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Despite being picked to finish fourth in the 

Southern States Conference preseason poll, 
the Panthers (35–2) added their second James 
A. Naismith national championship trophy 
in six years to a season that saw the Pan-
thers extend the nation’s longest winning 
streak to 32 games, set a school record for 
victories in a single season and go 
undefeated in 14 conference games. 

But last night, the Panthers completed 
their seasoning ride toward their peak by 
opening up a tight game with a 19–9 run the 
final four minutes, 45 seconds of the game. 

The Panthers also did it with a depth and 
versatility that has been at the foundation 
of their success. While forward James Cason 
had 27 points and 10 rebounds and earned the 
tournament most valuable player award, the 
Panthers also got 16 points and eight re-
bounds from forward Paul Fleming, 14 points 
off the bench from forward Eddie Walter 
(who sank six-of-seven shots), 10 each from 
reserve guard Chris Armstrong and Dalley, 
and seven points and 10 rebounds from Nigel 
Coates. 

‘‘Eddie Walter was everywhere with big 
plays, Fleming was slashing to the basket 
and Nigel to the boards,’’ Raboul said. ‘‘It 
was everybody. It wasn’t just one player.’’ 

The combination of eight quality players 
seeing at least 11 minutes each proved to be 
too much for Pfeiffer (25–8), especially down 
the stretch. 

BSC opened the game with its most uncer-
tain half of the tournament and trailed by 
four, 36–32, with 3:46 left in the half. 

Despite 10 first-half turnovers, the Pan-
thers still managed to take a 45–43 lead into 
halftime when Walter scored on a three- 
point play with 48.1 seconds left and hit 
Cason with a lob for a layup with 5.4 seconds 
to go. 

Walter also helped BSC get off to a good 
start in the second half with a three-point 
shot that put BSC up 50–45 at 17:28. 

Then the Panthers finally hit their first 
spurt. After a Pfeiffer basket, Dalley got 
BSC going with two strong assists, hitting 
Armstrong cutting to the basket for a layup 
and then feeding Fleming under the basket 
for another layup. When Marvin Graves’ 
three-pointer rolled in and out for Pfeiffer, 
Armstrong nailed a 24-footer from the top of 
the key for a 57–47 lead and a Pfeiffer time-
out at 13:28. 

When the Falcons cut BSC’s lead to 65–60, 
Walter came through with another big play. 
This time, he out-leaped a taller opponent 
for what seemed to be an impossible rebound 
and fed Damon Wilcox for a layup on the way 
down. Then he rebounded a Dailey miss and 
put it back to put the lead back at 10, 71–61, 
at 7:24. 

But with 5:05 left, the Falcons still trailed 
by just six, 73–67, and the Panthers needed 
one of those knockout punches they have 
used to put opponents away all season. 

‘‘The first half was a war,’’ Reboul said, 
‘‘but we had a few more players than they 
did and I think that took its toll.’’ 

Fleming drew the first blood, with a drive 
for a three-point play and a 75–67 lead at 4:21. 
Then another drive by Fleming led to a 78–67 
lead at 4:21. 

On Pfeiffer’s next trip down the floor, 
Dalley came upon with a loose ball and hit 
Walter downcourt with a long bomb. Walter 
could have taken it in himself but he have up 
to Cason for an uncontested dunk and BSC’s 
largest lead, 80–67, at 3:49. 

‘‘I thought they played with great effort, 
great energy and great enthusiasm,’’ Reboul 
said. ‘‘The game was tight and we realized it, 
but one thing we’ve had all year long is com-
petitors.’’ 

The way the Panthers played during the 
final five minutes brought back something 
Reboul said just minutes before the game. 

‘‘The saddest part of all this is that it ends 
tonight, no matter what,’’ he sad. ‘‘It’s been 
a great season.’’ 

A great season that ended at the top of the 
peak. 

f 

WAS CONGRESS IRRESPONSIBLE? 
THE VOTERS HAVE SAID ‘‘YES’’ 

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, the enor-
mous Federal debt, which has already 
soared into the stratosphere, is in 
about the same category as the weath-
er: Everybody talks about it but al-
most nobody had undertaken to do 
anything about it—until, that is, im-
mediately following the November 
elections. 

