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Americans purchased is now 4.3 cents
more expensive because of Bill Clinton
and the liberal Democrats.

Yesterday was tax freedom day. And
in honor of tax freedom day, Congress
should repeal this regressive gas tax
and let the American people keep more
of what they earn.

Mr. Speaker, we know the President
feels our pain, but the real question is,
‘‘does he feel the gas tax pains?”’

EDUCATION CUTS

(Ms. McKINNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Ms. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, | am
no longer astonished by the lengths to
which Republican leaders will go just
to cut education funding. Monday’s
Washington Post reported that the Re-
publican House majority leader favored
cutting education in order to pay for a
repeal of the gas tax. Now, that’s auda-
cious stuff coming from someone who
used Government loans to get through
school.

Mr. Speaker, the Republican leader-
ship could have easily paid for a repeal
of the gas tax by not giving the mili-
tary $7 billion more that what it asked
for in 1996.

In fact, what guarantee do we even
have that the oil companies will reduce
their prices once the gas tax is re-
pealed?

Once again, Mr. Speaker, the Repub-
lican leadership has demonstrated that
it is only interested in greasing the
rigs of the oil companies, while giving
the American middle class a Texas-
sized wedgie.

I include for the RECORD the follow-
ing article from the Washington Post
of Monday, May 6, 1996:

ARMEY: CHEAPER FUEL VIA EDUCATION CUTS
(By Serge F. Kovaleski)

House Majority Leader Richard K. Armey
(R-Tex.) yesterday suggested that the reve-
nue loss from a repeal of the 1993 gasoline
tax could be offset by cutting spending on
education.

“Maybe we ought to take another look at
the amount of money we are spending on
education,” Armey said on NBC’s ‘“Meet the
Press.” “There is a place where we’re getting
a declining value for an increasing dollar.
It’s in education.

“If in fact we can get some discipline in
the use of our education dollar, I think we
can make up the difference,”” Armey added.

The White House said yesterday that
targeting education funds is not acceptable.

Reducing the federal 18.3-cents-a-gallon
gasoline tax by 4.3 cents, as proposed by Re-
publicans, would save the average motorist
about $27 a year in taxes, but would reduce
federal revenue by $30 billion to $35 billion
over the next seven years, the White House
estimates.

Senate Marjority Leader and presumptive
GOP presidential nominee Robert J. Dole
(Kan.), who has made repeal of the 1993 gas
tax a focus of his campaign against Presi-
dent Clinton, plans to introduce legislation
Tuesday to repeal the 1993 tax temporarily.
The increase was part of the deficit reduc-
tion package that Clinton pushed through
Congress in 1993 without a single Republican
vote.
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Under the Dole proposal, the tax would be
rolled back through January 1997 and a per-
manent repeal would be considered as part of
the budget for the fiscal year starting Oct. 1.
Clinton has said he would be willing to con-
sider scrapping the tax if Republicans found
a fair way to make up the revenue loss.

But in a statement yesterday, White House
Chief of Staff Leon E. Panetta called on Dole
and House Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.)
“immediately and unequivocally” to repudi-
ate Armey’s suggestion that education
spending could be cut to finance a reduction
in the gasoline tax.

White House economic adviser Laura
D’Andrea Tyson, also interviewed on ‘“meet
the Press,” refused to say whether the Presi-
dent would sign a freestanding bill to kill
the tax hike, but argued that any cut should
be part of a balanced budget plan. ““It’s going
to be very hard for them to find $30 billion to
$35 billion,” she said.

Tyson stressed the White House would pre-
fer tax reductions for education or a family
tax credit or an IRA expansion rather than a
gasoline tax cut.

Sen. Phil Gramm (R-Tex.), on ABC’s “This
Week With David Brinkley,” said the best
way to offset the tax repeal would be to cut
welfare benefits for legal immigrants, which
would result in savings of about $14 billion a
year. He also said Congress should not twin
the gasoline tax repeal and a minimum wage
increase, which Dole has suggested to appeal
to Clinton and the Democrats.

Gingrich echoed that view in remarks on
CBS’s ‘““Face the Nation.”” He said the gas tax
legislation would be a ‘“‘simple, narrow bill”’
that would not be lined to the minimum
wage issue. He said the House Ways and
Means Committee would meet Tuesday to
consider how to pay for the tax repeal. He
did not embrace Armey’s suggestion or re-
ject it.

