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The Army representative went first, and

was so eloquent that he got a standing ova-
tion, but went eighteen minutes. Not to be
outdone, the Navy presentation was equally
superb, but took nineteen minutes. Air Force
then gave a sterling presentation, which
lasted twenty minutes. By now, the principal
was irate, and admonished the Marine re-
cruiter that he had only three minutes be-
fore the students had to leave for the next
class!

During the first two minutes of his short-
ened time, the Marine didn’t say a word, but
individually and carefully studied the faces
of each student. finally, he said, ‘‘I’ve looked
across this crowd and I see three or four indi-
viduals who have what it takes to be a Un-
tied States Marine. If you think you are one
of them, I want to see you down front imme-
diately after the assembly.’’

Who do you think drew the biggest crowd!
This afternoon, as I look out across this

distinguished group gathered here, I see
more than a few men and women who have
what it takes, under God to lead our country
forward ‘‘through the night’’ into the next
millennium—individuals who represent civil
and governmental authority—as well as doc-
tors, lawyers, clergy, artists and media.

Again, Ruth and I are deeply humbled by
this award, and we thank you for all that it
represents.

We pledge to continue the work that God
has called us to do as long as we live.

Thank you.

f

AMERICANS NEED GAS TAX
FREEDOM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia [Mrs. SEASTRAND] is recognized for
40 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mrs. SEASTRAND. Mr. Speaker, ap-
proximately a week ago we celebrated
Tax Freedom Day. It is interesting be-
cause this year, in 1996, it is 6 days
later than we celebrated Tax Freedom
Day in 1993. This is the day when
across America, hardworking families,
moms and dads, keep their paycheck,
and they have the dollars to stop fund-
ing government at all levels, and the
dollars after Tax Freedom Day actu-
ally go to their families and their chil-
dren and to do the things they want to
do with their dollars.

Americans do not need to look any
further than their 1995 tax return to
see the difference between Republicans
and Democrats. Republicans want
Americans to keep more of their pay-
checks. Republicans want families to
save for their futures, and they want
more for the families and for our com-
munities across this Nation.

We kept our promises to the Amer-
ican taxpayers by passing the first ever
balanced budget in 25 years. We passed
the $500-per-child tax credit and the re-
peal of Clinton’s assault on working
seniors. We want seniors to keep more
of what they earn.

But unfortunately President Clinton
chose to veto these key provisions
which were meant to put back power to
where power belongs, and that is into
the hands of working taxpayers, the
working families, moms and dads
across this Nation.

It is interesting because Washington
values here on Capitol Hill are so very
much different from the folks across
America, and in particular the folks on
the central coast of California. I am
very privileged to have the right to be
voted in by constituents on the central
coast of California, to represent them.
I represent two wonderful counties,
San Luis Obispo County and Santa
Barbara County.

It is interesting to note, because in
1993 we had a severe gas tax hike. It
was part of the largest tax hike. It was
part of the largest tax hike in history.
In fact, $4.8 billion alone went to an an-
nual gas tax, and I want to remind ev-
eryone that that is 30 percent to the
Federal gas tax, a 30-percent increase. I
might also remind people that not one
Republican voted for the gas tax. It
was part of an overall tax increase of
$268 billion, an entire package. But
again, as I said, $4.8 billion was the gas
tax.

When politicians raise taxes for some
reason they do not seem to save the
money. They spend it. People on Cap-
itol Hill here in Washington, DC, when
they can get a dollar here, a dollar
there, eventually they spend it. Spend-
ing in 1992 was $1.3 trillion, almost $1.4
trillion. But spending in 1995 was $1.57
trillion, almost $1.6 trillion, an in-
crease of $190 billion.

I know I cannot fathom what $1 bil-
lion is. It is very hard to work in these
numbers. I can identify with working
families on the central coast of Califor-
nia. We deal not in those type of num-
bers. Only in government do we deal in
billions and trillions.

But I know that the gas tax hits the
low- and middle-income Americans the
most, those that need a helping hand
from those of us that are trying to help
them here in Washington. I want to
help those people, because I know it
hits them, those that we always say we
care the most about.

Perhaps you have seen that famous
quote of President Clinton. It was stat-
ed in Houston in October of last year,
and he was talking about raising $268
billion of tax increase, and he admit-
ted, ‘‘Even I think I raised taxes too
much.’’

