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our young people that we have in this
country today.
f

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

[Mr. HULSHOF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

TAX REFORM

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

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, many of
my colleagues have gone before me and
addressed an issue which I think is of
great importance to the future of our
country. In fact if you look back in
1948, the average tax burden in Amer-
ica on the average family was about 2
percent of their income. Today the
Federal tax burden is 24 percent and
when we factor in State and local
taxes, it gets upward of 40 percent. And
if you figure the overall cost of govern-
ment to the American family today, it
is over 50 percent of their income.

If you look at some of the statistics
that were released by the Kemp Com-
mission last year, the fact is that we
spend in this country over 5 billion
man-hours a year filling out tax re-
turns. You think about the number of
people who do nothing. Three million
full-time equivalent people who do
nothing but fill out tax returns. I think
it is ironic because that is more people
than we have in our entire Armed
Forces in America. That tells me one
thing; that we spend more time,
money, and energy in resources defend-
ing ourselves from our own tax system
than we do from foreign enemies. So we
have a tax system in this country that
is desperately in need of overhaul, of
simplification, of common sense for
American families and businesses.

I would also point out that there are
471 different tax forms. I think the
complexity of our Tax Code today was
illustrated recently when the Internal
Revenue Service expended $4 billion to
come up with a computer system to
process it which they discovered could
not work. And so we need to simplify
the Tax Code in this country in a way
that makes sense for American fami-
lies and American businesses and low-
ers the overall tax burden for our fami-
lies.

One of the things that I think you
will find in this town in particular is a
lot of institutional resistance to that.
It is ironic as well, as I was reading
some time back in the Wall Street
Journal, an op-ed piece which sug-
gested that in 1964 there were some
16,000 lobbyists in Washington and
today there are over 64,000 lobbyists,
which is 125 for every Member of Con-
gress. There is nothing wrong with lob-
bying and many of us rely on the infor-
mation that they provide to us, but I

think it points to the fact that govern-
ment has become so inordinately com-
plex that it takes people to interpret
the laws and try and tell us and try and
tell the American people what they
mean. In fact lobbying, according to
the article, today is an $8 billion indus-
try which is larger than 57 economies
in the world.

The other point I would make in
terms of the complexity of the Tax
Code, I was also reading last year in
the Wall Street Journal a story about
the number of people in tax writing
committees of the Congress who actu-
ally fill out their own tax returns and
of the 57, I think the article stated that
there were 6 who confirmed that they
in fact did that. I suspect that is prob-
ably because again of the complexity of
the Tax Code.

And so as we look at this priority in
this next session of our Congress and as
we embark upon many of the things
that we have laid out in terms of
things that we want to accomplish and
the goals, there are a number of us,
many of my colleagues in the freshman
class who are here today to speak to
this issue, who in the course of their
campaigns talked about what we can
do to come up with a Tax Code that is
simple, that is fair, that lowers the
overall tax burden on American busi-
nesses and families.

I too would issue the call today upon
my colleagues in the Congress to make
this a priority, so that in this session
of Congress we do something that we
have lacked the courage, the will be-
fore to do, and that is to address this
behemoth Tax Code which clearly has
gotten out of control.

And I think that the people of this
country, the men and women who fill
out tax returns every day, those who
are in business, those who are creating
jobs and creating wealth, it was just al-
luded to earlier by my colleague from
Pennsylvania, the enormous cost of
capital in this country and how that
compares with other industrialized na-
tions in the world. And we do tax cap-
ital at a high rate and we tax labor at
a high rate.

I was reading recently as well that if
you look at the number of people who
file tax returns in America, 72 percent
spend more on payroll tax than they do
on income tax. And so we need to do
something to allow the economic en-
gine in America to continue to move
our country forward, to create new jobs
and make our economy all that it can
be. I do not believe that we will see
that happen if we continue to be
bogged down and mired in this complex
web that we know today as our U.S.
Tax Code.

And so along with my colleagues who
have spoken before me and those who
will follow, I today as well would ask
that we make this a priority for the
105th Congress, that we be the Congress
that is known and that our legacy be
that we simplified and made sense of
the American Tax Code.
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IT IS TIME TO REPEAL THE
ESTATE TAX

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Utah [Mr.
CANNON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to address an issue today that is
very important to me and, in particu-
lar, to America’s small family farms
and businesses, the repeal of the estate
tax or, as many like to refer to it, the
death tax.

