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Soft money contributions of $308,000

to the Republican National Party Com-
mittees.

Nearly $2 million in special interest
PAC contributions, 78 percent or $1.4
million of it going to Republicans.

The NRA spent another $1.5 million
in independent expenditures, $1.2 mil-
lion of which went to support Repub-
lican candidates.

And how about those reformers—the
Republican House freshmen. They want
this vote today. And there is little
wonder.

The NRA shelled out $235,000 in spe-
cial interest PAC money to House
freshmen in the 1993–94 election cycle,
44 percent of the NRA’s total PAC con-
tributions.

Mr. Speaker, from day one this Con-
gress has been responsive only to the
powerful special interests that funnel
high dollar campaign donations to the
GOP. Today is just another glaring ex-
ample.

f

ADVENTURES IN FANTASYLAND

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently Bill Clinton submitted the de-
tails of his fiscal year 1997 budget. I
think it is safe to call this new budget
adventures in fantasyland.

The adventure begins with the illu-
sion of serious Medicare reform. Not
real Medicare reform, mind you, just
empty rhetoric and fake concern. Then,
we’ll proceed to fictitious welfare re-
form where all we get are vetoes and a
lot of hot air.

After that, we’ll travel to the tax cut
mirage where tax relief seems almost
within grasp, then disappears the clos-
er we get.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
now the drill by now. They have a
President unwilling to keep his prom-
ises, one who hides behind politics to
avoid making the tough choices.

This new budget is not a serious at-
tempt to end big government. Really,
it is just an image, a fantasy, another
broken promise.

f

ASSAULT WEAPONS

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

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, assault
weapons. The narcotic of the NRA. The
weapon of choice for lunatics bent on
slaughtering large numbers of their fel-
low men, women, and children.

Congress banned these killing ma-
chines. The public is disgusted with
gun violence. But now a radical wing of
the Republican Party, which controls
decisionmaking in the House of Rep-
resentatives, has decided to legalize
these crowd-killing devices again.

Why? Promises made, and promises
kept. Promises made and promises
kept. The NRA has come to town to re-

deem a promise, and the Republicans
who made this deadly deal are about to
keep it.

The whole world is watching. It is ap-
palled that a Nation soaked in the
blood of gun violence would legalize
the more efficient massacre of inno-
cents.

Let us stop this Congress before it
hurts people across this country.

f

WELFARE
(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,
do you remember who said ‘‘I will
change welfare as we know it’’? The an-
swer to this question is not a $64,000
question. In fact, we all know who said
it: The same individual who said that
the era of big government is over, ex-
cept we want it to last a little longer.

I wonder what the President really
meant, or was it just another one of his
hollow promises?

I do not blame my friends on the
other side of the aisle, because I know
pretty much where many of you stand.
You said where you stand. You have
been honest and straightforward about
it. Many of you want to spend more
money. I understand that. Many of you
are less concerned about the ineffi-
ciency and the nonproductiveness of
some of these plans.

I simply want to know where the
President stands, not what he says. Is
it candidate Clinton who wants to
change welfare as we know it, or is it
the current President who has vetoed
every major reform?

Then again, it is an election year.
f

REPUBLICAN CUTS TO EDUCATION
NOT NECESSARY

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

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, the Republican cuts in edu-
cation are not necessary to balance the
budget. Today’s newspapers across our
country report that the Nation’s defi-
cit this year is $145.6 billion, down from
$163.5 billion last year, and half the
$292 billion of 4 years ago under a Re-
publican administration.

We have made great strides in reduc-
ing the deficit without the outrageous
cuts in education. But the Republicans
continue to insist on attacking public
education and continue to govern
piecemeal. The uncertainty about Fed-
eral funding has caused chaos in our
local schools as they wait for final
word on future funding for levels of ele-
mentary and secondary education pro-
grams. Today as we continue on the
GOP’s road, school districts across our
Nation may be forced to lay off 40,000
teachers because of the funding uncer-
tainty, and increase class sizes and
cause an additional decline in the qual-
ity of education.