When the 104th Congress convened in 
January, the U.S. House of Representa-
tives promptly approved a balanced 
budget amendment to the U.S. Con-
stitution. And in the Senate, while all 
but one of the 54 Republicans supported 
the balanced budget amendment, only 
13 Democrats supported it. Thus, the 
balanced budget amendment failed by 
one vote—but there’ll be another vote 
on it later this year or next year. 

This episode—the one-vote loss in the 
Senate—emphasizes the fact that too 
many politicians talk a good game, 
when they are back home, about bring-
ing Federal deficits and the Federal 
debt under control. But then they come 
back to Washington and vote in sup-
port of bloated spending bills rolling 
through the Senate. 

As of the close of business yesterday, 
Monday, March 27, the Federal debt 
stood, down to the penny, at exactly 
$4,847,680,358,682.01. This debt, remem-
ber, was run up by the Congress of the 
United States. 

The Founding Fathers decreed that 
the big-spending bureaucrats in the ex-
ecutive branch of the U.S. Government 
must never be able to spend even a 
dime unless and until authorized and 
appropriated by the U.S. Congress. The 
U.S. Constitution is quite specific 
about that, as every schoolboy is sup-
posed to know. 

So, don’t be misled by politicians 
who falsely declare that the Federal 
debt was run up by some previous 
President. These passing-the-buck dec-
larations are false because, as I said 
earlier, the Congress of the United 
States is the culprit. The Senate and 
the House of Representatives have been 
the big spenders for the better part of 
50 years. 

Mr. President, most citizens cannot 
conceive of a billion of anything, let 
alone a trillion. It may provide a bit of 
perspective to bear in mind that a bil-
lion seconds ago, the Cuban missile cri-
sis was in progress. A billion minutes 
ago, the crucifixion of Jesus Christ had 
occurred a few years previously. 

Which sort of puts it in perspective— 
does it not?—that it was Congress that 
ran up this incredible Federal debt to-
taling 4,847 of those billions—of dollars. 
In other words, the Federal debt, as I 
said earlier, stood this morning at 4 
trillion, 847 billion, 680 million, 358 

thousand, 682 dollars, and 1 cent. It’ll 
be even greater at closing time today. 

f 

SELF-EMPLOYED HEALTH 
INSURANCE COSTS DEDUCTION 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to express my support for H.R. 
831, a bill that will finally provide long- 
promised relief for farmers and other 
self-employed taxpayers who must pay 
for their own health insurance ex-
penses. I am very pleased that this 
measure passed the Senate on Friday. 
And, I congratulate my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for acting 
promptly on this legislation. 

The 25-percent deduction for the 
health insurance costs for the self-em-
ployed and farmers expired on Decem-
ber 31, 1993. All during the long debate 
on health care reform last year, both 
Congress and the Clinton administra-
tion in effect promised these taxpayers 
that, as part of the final bill, their de-
ductions for health insurance costs 
would be reinstated and made perma-
nent. When our efforts to forge a work-
able health care reform package broke 
down last year, so did our promise to 
extend the health insurance deduction. 

Unfortunately, this congressional in-
action has left over 3 million taxpayers 
in a tight spot with respect to their 
1994 tax returns. Over 60,000 of these 
taxpayers are in my home State of 
Utah. Because of our repeated promises 
to extend the deduction to cover 1994, 
many of these taxpayers have held off 
the filing of their 1994 tax returns. This 
is because if the extension is enacted, 
they can deduct a portion of their 1994 
health insurance costs and thus lower 
their tax bill for the year. However, if 
the bill is not enacted until after the 
due date for filing 1994 tax returns, 
April 17, 1995, all of these taxpayers 
will have to file amended tax returns. 

Each day that passes without final 
action on this bill means thousands of 
taxpayers will be subject to the extra 
time, expense, and bother of filing an 
amended return. This is because many 
self-employed taxpayers do not want to 
wait for the last minute to file their 
tax return. Sometimes it seems that 
only Congress waits until the last 
minute to do important things. 