Yesterday I met with Mr. And Mrs.
Mouskondis, the owners of Nicholas &
Co., a family-owned and operated food
distributing company in my home
State of Utah. About 40 years ago, Mr.
Mouskondis’ father passed on his busi-
ness to his son Bill. While a small com-
pany at the time, Nicholas & Co. today
is steadily expanding and diversifying,
and Bill now works with more than 250
employees and is constantly working
to improve his company by using new
technology and streamlining his serv-
ice.

Yet in order to prepare to pay the es-
tate tax, Bill is facing steep costs and
may have to sell off assets or, worse
yet, release employees. This is some-
thing Bill has not done since he became
the owner of the company.

When the owner of a family business
or farm dies, the value of the enter-
prise is added to the owner’s estate and
is taxed after exemptions. While the
owner of this business has spent his en-
tire life working hard to contribute to
society, provide for his family and to
establish his own American dream, in
the end his family must endure the loss
of him and cover the cost of his com-
mendable life’s efforts.

Not only is the tax a burden, the
rates currently run between 37 and 55
percent, but the costs involved in deal-
ing with this tax are exorbitant as
well. The average family business
spends $20,000 in legal fees, $11,900 for
accounting fees, and $11,200 for other
advisers just to pay the taxes.

But dollars do not tell the real story.
Family businesses are exactly that,
businesses for families. But the Small
Business Administration reports that a
full 33 percent of grieving relatives
must sell all or part of the family busi-
ness to pay the estate tax.

Is it any wonder why only 30 percent
of family businesses are passed on to
the second generation?

This is simply wrong, wrong because
America was founded and its govern-
ment established to protect the life,
liberty, and pursuit of happiness of
each American citizen. We here in
Washington are not fulfilling our du-
ties when we penalize Americans for
working hard.

It is time to repeal the estate tax. I
encourage each of you to support H.R.
902, the Cox-Kyl Family Heritage Pres-
ervation Act.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. MICA] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. MICA addressed the House. His
remarks will appear in the Extensions
of Remarks.]
f

WE MUST CONTINUE TO PUSH FOR
A BALANCED BUDGET

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

Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I also rise to speak on the
topic of excessive taxation.

Tuesday of this week the first at-
tempt of the 105th Congress to pass a
balanced budget amendment fell short
by only one pathetic vote. The failure
to pass this amendment was of great
disappointment not only to me and my
family but to most Members of Con-
gress and to approximately 80 percent
of the American people who have re-
peatedly and consistently asked Con-
gress to protect the futures of their
children by the passage of a balanced
budget amendment.

Now yesterday’s setback is tem-
porary, I assure you of that. We must
and we will continue to push for a bal-
anced budget amendment for the Amer-
ican taxpayer. But for now it is essen-
tial that we remember just whose hard-
earned dollars provide for the budget,
the same budget that we hope will one
day be balanced. It is the retired school
teacher in Cincinnati OH, small busi-
nessmen in Atlanta, GA or, closer to
my home, the farmer in Lamar, CO.
They are the ones who sacrifice a
greater and growing portion of their
strenuous effort, hard work and time
away from their families in order to
pay more and more cash only to be
squandered here in Washington, DC,
year after year after year.

Mr. Speaker, it is high time that we
focused on strategies to allow these
honest, hard-working producers to
keep more of what they earn for them-
selves and for their families. They de-
serve a break from excessive and puni-
tive taxation such as the capital gains
tax and the inheritance tax. Mr. Speak-
er, these taxes do nothing more than
betray the very characteristics that
Americans stand for: accomplishment,
success, honesty, opportunity, and op-
timism, but most especially respon-
sibility.

Mr. Speaker, these are the core
American values upon which our budg-
et and Tax Code should be built, not
the waste, duplicity, despair and stu-
pidity that our Government heaps upon
taxpayers every day.