He said that Dole’s ‘““proposal to repeal the
gas tax increase has been generally pretty
popular. | think it will pass by a big mar-
gin,”” giving Clinton ‘“‘a chance to sign it into
law before Memorial Day so that Americans
who drive over Memorial Day will pay slight-
ly less for gasoline.”

The Clinton administration, however, said
that wholesale prices are already going down
after the President’s decision last week to
sell 12 million barrels of oil from the Strate-
gic Petroleum Reserve.

Economists have noted that when the price
of gasoline is adjusted for inflation, it is
cheap by historical standards. In 1995 dollars,
average gasoline prices are at 1991 levels but
are well below where they were for most of
the 1980s. The average national price for a
gallon of unleaded regular gasoline at the
pump is $1.273. That is also far cheaper than
gasoline prices in most of the world. In some
European countries gasoline is three times
the U.S. price.

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
POLLING

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

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, last night
on NBC’s television program called
“The Fleecing of America,” it was re-
vealed that Clinton’s Department of
Agriculture has hired a political poll-
ster for $33,000, our tax dollars, by the
way, to go out and poll some political
people, white Americans only. This
particular pollster is known for polling
for Democrat women. And so she went
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out and polled, in Kansas by the way,
white Americans not Hispanics, not
blacks but white Americans, in Kansas,
the swing voters, to find out how they
were feeling about the Food Stamp
Program.

It just so happens that the House
chairman of the Committee on Agri-
culture, the gentleman from Kansas,
[Mr. ROBERTS], is running for the Sen-
ate against a female opponent in Kan-
sas. But our tax dollars were being
spent to find out what the Kansas pub-
lic was thinking. How long is the
American public going to put up with
this? How long is the American public
going to allow their tax dollars to be
used for political purposes by this ad-
ministration? | ask Secretary Glick-
man to ask Under Secretary Haas to
resign.

INTRODUCTION OF THE
NEWBORNS’ AND MOTHERS’
HEALTH PROTECTION ACT

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

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, today,
in honor of Mother’s Day, | am intro-
ducing a bill to improve health protec-
tions for new mothers and their babies.

We have all heard the stories from
mothers we represent about the dif-
ficulties and tragedies that can result
from a too-early hospital discharge
after childbirth. Providers concur that
the first few days after delivery are
critical to both the mother’s and the
infant’s health.

The Newborns’ and Mothers’ Health
Protection Act removes insurance
mandates that restrict the length of
postpartum care mothers and infants
receive. The bill requires that health
plans provide up to 48 hours of cov-
erage for normal delivery, and 96 hours
for caesarean section—the accepted
recommendations of the American Col-
lege of Obstetricians and Gynecologists
and the American Academy of Pediat-
rics.

The proposal is designed to ensure
that post-delivery care is based on the
unique characteristics of each mother
and her newborn child. Like the Brad-
ley-Kassebaum bill that overwhelm-
ingly passed the Senate Labor Commit-
tee, this legislation would return the
length of stay decision to mothers and
their health care providers. The bill
does not impose a mandate, but rather,
removes one, giving doctors more flexi-
bility in meeting the needs of their pa-
tients.

All 15 Democratic Members of the
Ways and Means Committee have
joined me in introducing this impor-
tant legislation. It is my hope that my
Republican colleagues will join us in a
bipartisan effort to pass these vital
protections for newborns and their
mothers.
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GAS TAX INCREASE

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, a lot of
people think that the President has
lost touch since he has flip-flopped so
many times that maybe it has affected
his head and his thinking. But it is not
true. Bill Clinton still feels your pain.

In fact, Bill Clinton feels your gas
pain. He even caused your gas pain, 4
cents a gallon, a 30-percent gas tax in-
crease. That is about the price of a can
of beans with every 10 gallons of gas,
about a 40-cent difference.

So this summer, Mr. Speaker, what |
say to middle-class Americans, when
you are on vacation filling up your gas
tank, spending that extra 40 cents, go
ahead, buy the President a can of beans
and send it to the White House. That
way, not only will Bill Clinton feel
your gas pain, but he can share in it as
well.

THE BUDGET

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

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, perhaps the
previous speaker should also keep in
mind the Dole dime that actually
caused the taxpayers to lose more than
a can of beans.

This morning | want to talk about
the budget. Despite the headlines, this
is in fact the same budget with the
same flaws. Extreme deep cuts on the
poor and the middle class to finance
tax breaks for the wealthy.

What does this mean? It means that
senior citizens and the poor are going
to have a second class health care sys-
tem. They are going to march up here
in lockstep and try to tell us that we
have to make these cuts to maintain
the solvency of the Medicare system.

