
gally. Nevertheless, a jury verdict was
rendered against State industries. The
jury awarded $5.5 million in compen-
satory damages and $6.5 in punitive
damages. In fact, one of the jurors
wanted to give $25 million.

On appeal, the Alabama Supreme
Court reduced the compensatory dam-
ages to $850,000, but the punitive dam-
ages stood.

Now I am not criticizing in any way,
shape, or form the person who installed
the heater. In his mind’s eye, he was
lending a helping hand. And I am truly
sorry for the death of anyone. But what
I am criticizing is the award the jury
made.

Punitive damages are intended to
punish—not to redistribute wealth.
Compensatory damages are designed to
compensate for medical costs, lost
wages, pain and suffering, and emo-
tional distress. Punitive damages are
intended to punish—to send a message
that whatever was done wrong, don’t
do it again.

Had the legislation before us tonight
been in place, the plaintiff still could
have received almost $3.5 million.
That’s a substantial amount of money
which would have served to both com-
pensate the plaintiff for their suffering
and punish the defendant for whatever
wrong they may have done.

This legislation will not impede upon
anyone’s right to sue, despite the many
fallacious and misleading charges by
its opponents.

I would support no legislation that
would close the courthouse doors to
anyone. Access to the courts is a fun-
damental right that must be acknowl-
edged. But as a lawyer, I can tell you
we must have tort reform, and we must
have it now.

It’s time we establish common sense
and reason in our judicial system, and
this legislation does just that. Many
States have already placed caps on pu-
nitive damage awards.

It’s time the Federal Government fol-
lowed their lead, and passed tort re-
form legislation.

f

A CHALLENGE TO THE DEMO-
CRATIC PARTY: GIVE US YOUR
SPENDING CUTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LONGLEY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. KINGSTON] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

b 2145

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the
balanced budget amendment is not
truly dead, but it is in the hospice care
unit across the hall. In the House about
130 Democrats voted against it, 2 Re-
publicans. In the Senate, 33 Democrats
and 1 Republican voted against it, so
apparently, I know the Democrats had
some heartburn with the concept of a
balanced budget amendment.

One of the big reasons that they
gave, particularly in the Senate, was
monkeying with the Constitution. Ap-
parently, not monkeying with the Con-
stitution is more important than not
letting the country go bankrupt. Obvi-
ously, interpretation of the Constitu-
tion and its sacredness is relative to
proximity to reelection.

I would say that so many times, if
you watch the Senators speaking, they
flip-flop back and forth more than an
old Patsy Cline record on the jukebox.

First, they said, the Constitution:
‘‘I’m not going to vote for a balanced
budget amendment because of the Con-
stitution.’’ Then, they said ‘‘Give us
your specifics, Republicans. You want
to balance the budget by the year 2002,
give us the specifics.’’

Last week, the Committee on Appro-
priations gave $17 billion in specific
cuts, very difficult cuts, heart-wrench-
ing in many cases, painful, many times
politically risky, politically unwise.
Members had programs in their own
districts that were reduced, at a time
when there is a lot of screaming and
crying back home to keep these pro-
grams.

What the Republican Party has had
to do is say ‘‘Look, we are on a sinking
boat. We are asking everybody to
throw out a little bit of your own lug-
gage, but we think if you do that, we
can get the boat ashore. We can guar-
antee you if you won’t let go of your
luggage, we are going down.’’

At a $4.5 trillion debt, and an item on
our budget called interest on the na-
tional debt, which is the third largest
expenditure in the national budget, $20
billion a month, we are going bank-
rupt.

Yet, Mr. Chairman, we hear time and
time again, as we did earlier tonight
from the gentleman from Missouri,
‘‘We are not doing things for the chil-
dren.’’ Back home, Mr. Speaker, it re-
minds me of when I was a kid. My
daddy had a charge account at a phar-
macy.
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I found out when I was about 10 years

old I could go down there and get my-
self a 25-cent Coke and charge it to my
dad, just write his signature, and I
didn’t have to reach in old Jack’s pock-
et, because I just had to sign my dad’s
name.

Then at the end of the month my dad
would see a 25-cent charge for Coca-
Colas and he would have some stern
words for me, but he would also get his
25 cents back.

We have got an opposite case going
on in the U.S. Congress, particularly
on the Democrat side, particularly on
those who will not give it a rest on the
school lunch program. They would pre-
fer misinterpretation of reality to re-
ality.

Mr. Speaker, what they are saying is
‘‘Go ahead and charge it, not to your
dad, charge it to your son and your
grandson and your daughter and your
granddaughter. Years from now, when
your children’s children come to pay
the bill, you will be dead and you will
not have to worry about their debt.’’

That is what we are doing. We talk
about doing things for children. How
about not saddling them when they get
out of school, when they get out into
the work world, how about not saddling
them right off the bat with a huge, tre-
mendous debt? That is what we are
doing.

It is kind of like saying, you know,
people want ice cream for today. It
might not be in their best interests to
eat ice cream three meals a day. Let us
kind of cut back a little bit, and maybe
there will be enough tomorrow, but we
have to take some meat and vegetables
now. It is very important to do it.

We had $17 billion in specific cuts. To
my knowledge, not one Democrat voted
for any of them. They grandstanded
about how harsh all of them were. I un-
derstand that, that is fair game. I
would say the Republican Party has
done it to the Democrats many times
themselves.