Now, since the President and his
party seem to have the upper hand in
their zeal to kill a balanced budget, let
us agree at least that the dead hand of
capital gains taxes and the tax on in-
heritance be lifted from the worn backs
of American families. Let us free the
productive instincts of a Nation,

unleash its creativity and competitive-
ness, restore the value of thrift, and
preserve families and their businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I am just a new Member
of Congress, but the people of Colorado
did not send me here to make friends
with the alligators. They expect me to
help drain the swamp, and providing
relief from capital gains taxes and
death taxes are two important ways to
help Americans rise above the muck
and mire of oppressive taxation. On
this topic I intend to be most persist-
ent and to speak here often.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr.
ROHRABACHER] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

[Mr. ROHRABACHER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear in the
Extensions of Remarks.]
f

TAX-FREE INTERNET ACT OF 1997

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

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, it is only fitting that I should rise
now, the Representative from the home
State of the alligator, to address a par-
ticular area of our economy that I
would like to set aside as not eligible
for taxation, and that is the Internet.

Specifically, I have filed a bill today
entitled the Tax-Free Internet Act of
1997. This legislation amends the Inter-
nal Revenue Code to declare that fees
for Internet access and other online
services are not and shall not be sub-
ject to Federal taxation. Furthermore,
the bill would prevent any Federal de-
partment from using its funds to study
the revenue potential of Internet tax-
ation. I believe that this legislation is
a strong statement in support of the
free and unfettered development of this
industry. My bill has already been en-
dorsed by several online services and
Internet service providers.

America Online, one of the Nation’s
most widely used Internet-related serv-
ice providers, said, and I quote, ‘‘We
commend your leadership in authoring
and sponsoring the Tax-Free Internet
Act of 1997. AOL strongly supports
your policy efforts. Any new tax could
threaten the continued growth of this
global medium.’’

The President of Erol’s online service
adds, ‘‘This legislation is a very posi-
tive development, and I give it my full
support.’’

Mr. Speaker, we must not allow this
budding industry to be smothered by
Federal taxation. A few of the States,
including my own State of Florida,
have already initiated legislation to
exempt the Internet and online service
access fees from State and local taxes.
We on the Federal level should do like-
wise.

As the United States Internet Pro-
viders Association says of my bill: ‘‘We
support the efforts of all informed pol-
icymakers to protect technology inno-

vation and the growth of the industry
through sound legislation. This is a
step in the right direction.’’

Mr. Speaker, let us here resolve not
to interfere with the technological phe-
nomenon which has done so much to
inform and educate so many millions of
Americans. Let us restrain the reach of
government so as not to smother the
vitality and creativity that character-
ize this new frontier in communica-
tions.
f

PATENT REFORM

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

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about something that
really is pure Americana. It is impor-
tant enough that it is noted in the U.S.
Constitution. I refer to the U.S. patent
which is the backbone of the United
States economy, the basis for our dom-
inant place in the world economy, and
clearly the key to a more prosperous
economic future. Invention is certainly
pure Americana.

As I have said, by offering the strong-
est patent protections in the world the
United States has stimulated more cre-
ativity, more new industries and tens
of millions of more new jobs than any-
where else in the world throughout all
of our history. Yet the small independ-
ent inventors, the future Graham Bells,
the Edisons, the Henry Ford, are now
having to fight tooth and nail to main-
tain their constitutional right to their
intellectual property. It is slowly,
slowly being stolen out from them by
the mega corporations and foreign in-
terests. Truly, intellectual property in
the United States is under dire threat.
The system we have in place may not
be perfect, but at least the small inde-
pendent inventor has a fighting chance
against the larger multinational cor-
porations.

A perfect illustration, Mr. Speaker,
of the importance of saving our patent
system is the very true story of Dr.
Raymond Damadian of Long Island and
the inventor of the MRI. It has taken
Dr. Damadian, who is a physician at
the Down State Medical Center in
Brooklyn, some 25 years to uphold the
patent he received back in 1970, and
that is with the protections of the U.S.
Constitution. In June 1970, Dr.
Damadian discovered the different
types of tissues taken from rats emit
different signals when placed in a nu-
clear magnetic resonance spectrom-
eter. Not only that, but cancerous tis-
sues taken from the rats emit signifi-
cantly different NMR signals. It imme-
diately occurred to Dr. Damadian that
if it were possible to create a large
enough and powerful enough scanner to
contain a human, it would be possible
to detect cancer very early on.

Less than 2 years later, Dr.
Damadian filed the pioneer patent ap-
plication that really was the world’s
first MRI, a patent application that
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