I agree, and I think we here in Wash-
ington, DC, here in this House and this
Senate, and we should have the Presi-
dent help to roll back President Clin-
ton’s tax hikes.

We have seen definitely that there
has been a gas price increase and it has
been caused by market-driven events,
many reasons, and it really affects the
central coast of California. In fact in
Santa Barbara alone, the city of Santa
Barbara, we saw perhaps the highest
prices in Santa Barbara than were seen
across this Nation, in some instances
over $2 a gallon.

So we wonder, why are the retail
prices up? I have a response here from
the Department of Energy. On April 30,
1996, the Department of Energy told
Senate staff that the recent increases
in retail gasoline and diesel prices are

due to many reasons, and here are
some of the factors:

First, tight world crude supplies fol-
lowing a colder than normal winter.

Second, lower U.S. private crude and
petroleum stocks due to, well, a colder
than normal winter. Market decisions
by companies to hold minimal inven-
tories of crude oil in anticipation of
the United Nations agreeing to allow
Iraq to begin exporting oil.

Third, higher corn prices than have
reduced ethanol production.

Fourth, normal spring refinery cut-
backs while they reconfigure to de-
crease heating oil production and in-
crease gasoline production for the sum-
mer driving season.

And, finally, fifth, in California, my
State, particular shortages because of
California’s required introduction of a
particular form of reformulated gaso-
line. The shortages were due to produc-
tion run problems at several California
refineries.

It is interesting, just recently in the
Washington Post one of the reporters
said today’s prices are set by the ab-
sence of refining capacity and unneces-
sary environmental regulations, and
that really does apply to California. We
are all interested in cleaner air, but
there is a price to be paid.

Overall, retail prices of motor fuels
in the United States have increased
sharply since the winter to their high-
est level since 1990. Especially in Cali-
fornia, we are preparing for the tourist
season. Tourism is very important to
the central coast of California and so
we are preparing for that busiest sea-
son and concerned about whether the
folks are going to come.

But with gas prices soaring all over
the country and especially, as I said, in
my own backyard, I want to do some-
thing to help ease the burden of those
rising gas prices. I think we need some
relief and some immediate relief.

I have introduced a bill that would
temporarily repeal the Clinton gas tax
until 1997 to allow the oil markets a
chance to recover from a shortage in
supply. The bill is H.R. 3415.

Again, the central coast of Califor-
nia, every time I go home, and that is
every weekend, folks will tell me that
they just are overtaxed. They need
some relief from the paperwork and the
burdens of regulation, from all levels of
government, and they wholeheartedly
agree that immediately they would
like to see saving some of that 4.3 cents
that we pay because of the Clinton tax
hike. They would like to put that in
their pocket. They think it would re-
lieve California and the central coast
gas pains. It is amazing the good sup-
port I am getting on the central coast
of California, and I think this is typical
across this Nation.

But it is interesting because we hear
a lot of naysayers on Capitol Hill here
in Washington, DC. They say, the atti-
tude is, why do we have to reduce the
taxes? They just do not get it. They
just do not understand the needs of
working folks across this Nation and
especially the folks in California.
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Here in Washington on the Hill, you
can have an apartment and you just
walk to the office. Some people do not
even own a car. Not so, not so from
where I come from. Some people make,
well, they can make a 100-mile round
trip just going to the supermarket.
California is different. I am sure this is
also true in many of our rural areas
across this Nation.

Well, my proposal to repeal the Clin-
ton gas tax and return the money
where it belongs, to the hardworking
taxpayers, I hope you would consider
what this means, not only cutting, put-
ting the 4.3 cents in your pocket, but
what it means to the other things you
have to pay for, the transportation
prices. When you think about the
trucking industry and what we get de-
livered to our cities and areas, and how
important gasoline is to moving our
goods and services across this Nation,
well, we have to sit back and think
about all the things we buy: Our food,
the cattle industry, the produce indus-
try. Or if you just want to move from
one place in these United States to an-
other, all of this is done with gas.

Again, that 4.3 cents per gallon is
going to mean lower dollars, lower
transportation costs. Recent studies
have documented the positive effect of
repealing the Clinton gas tax. It would
reduce taxes by almost $5 billion a
year, and $550 million in California
alone.

In addition, you know, we would re-
coup some of the jobs lost to that tax
increase. The gas tax of 1993 is respon-
sible for the loss of 8,000 jobs in Califor-
nia alone, and 69,000 jobs nationwide.