However, the fact is we are taking
away one of their arguments for voting
against the balanced budget amend-
ment, Mr. Speaker. We are giving spe-
cific cuts.

Now, in the spirit of good sportsman-
ship, in the spirit of preservation of
America, in the spirit of the best inter-
ests of the taxpayers, I challenge the
Democrat party, give us your cuts. You
do not like ours. That does not change
the fact that we have a $4.5 trillion
debt. That does not change the fact
that we are paying $20 billion a month
in interest. That does not change the
fact that the third largest expenditure
on our national budget each year is in-
terest. So give us your specifics. We
need to hear from you.

I think if the Democrat Party would
go ahead and decide to jump in the
water with us, that maybe we could
take the best of their ideas with the
best of the Republican ideas and do
what is best for the United States of
America, so that our children and our
children’s children will not be saddled

with such a huge and tremendous debt
and a bankrupt nation.
f

THE TRUE REPUBLICAN PROPOS-
ALS FOR SPENDING ON THE
SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM AND
ON WIC

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. HAYWORTH]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
would associate myself fully with the
remarks made by my good friend, the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. KINGS-
TON], and for that matter, I listened
with great interest to my good friend,
the gentleman from Maryland on the
other side of the aisle in his call, in his
plea for bipartisanship, echoing our
good friend and fellow newcomer from
Nevada, [Mr. ENSIGN].

I would implore Members on both
sides of the aisle, and indeed, people
across this Nation, who have watched
with interest, Mr. Speaker, as we have
been involved, setting an historic pace
for legislation, fulfilling a Contract
With America, working to establish a
new partnership together, knowing
what is at stake, to truly understand
the terms of this debate.

It has happened again, and doubtless
will happen yet still, when those who
fail to answer the challenge and call of
my friend, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. KINGSTON], proffer not new ideas,
but, instead, inflammatory rhetoric,
and inaccurate rhetoric.

For that purpose, once again tonight,
I feel it is important as part of the
truth squad to share with the Amer-
ican people, Mr. Speaker, the true pro-
posals on spending for the School
Lunch Program and for the program we
called WIC, Women, Infants, and Chil-
dren.

We start here in 1995 with an expendi-
ture for WIC of almost $3.5 billion. We
start with a school lunch expenditure
in 1995, for the fiscal year, of $4.5 bil-
lion. Note in the succeeding years, the
totals always go up. In 1996 for WIC,
$3.6 billion. For the School Lunch Pro-
gram, it is $4.7 billion. Look down to
the year 2000. For the WIC Program,
there is an increase of almost, or really
in excess, of one-half billion dollars, up
to $4.2 billion, and an increase in the
School Lunch Program, an increase in
the School Lunch Program of $1.5—par-
don me, $1.1 billion, all the way up to
$5.6 billion. Mr. Speaker, how on earth
can that be characterized as a cut?

Now, the unkindest cut of all is the
broad swath of truth that is shunted
aside for purposes of political theat-
rics, for purposes of partisan advan-
tage, for purposes of inflammatory
rhetoric. The numbers speak for them-
selves.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAYWORTH. I am glad to yield
to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
disturbed about that. Somebody is
lying. Are you lying, or is the gen-

tleman from Georgia lying? If the tax-
payers of America want to have those
numbers, will you be willing to send
them to them? Are you going to stand
behind them?

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am
very happy to send these numbers. I be-
lieve everyone in the new majority is
happy to share these numbers as part
of the new proposals. Will there be dif-
ferent delivery systems? Sure.

Mr. KINGSTON. If the gentleman
will yield, let’s do this. Let’s say if you
are represented by a Democrat, write
and get a copy of these. Send them to
your representative and ask him why
those numbers are not the truth.

If you are a Republican, we are going
to send them to you. Let us just talk to
the Democrat district tonight: Write
and ask for those numbers.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Reclaiming my
time from the gentleman, Mr. Speaker,
I think he makes an excellent point. As
we engage in this debate, in this new
partnership, the American people real-
ly should write, write any of us, Mem-
bers of the House, and ask for these
numbers; specifically, the GOP pro-
posed spending on WIC and School
Lunch Programs.

We will be happy to supply those
numbers, and challenge our friends on
the other side to talk about this term
‘‘cuts,’’ because again, there are no
cuts. In the popular imagination, the
only ‘‘cuts’’ are decreases in future in-
creases in expenditures. Again, only in
this culture, only in this curious com-
bination and curious advantage-taking
of political opportunism can that term
even be bandied about.

I guarantee, I say to the gentleman
from Georgia, and Mr. Speaker, the
families gathered around the kitchen
table making hard decisions about the
family budget deal with real cuts, not
phantom cuts and not theatrics.

I noted with interest my good friend,
the gentleman from Missouri, who real-
ly started the special orders tonight, I
think his information was inaccurate.
This is the real story.

f

THE RESCISSION PACKAGE OF THE
REPUBLICAN MAJORITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. BECERRA] is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to come tonight
and speak to my colleagues about
something that will be coming before
us next week. That is the Republican
majority’s rescission package, which,
in essence, is the cuts that were made
in the Committee on Appropriations in
the last week or two to the tune of
about $18 billion, cuts that are going to
be used, we first were told, for purposes
of trying to finance the disaster relief
efforts in places like California, as a
result of the Northridge earthquake; in
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