Many taxpayers have already had to 
file their returns. We have already 
missed the deadline for those taxpayers 
who are engaged in the business of 
farming or ranching. Because of the es-
timated payment rules, those tax-
payers face a practical deadline of 
March 1 for their tax returns. There-
fore, many thousands of taxpayers are 
already facing the prospect of filing an 
amended tax return, because of slow 
congressional action. 

In case some of our colleagues mis-
takenly believe that filing an amended 
tax return is merely a minor inconven-
ience, Mr. President, let me mention a 
couple of facts that may clarify this. 
First off, we need to recognize that fil-
ing an amended tax return is no simple 
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affair for the those who are intimi-
dated by IRS tax forms, and who is 
not? There is a special form, called 
Form 1040X, which comes with its own 
special instructions, that is used for 
making corrections to a previously 
filed tax return. Getting one of these 
forms usually requires a trip to the 
post office or library. This form is 
much different than the normal Form 
1040. Filling it out requires time and ef-
fort in reading and understanding the 
instructions. In essence, the taxpayer 
must recompute his or her tax after in-
cluding the deduction for the health 
care insurance. This can be com-
plicated and confusing. 

As all of my colleagues know, many 
taxpayers do not even bother to fill out 
their own tax returns. They have con-
cluded that our tax system is so com-
plex and intimidating that they pay 
professionals to prepare their returns 
for them. These taxpayers face an addi-
tional burden beyond the hassle of hav-
ing to go find a Form 1040X and learn-
ing how to fill it in. They must go back 
to their tax preparer and have him or 
her file the amended return. This 
means additional cost. 

And, frankly, the processing of 
amended returns is not free for the IRS 
either. It just seems sensible to me 
that Congress get this legislation 
passed in a timely fashion. 

Not only does H.R. 831 take care of 
the deduction for 1994, it also makes 
the deduction permanent at 30 percent. 
This is an important feature of the bill 
and positive move toward better tax 
policy. I have long been troubled by 
Congress’ tendency toward making cer-
tain tax provisions temporary. Tem-
porary tax provisions make for poor 
tax policy, plain and simple. They also 
increase taxpayer cynicism for Con-
gress. By making the deduction perma-
nent, H.R. 831 will increase taxpayers’ 
confidence in our tax system and assist 
them in planning. 

I am also glad to see that the Fi-
nance Committee was able to increase 
the percentage of the deduction from 25 
to 30 percent. However, we must not 
forget that our ultimate goal for this 
deduction should be to increase it to 
100 percent. This is a matter of fair-
ness, Mr. President. The fact of the 
matter is that our tax system discrimi-
nates against the self-employed, in 
that individuals who work for corpora-
tions as employees are allowed to to-
tally exclude 100 percent of their em-
ployer-provided health insurance. This 
is equivalent to a 100-percent deduc-
tion. Why should a worker who takes 
risks by creating a business and work-
ing for himself or herself be penalized 
by only being able to deduct a portion 
of his or her health care expenses? Our 
tax code should encourage entrepre-
neurship, not discourage it. So, I hope 
we can increase the percentage of de-
ductibility up to 100 percent later this 
year. 

Mr. President, I am most pleased 
that the majority leader was able to 
gain a unanimous-consent agreement 

to consider this bill in an expedited 
manner and to keep it clean of all 
amendments. This shows that my col-
leagues agree that, in the midst of 
many important issues, enacting this 
bill as soon as possible to avoid extra 
time, hassle, and expense for these tax-
payers, stands out as the most impor-
tant priority today. I congratulate 
Senator DOLE for his leadership and all 
of my colleagues for their bipartisan-
ship and forbearance in attempting to 
amend this bill. 

I especially want to thank those Sen-
ators who have expressed major res-
ervations with the revenue offsets con-
tained in the bill for agreeing to the 
unanimous-consent agreement. Like 
most bills considered by Congress, this 
one is far from perfect. H.R. 831 in-
cludes some particularly interesting, 
though controversial, provisions that 
have been included to offset the rev-
enue loss associated with extending 
and making permanent the deduction 
for health insurance expenses. 