Earlier this year President Clinton
and many of his Democrat colleagues
who serve in Congress had the oppor-
tunity to cut taxes for the working
American families, but they were com-
mitted to protecting Washington
spending, and I believe they should be
given another opportunity to reduce
the tax burden of the American people.

Let us repeal the 1993 Clinton gas
tax. Retail prices of motor fuels in the
United States have increased sharply
since the winter, to their highest levels
since 1990. The Federal excise tax on
gasoline was first enacted in 1932, and
1951 for diesel fuel. We started, as
usual, with initial levels of 1 and 2
cents per gallon respectively, and then
the taxes were raised gradually to 4
cents by 1959. From 1983 to 1993, there
were five Federal tax increases on gas-
oline, raising them to their present lev-
els of 18.3 cents a gallon.

Sometimes I think we do not realize
how much we pay on an average gallon
of gas when we fill it up. I should say
of that 18.3, 14 cents goes into the high-
way trust fund and the 4.3 cents, well,
it just goes into the general fund.

Now, that is the Clinton tax increase
of 1993. I think it is important to stop
here to repeat that. Only 14 cents of
the 18.3 cents of Federal taxes on each
gallon of gas that you purchase at the
pump, only 14 cents goes into the trust

fund for the roads, the bridges, to take
care of those potholes when you are
traveling along the freeways.

The 4.3 cents of the tax hike went to
the general fund. I get a lot of post-
cards because people say maybe we
could keep that money and fix the pot-
hole on the freeway that I drive every
day and let us not give it back. I would
rather see the pothole filled up.

But, ladies and gentlemen, the 4.3
cents, the tax hike of 1993, does not go
for your highways, for building bridges.
It does not go for mass transit if you
like in an urban city. In fact, the tax
you are paying on your airline ticket
today on the aviation fuel, that does
not go for helping meet your transpor-
tation needs. It just goes into the Gen-
eral Fund, and only again in Washing-
ton, DC, do you have people here that
feed the bureaucracy for more spend-
ing. It is dedicated, the 4.3 cents is
dedicated to finance Washington spend-
ing on the bureaucracy.

Let me give you an example, in
Santa Barbara County. I just heard
there is consideration that we may
have a measure on the November ballot
to raise several million dollars to off-
set $100 million of backlog in mainte-
nance on our county roads.

Well, here I have 4.3 cents that is just
going into the general fund, when lo-
cally now the folks in Santa Barbara
County may be asked to consider rais-
ing several million dollars to take care
of backlog in maintenance. Something
is wrong here.

The Congressional Research Service,
a nonpartisan organization, estimates
that, other things being equal, repeal
of the 4.3 cent fuel tax would cause re-
finers, importers, and terminal opera-
tors to decrease wholesale prices by
about three-fourths of the overall ex-
cise tax. I would say about 3.2 cents.
Retail gasoline prices would tend to de-
cline, and any decrease in the prices of
gasoline and other motor fuel would
tend to increase the demand for fuel
and for complementary goods and serv-
ices by reducing the cost of the vehicu-
lar transportation and related travel
relative to the other costs and services.
Therefore, the demand for substitute
goods and services such as home recre-
ation and other activities would tend
to go down.

A decrease in the gasoline tax would
increase, and I underline this word,
household’s disposable income, reduce
business costs per unit of output, and
would increase total demand for goods
and services, thus having an expansive
effect on economic activity.

Now, there have been questions asked
about the bill to repeal the tax on gas
from 1993, and one in particular is that
even if the Clinton gas tax is repealed,
it will not necessarily be passed on to
the consumer.

Well, my bill, H.R. 3415, contains lan-
guage that states the benefits of the
tax repeal should be passed on to the
consumers, and it requires that the
Comptroller General of the United
States conduct a study to assure pass-
through of such a repeal.

It was interesting, because a col-
league on the other side of the aisle
just recently brought up his concern
that passing that gasoline tax repeal
will simply line the pockets of the big
oil companies and will not be passed on
to the consumers. I understand that
concern. But certainly retailers I be-
lieve will always try to slowly drop the
price of gasoline. However, the Depart-
ment of Energy is predicting normal
supplies and prices this summer.

Moreover, both world and domestic
crude prices have fallen every day
since early last week, and well before
the President’s announcement regard-
ing SPR sales on Monday of last week.
With gasoline prices expected to de-
cline through this summer, market
competition and full supply market-
place will make it very difficult, I be-
lieve, for retailers to keep the 4.3 cents
if the tax is repealed.