The American people want our chil-
dren to be educated, but the Repub-
licans refuse to give up on their ex-
treme course of deep cuts education
funding.

The American people want a bal-
anced budget without these education
cuts.

f

b 1015

THE TAX BURDEN

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

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, Reader’s Digest recently did a poll
that showed that Americans believed
that the maximum tax burden a family
of four should face is 25 percent. That
is what Americans think is a fair tax
burden.

But reality shows that, today, the
total tax burden—State, local, Fed-
eral—is near 40 percent. Mr. Speaker,
and if I may strike a moralistic tone,
this is wrong. It is wrong that Ameri-
cans have to suffer under a nearly 40-
percent tax rate. It is a recipe for dis-
aster for us here in Washington to pass
bill after bill, year after year, just to
make sure the Washington bureaucracy
has enough money, and while the coun-
try goes further and further in debt.

How much is enough? Forty percent?
Fifty percent? How long before our
children start paying an 80-percent tax
rate?

Mr. Speaker, Washington taxes too
much because Washington spends too
much. Bill Clinton’s latest budget to-
tally fails to address the reality that
we need to cut Washington taxes and
cut Washington spending.

f

THE ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN

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

Mr. BROWN of California. Mr. Speak-
er I do not profess to be an expert on
the issue of the assault weapons ban.
But I have heard from two people I
would consider experts on the issue:
Samuel Scott, chief of police in Fon-
tana, CA and Dennis Hegwood, chief of
police in Rialto, CA—both cities in my
district. They are both against any ef-
fort to repeal the assault weapons ban.

Even without the support of police
chiefs and other national police organi-
zations, recently released statistics
prove why we should maintain the as-
sault weapons ban.

During the late 1980’s assault weap-
ons accounted for about 8 to 10 percent
of all guns traced by law enforcement,
even though assault weapons ac-
counted for only about 1 percent of the
guns in private hands. However, the
number of assault weapons traces initi-
ated in the first 8 months of 1995, 1 year
after the ban’s enactment, fell for the
first time in recent years from prior
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year’s level. There were 510 fewer as-
sault weapons traced to crime in the
first 8 months of 1995 than were traced
during the same period in 1994—an 18-
percent reduction over a 1-year period.

I seem to recall that my Republican
friends across the aisle want to base
every judgment about Government pro-
grams and agencies on statistical data.
Well, the statistical data proves that
this is an effective law.

I also seem to recall that my Repub-
lican friends across the aisle like to
think they are members of the law-
and-order party. Well, law and order
from coast to coast favors maintaining
the assault weapons ban.

It is time that Republicans live by
the standards they impose on them-
selves and maintain the assault weap-
ons ban.

f

GOOD NEWS AND BAD NEWS ON
THE BUDGET

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

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I think we should sort of start with
positive news, and the good news is
that the President gave us a budget
that balances in 7 years.

Mr. Speaker, I was trying to remem-
ber what was happening just 2 years
ago, what the Democrats, what the lib-
erals, what the tax and spend people
were saying. I looked up in the Com-
mittee on the Budget records of what
Leon Panetta said. He said that we are
heading toward down as low as a $70
billion deficit, or overspending, by the
year 2003, and that is where we should
be.

The good news is that we have
changed the debate in Washington.
Now everybody is saying yes, we need a
balanced budget. It is the right thing
to do for the economy. It is the right
thing to do as far as our kids and our
grandkids. I think it is interesting to
note in the President’s budget that he
has $234 billion more taxes than the
Republican proposal. He has $357 bil-
lion more spending than the Repub-
lican proposal. It tends to be tax and
spend. It is balanced. Although Presi-
dent Clinton often says there is not a
government program for every prob-
lem, he has incorporated most govern-
ment Washington solutions in his
budget.

f

THE GUN DEBATE IS REALLY
ABOUT MONEY

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

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, we are
going to have a debate today about
banning or removing the ban on such
dangerous weapons as streetsweepers
and AK–47’s. But I, sadly, think the de-
bate is not about the substantive issues
that we are going to hear about and the
danger of these guns and the safety of

the citizens, but it is going to be about
one thing and one thing alone. It is
going to be about this; money.