Please do not believe this hoax. The
fact of the matter is, we do not need
these deep cuts. The President’s budg-
et, other Democratic budgets give us
the same level of solvency by the year
2006 as the Republicans do without
making the deep cuts.

What do these cuts mean? They mean
a loss of choice for seniors as to the
doctors that they would go to. They
mean that hospitals will close in rural
areas because of deep cuts. And they
mean children will go without health
care.

As one of my colleagues said, it is ba-
sically the same old song.

MINIMUM WAGE

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, the
President is pushing the minimum
wage. As a business person who runs a
business, | know that business has been
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eating raw material cost increases for
years. Unable to increase prices, busi-
ness has been needing a reason to raise
those prices. Along comes the mini-
mum wage. Watch prices. Inflation can
eat the value of a wage increase in
nothing flat.

Who are we kidding? The minimum
wage increase is straight politics.

GAS PRICES

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

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, everybody knows that gas prices are
rising, but if you think you have got
trouble, you ought to look at what the
people in California are facing: in Sac-
ramento, $1.54 a gallon; in San Jose,
$1.79; in Santa Barbara, $2.19 a gallon.
That is right. Here in the District of
Columbia, it is only $1.39 on average;
nationally, $1.27.

Clearly, we have a bigger problem in
our very isolated gasoline market on
the west coast. We have 10 percent of
our refineries down and out of commis-
sion. We have the added costs of newly
reformulated gasoline.

Sure, something needs to be done,
and we can help by repealing the 4.3
cents gas tax increase, but what are we
going to do to guarantee that that
money actually finds its way into the
pockets of consumers? That is $30 bil-
lion the consumers need back.

Our Republican friends have shown
no inclination or ability to make that
happen. They simply are going to be
feathering the nests of the major oil
companies in this country.

ROLL BACK THE CLINTON GAS
TAX

(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, back in 1992, candidate Bill Clinton
said, | oppose Federal excise gas tax in-
creases. But in 1993, President Clinton
enacted the largest tax increase in our
Nation’s history. And buried in that
tax package was a $4.8 billion increase
in the gas tax.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are realizing the cruel effects of the
Clinton gas tax right now. As Ameri-
cans plan for the busiest travel season
of the year, gas prices are soaring all
over our Nation. The Clinton crunch is
hitting our wallets hard.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans are com-
mitted to rolling back the onerous
Clinton gas tax. We want to reverse the
tide of the Clinton crunch and not only
help people earn more but help people
keep more of what they earn.

The Clinton tax gas is a regressive
tax that hurts all motorists, rich or
poor. It is time to repeal the Clinton
gas tax.
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AT LEAST REPUBLICANS ARE
CONSISTENT

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

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, it is
deja vu all over again. Although it is
early for summer reruns, the Repub-
licans yesterday released their budget,
which is a rehash of the document that
the American public resoundingly de-
feated and rejected in 1995. It has the
same identical budget priorities, dras-
tically cuts the amount of money spent
on health care for seniors, a $168 billion
cut in Medicare, the potential for hos-
pitals to close across this country.

The Republicans cut Medicare once
again, and they propose tax benefits for
the wealthy. The money that they pro-
pose to cut does not go into the Medi-
care trust fund, but it goes to pay for
the tax increases; the prescription that
caused the outcry last year, that
caused them to retreat from this issue.
But you have to admire their consist-
ency; they are back here again with
the same priorities, and that is because
their budget is the consequence of their
values, of their priorities, and their
willingness to do harm to the Amer-
ican people, and they are sincere in
wanting to do harm to working men
and women in this country.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
want a government that is on its side,
not the side of special interests.

HOUSING AUTHORITIES SHOULD
BE CONSULTED

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

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, Members
of the House, fairly shortly now we will
be resuming the debate on the housing
bill that is before the Congress, and
one element of that requires our atten-
tion. Whether or not the Brooke
amendment of the past will obtain for
the future depends on what we do here
today.

There is a resource that we have
back at home that we ought to take
advantage of in making up our minds
as to how to finally vote on this meas-
ure, and that is the members of the au-
thorities, the housing authorities, that
have the responsibility and the initia-
tive to deal with these problems on an
everyday basis. They have to consider
the tenants, the low-income status of
those tenants, the problems of drug
dealers on the premises, the costs of
overhead, a thousand different prob-
lems that we do not consider when we
vote on the larger questions that are
involved. | believe that we ought to
call our authorities’ people and find
out how they think on these matters.

DO NOT CUT MEDICARE

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
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