Indeed, I have my own concerns 
about two of these provisions. First, I 
am not pleased with the portion of the 
bill that retroactively repeals section 
1071 of the Internal Revenue Code, deal-
ing with minority tax certificates for 
the sale of broadcast or cable facilities. 
I recognize that many of our colleagues 
believe that this provision represented 
an unwarranted tax benefit, or even a 
huge loophole, that needed to be retro-
actively closed. However, by setting 
the effective date of the repeal of sec-
tion 1071 to a date prior to the date of 
enactment of this bill, we will cause a 
handful of taxpayers who had con-
summated or nearly consummated 
transactions in full reliance on the law 
to suffer financial setbacks. I do not 
believe that this is fair. Nevertheless, 
Mr. President, because the greater need 
of immediately taking care of the long- 
promised health insurance deduction 
for millions of self-employed taxpayers 
outweighs the fairness concern for a 
handful of taxpayers, I did not attempt 
to change this bill in the Finance Com-
mittee. 

I am also less than satisfied that the 
provisions dealing with taxing those 
who renounce their U.S. citizenship are 
the best that we could do. The Finance 
Subcommittee on Taxation held a 
hearing on this issue this week, and we 
heard a great deal of concern from the 
witnesses that this provision should be 
changed to ensure fairness and consist-
ency with sound tax policy. Again, be-
cause of the necessity of moving this 
bill toward final passage in the fastest 
possible manner, I have withheld from 
offering any amendments to improve 
this provision. As this bill goes to con-
ference with the House, I would urge 
the conferees to see if improvements 
can be made, so long as those improve-
ments do not delay enactment of the 
bill. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I again 
want to thank the leaders and our col-
leagues for showing a great deal of 
leadership and restraint in bringing 

this matter to the floor under an agree-
ment that lets us move this bill quick-
ly. This is what our constituents want 
and this is what makes the most sense 
from a tax policy point of view. 

f 

INDIAN SOCIAL SERVICES BLOCK 
GRANTS 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, S. 285 
would bring some fairness to our Fed-
eral social services program by setting 
aside 3 percent of the Federal title 20 
social services block grant funds to be 
used solely by native American tribes 
and tribal organizations. This change 
would provide tribes with a badly need-
ed $84 million annually for social serv-
ices; including special education, reha-
bilitation, aid to disadvantaged chil-
dren, legal support, and developmental 
disabilities. 

Mr. President, this change must be 
made. There is ample evidence that 
many States are not treating native 
Americans fairly when allocating title 
20 funds. A recent report by the inspec-
tor general of the Department of 
Health and Human Services found un-
fair treatment of native Americans by 
the States to be pervasive, with 15 of 
the 24 States with large native Amer-
ican populations allocating no title 20 
funds to tribes from 1989 to 1993. 

Why have native Americans been de-
nied funds that we have appropriated? 
In part, this is because the Federal 
Government gives all title 20 funds di-
rectly to State governments instead of 
awarding part of the funds to tribes. 
Moreover, States are neither required 
nor encouraged to share funds with 
tribes as a condition of receiving title 
20 funding. This is one case where ‘‘giv-
ing money to the States’’ adds another 
step of bureaucracy. 

There are few places in America 
where the need for social services is 
greater then in Indian country. Yet 
these needs are obviously not being 
met. The tribal counsels of the Crow, 
Northern Cheyenne, Fort Peck, Fort 
Belknap, Rocky Boy, Blackfeet, and 
Flathead Indian Reservations in Mon-
tana have expressed their frustrations 
to me. We have a trust responsibility 
to see that the needs of our first Amer-
icans are met; that the men, women, 
and children living too often in poverty 
on Indian reservations are given an op-
portunity to help themselves. 

In recent years, Federal funding for 
tribes has fallen significantly. In 1993, 
471 of the 542 federally recognized 
tribes received no child welfare funding 
under title IV–B because the eligibility 
criteria and award formulas effectively 
exclude many tribes. Furthermore, al-
though the Bureau of Indian Affairs in 
the Department of the Interior pro-
vides the largest amount of Federal 
funding for tribal child welfare serv-
ices, the Indian Child Welfare Act, for 
example, does not assign to any Fed-
eral agency the responsibility for as-
suring State compliance with its re-
quirements. 
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