It is going to be about the old adage:
bought lock, stock, and barrel. Locking
up people’s election, getting stocks and
putting them back in this Chamber and
stuffing money down the barrel of their
guns.

Now, we can either have new politics
and reform about the public interests
or we can continue to have these same
old debates about special interests. We
can either clean up our campaign cof-
fers and get political reform, or we can
continue to see the same old politics
and the same old thing.

f

THE WERNLE HOME

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

Mr. MCINTOSH. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise with a report from Indiana. To-
day’s report lists the Wernle home in
Richmond, IN, that Ruthie and I have
visited. It was founded over 100 years
ago by the Lutheran Church as an or-
phanage. Today Rev. Paul Knecht and
Mike Wilson run the Wernle home as a
home for young boys and girls, many of
them from abused families, to give
them a chance for a better life. For
older children, they are prepared for
independent living and GED testing,
and children learn responsibility.

They have a chance to earn a $5 al-
lowance each weeks by performing
tasks around the Wernle home. They
are also taught community skills as
they play and work together in their
daily lives. The Wernle home receives a
lot of support from local businesses in
Richmond, IN: the McDonald’s, the
local newspaper, the Palladium-item,
Van’s Meats, the symphony and many
other business and community groups.

It is the children at Wernle home,
children who come in all sizes, races,
and religions who those men and
women are working to give a better
life. The good folks at the Wernle home
are Hoosier heroes, and I raise them up
today and commend their efforts. The
magic of the Wernle home is a smile in
the child who is loved.

f

REPEAL THE ASSAULT WEAPONS
BAN? A POLITICAL DEATH WISH

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

Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, the
House votes today on a bill to repeal
the assault weapons ban, a political
death wish in the most literal sense
possible.

Please think about what Dion, Ty,
and Aaron would say about this.

One night in 1993, these three high
school students from Westminster, CO,
were driving home, minding their own
business, when out of the dark, without
any warning or cause, another young

person in a car pulled up beside them
and started firing.

Dion was hit five times, Ty twice,
Aaron once. Luckily, none of them
died. But they were all shot, and shot
so many times, because the person
shooting at them had a AK–47.

Mr. Speaker what in the world is a
weapon like that doing on the streets
of Colorado?

It was not there because any hunter
needed it. It was there because the
gangs and the criminals and the psy-
chos want to use it to kill as many peo-
ple as they can and to outgun the po-
lice.

In September 1993, one of them was
used on these three young men. Please,
for God’s sake do not repeal the ban on
these awful weapons.

f

WELCOME TO A NEW DEMOCRACY

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

Mr. FUNDERBURK. Mr. Speaker, the
Chinese civilization is the world’s old-
est continuous one. The Chinese are
rightfully proud of their civilization
and culture. This weekend the Chinese
people on Taiwan will undertake a his-
toric event that has never occurred in
4,000 years of Chinese history. For the
very first time, the Chinese on Taiwan
will vote directly for its president. I
heartily applaud this act of self-deter-
mination. This act of popularly elect-
ing a president is in accord with the
very principle of democracy.

Mr. Speaker, I want to extend my
most heartfelt congratulations from
one of the world’s oldest democratic re-
publics to one of the youngest. To this
end, I have submitted a House concur-
rent resolution extending our con-
gratulations to the free noncommunist
republic of China on Taiwan.

f

THE ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN

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

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in utter amazement that we are
even going to consider repealing the as-
sault weapons ban. Here are provisions
of law designed to keep weapons of war
off of our streets and to prevent citi-
zens from being slaughtered and our
law enforcement officials from being
outgunned. Yet the majority party in-
sists we would be better off without the
ban. I find that difficult to believe.

Mr. Speaker, when President Bush
banned the importation of assault
weapons in 1989, the number of such ri-
fles traced to crime dropped by 45 per-
cent. In the year of the ban on domes-
tic assault weapons, the effect of such
attacks has dropped an additional 18
percent. Despite these encouraging re-
sults, assault weapons still pose a
major danger to Americans, particu-
larly to our law enforcement officers,
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