I would just say other questions have
been raised about the costs associated
with this bill, and the answer to that is
that we have the offsets, and they are
found in reducing the size of rampant
travel and other expenses at the De-
partment of Energy. We also are going
to look to the FCC auctioning off
broadcast spectrums, and the Commit-
tee on the Budget chairman, Mr. KA-
SICH, has assured us that we are on tar-
get to balance the budget by fiscal year
2002, even with this temporary repeal
of the Clinton gas tax.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I guess it is the
old story, the Democrats never met a
tax increase the did not like. I would
like to quote the minority leader from
the Senate:

Well, it seems to me the Republicans’ only
issue, I am sure if you talked about the
weather, they would come up with a tax cut,
if you talked about heart problems, they
would come up with a tax cut, and any prob-
lem that you think of in this country can be
fixed with a tax cut, if you listen to Repub-
licans. Again, we have got high prices. Let’s
not look at resources and supply and de-
mand. Let’s have a tax cut.

That is the Senate minority leader
on April 29 of this year. Again, yes, I
am looking to a tax cut, because I
know how important it is for my folks
to drive up to that pump, to fill up
their tank and have to travel many
miles on the central coast of Califor-
nia, and 4.3 cents in some tax relief to
them is very important. And I make
my case, the Democrats never met a
tax increase the did not like.

From the way the Democrats are de-
fending this tax hike, charging that its
rollback will not get passed on to the
consumers, it sounds like they cannot
wait to increase gas taxes again.

As I said, I go home every weekend,
and my constituents are telling me
that they would like to see some relief.
The students at U.C. Santa Barbara,
the students at Cal Poly that have to
travel miles, they want to see some re-
lief. The cattlemen that take their cat-
tle to and from market want to see re-
lief. The produce industry, which is
very big, taking the lettuce to market,
it is very important and they want to
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see tax relief. And just the average
mom and dad want to see tax relief so
they can take the kids to school, get to
work, get to the grocery store, get to
little league, and do all the important
things that are important in their life.

I believe, yes, that the best way to
lower gas prices and relieve not only
the central coast of California gas
pains, but our Nation’s gas pains, is to
repeal the Clinton gas tax. It is time. It
is time we let working men and women
keep more of their hard-earned dollars,
and not have the bureaucrats here in
Washington say that they know best
how to spend those hard-earned dollars.

Mr. Speaker, since its imposition in
October of 1993, the gas tax has taken
$613 million out of the economy. That
is money that Californians could have
had. Repealing the gas tax also would
reduce taxes, as I said earlier before, by
almost $5 billion annually. And I want
to repeat this number, it would reduce
taxes in California by $550 million. A
repeal of the gas tax, I am summariz-
ing here if you notice, the repeal of the
gas tax would recoup the jobs most to
the tax increase. If you recall, I said we
lost 8,000 jobs in California, and I want
to work for those 8,000 jobs, get them
back, and I am going to work for the
69,000 jobs that we lost nationwide.

The Democrats love big government.
They are so wedded to the old status
quo that they are willing to deny
American families, including those on
the central coast of California, an an-
nual $48 tax break. I think you all
would remember that last year, or I
should say last election, we heard slo-
gans like ‘‘It is the economy, stupid.’’
Well, I guess that if there was a slogan
to be had this election time, we should
remind people that it is the paycheck,
stupid. The folks need to see more of
the dollars kept in their paycheck and
spend those hard-earned dollars as they
best decide.

I would say, let the bureaucrats here
decide how they are going to tighten
their belts, and put their agency and
their particular program on a diet. I
would rather have the folks on Capitol
Hill here in the bureaucracies decide
how to tighten the belt, rather then my
folks on the central coast of California.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NEY). The Chair will remind Members
to refrain from quoting individual
Members of the Senate.
f

55TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
BATTLE OF CRETE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. KLINK] is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may

have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this spe-
cial order observing the 55th anniver-
sary of the Battle of Crete.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, it is late,

and many Members have not been able
to join us tonight who had planned to
make statements. They will put their
statements in the RECORD. I am sure
that will not be of distress to the
Speaker, that we will not go as long as
had been intended.

Mr. Speaker, I do rise today to mark
the 55th anniversary of the Battle of
Crete. This is really an historic event.
It is of great significance. It took place
on the Island of Crete during World
War II. This was between Nazi forces
and the people of Crete who were as-
sisted by the allied armies.

I would like to rise today also to rec-
ognize the heroic efforts of the people
of Crete that were exhibited not only
during the battle itself, but during the
subsequent 4-year occupation of Crete
by Nazi forces.

At the outset of the war, Adolf Hitler
had not intended to invade the Island
of Crete. It was when Italian forces
were unable to overtake the Greek
forces on the Greek mainland that Hit-
ler decided he would assist. Soon after
Greece fell to German forces, Hitler
was convinced by others to make Crete
his next target.

Let me just talk a moment about the
significance of the Island of Crete. It is
the largest of the Greek islands, about
160 miles long. It varies in its width
from about 7.5 miles to 35 miles. At the
outbreak of World War II, Crete lay at
a very strategic position for both the
Allies and the Axis powers. For the
British, who controlled the island at
the time, Crete was a very strong point
on the lifeline to India. It protected
both Palestine and Egypt, and they had
assigned elements of the Royal Navy to
be sheltered in the great natural har-
bor of Suda Bay.

But despite its importance, the Brit-
ish maintained only a small garrison
there. At the time of the outbreak of
this war, it consisted of only three in-
fantry battalions, armed with several
heavy and light antiaircraft guns. They
had coast defense artillery and search-
lights. But sensing a coming Axis at-
tack, they began to reinforce Crete
with men and supplies.

b 2100

But it was, in fact, too late. Because
of the persistent attacks by the Ger-
man Luftwaffe, they could send only a
few thousand tons of supply to the is-
land. And so it was on May 1941 that
Adolf Hitler turned his attention to the
Island of Crete.

Hitler’s elite 7th parachute division
began operation Mercury. At the time
this was the largest airborne invasion
to that point in our entire history, that

is the entire history of this world. With
the aid of some 500 transport aircraft
and 500 bombers and fighters, the ini-
tial wave of paratroopers, which num-
bered about 3,500, suffered great casual-
ties at the hands of Crete’s ground
forces. These ground forces, of course,
included heroic Cretan civilians who
used knives and pitchforks and sickles
in their hands, and sticks and rocks, as
some of their only weapons.

The valiant Allied forces were even-
tually forced to retreat, but the battle
lasted 11 days before the Germans
could declare a victory, and it resulted
in over 6,000 German troops listed as
killed, wounded or missing in action.

The losses to the elite 7th parachute
division were felt so hard by the Ger-
man military and were of such signifi-
cance that no large-scale airborne op-
eration was ever attempted by Nazi
Germany again for the remainder of
the war.

After the Allied retreat, the people of
Crete were left to fend for themselves.
The Cretan resistance movement orga-
nized in an effort to thwart the Ger-
man Nazi forces. For 4 years the resist-
ance movement on Crete inflicted very
heavy casualties on the Nazi army. At
one point the Cretan forces even kid-
napped a heavily guarded German gen-
eral.

The struggle undertaken by the Cre-
tan civilians became an example for all
Europe to follow in defying German oc-
cupation and aggression. The price paid
for the Cretans’ valiant resistance to
Nazi forces became that of thousands
of lives of civilians who died from ran-
dom executions, some who died from
starvation, others by imprisonment.
Entire communities were burned and
were destroyed by the Germans as a re-
prisal for the Cretan resistance move-
ment. Yet the battle of Crete, in part,
was to change the final outcome of
World War II.

A direct result of this battle was a
delay in Hitler’s plans to invade Rus-
sia. Originally Hitler had planned to
move on Russia in April of 1941. But
Hitler was not able to move his forces
on Russia until June because of the
time that was lost as the valiant peo-
ple of Crete had fought off the Third
Reich. The consequences of this 2-
month delay was Hitler’s forces facing
the harsh Russian winter. And while
Nazi forces were able to penetrate into
Russian territory, the snow storms and
the sub zero temperatures eventually
stalled them before they could over-
take Moscow or Leningrad. This
marked the beginning of the end of the
Hitler war machine.

As is so often the case in history, the
battle of Crete was not the first time a
small force of Greeks fought against
overwhelming odds. Dr. George C.
Kiriakopoulos, a noted author and pro-
fessor at Columbia University, has
compared the battle of Crete to the an-
cient battle of Thermopylae.
Thermopylae, which is a very narrow
passageway located in east central
Greece, was the site where King Leoni-
das and his 300 Spartans made their
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