
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1791March 25, 1999
Now we have to ask ourselves, why is

that? Why did the President’s budget
only get two votes in the House and
two votes in the Senate? I think that
once the smoke had cleared and the
dust had settled, it became clear that
the charade was over.

Maybe it is because the President
spends the Social Security surplus in
his budget, maybe it is because the
President’s budget raises taxes by $172
billion. Maybe it is because in the
President’s budget there was no fund-
ing for priorities that he mentioned in
his State of the Union address, prior-
ities that rolled out like they were
never going to end, like agriculture,
and he did not put any money in his
budget for important priorities like re-
forming the crop insurance program.

Maybe there were only two votes in
the House today on the President’s
budget because the President cuts
Medicare. In spite of all the rhetoric
about saving Medicare and putting
aside 15 percent, the President’s budget
cut Medicare by about $10 million.

Maybe it was because the President’s
budget busted the budget caps. I mean
it could be any of those reasons, but
the fact of the matter is that when all
the posturing was done in this Cham-
ber and all the lofty rhetoric was put
aside, it came time to vote, nobody was
there to vote in favor of the President’s
budget.

So we rolled out an alternative, the
Republican budget plan, today, and al-
ready for weeks our friends on the
other side, the Democrats, have been
assailing that budget. But then, as my
colleagues know, the rhetoric started
to tone down a little bit because they
looked at it, and they said: ‘‘Well, you
know we want to attack the Repub-
lican budget for Social Security,’’ and
then they realized that we were lock-
ing up, walling off the Social Security
Trust Fund, making sure that all the
payroll tax was actually going into the
trust fund where it should. And then
they thought, well maybe we can at-
tack the Republicans again on Medi-
care because they did not fall for the
President’s percentages game and say,
well, we are going to do 15 percent here
and 62 percent here, and 20 percent
here, 10 percent here. But then they re-
alized that by locking up the payroll
tax the Republican budget puts aside
more money for Social Security and
Medicare than the President’s budget.

So, that issue is off the table, and the
fact of the matter is they could not at-
tack, they want to attack for the vet-
erans budget, but the Republican budg-
et actually funded veterans at $1 bil-
lion more than the President’s budget.
It funded agriculture at $6 billion more
than the President’s budget.

So then it was the old traditional
line about it is tax cuts for the rich.
Well, as my colleagues know, if we
look at the budget, there are not any
tax cuts specified in there. Yes, we be-
lieve that we ought to have a debate.
Once we have walled off Social Secu-
rity and taken care of that program

and Medicare, and there is $800 billion
projected over the next 10 years that
comes in over and above that, then we
believe we ought to engage in debate in
this city about whether or not to give
that back to the American people or
whether to spend it here in Wash-
ington. But we will have that debate
when and if the time comes. But in the
meantime we need to do the respon-
sible thing and the honest thing, and
that is to wall off Social Security and
make sure that it is there for the next
generation of Americans.

In fact, I want to read something
here that AARP, Mr. Horace Deets, the
Executive Director of AARP, said
about the Republican budget plan. It
says: ‘‘AARP believes it is important
to protect Social Security’s growing
reserves and is pleased that the House
budget resolution provides that protec-
tion. Over the next 10 years, Social Se-
curity is projected to contribute $1.8
trillion of the unified surplus. Pre-
serving Social Security’s reserves not
only allows our country to better pre-
pare for the impending retirement of
the baby boom generation, but also
gives us greater financial flexibility to
enact long-term reform in both Social
Security and Medicare once the options
have been carefully considered and
their impact understood.’’

That is from the AARP, and what I
would simply say to the American peo-
ple here this evening is:

‘‘When you listen to all this rhetoric
over the course of the next few months,
who are you going to trust to solve
these problems, Social Security and
Medicare? Are you going to trust the
people who are going to be honest with
you and say that we are going to put
the payroll tax, Social Security and
Medicare, aside where it should be
walled off to be used for those pur-
poses, or are you going to trust the
people who want to keep raiding it like
we have in the past?’’

I think the American people are wise,
I think the Americans in this country
who are currently benefiting from So-
cial Security and Medicare have fig-
ured this out, and I have one simple
message for them this evening, and
that is:

Do not buy the lie. We have heard it
before, we are going to hear it again.
Work with us in a constructive way to
build a better future for the 21st cen-
tury.

Madam Speaker, I look forward to
the opportunity, when we get past all
the posturing and all the rhetoric, to
work with my colleagues on the other
side to come up with a budget that
takes care of these important prior-
ities.

f

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

(Mr. BILIRAKIS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GUTIERREZ addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks).

f

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

(Mr. CUNNINGHAM addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks).

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BECERRA)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BECERRA addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks).

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks).

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BERMAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BERMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks).

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
NETHERCUTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. NETHERCUTT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks).

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. PELOSI addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks).

f

TRANSPORTATION EMPLOYEE
FAIR TAXATION ACT OF 1999

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BAIRD. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to introduce important legisla-
tion to provide tax fairness for thou-
sands of hard-working Americans
throughout this Nation who are em-
ployed by interstate water carriers. I
am talking about river boat pilots, I
am talking about men and women who
work on barges, and I am talking about
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other hard-working crew members who
do an honest day’s work and want a
fair shake when it comes to paying
their taxes.

Madam Speaker, I am deeply con-
cerned that a significant number of
interstate waterway employees who
are employed on vessels that operate
on the Columbia River, the Mississippi,
the Ohio, the Missouri, the Kanawha,
and many other inland waterways
throughout this Nation may be double
or even triple-taxed for their labor.
These river pilots, officers and other
crew members perform most of their
work on rivers which flow through
multiple States, and in many cases
these folks are subject to income tax
filings and additional withholdings
from multiple States.

The rivers these folks navigate,
whether it be for shipping, for trans-
porting passengers, for tourism or
other purposes often course through
the territories of multiple States. That
is a fact of nature, and because of that
fact the folks who ply their trade on
these rivers are subject to taxation by
several States. That is simply not fair.

When truck drivers, railway workers
and aviation employees go about their
jobs, all of whom are required to con-
duct their work in States other than
their home State, Congress has seen fit
to grant them an exemption from this
double or triple taxation unless a ma-
jority of the work is performed in an-
other State.

b 2015

This is not so for interstate water-
way employees. No. If one is a crew
member on a barge, they can be re-
quired to pay taxes in several States,
and that is simply not fair.

An airline pilot, for example, is sub-
ject to taxation by the State in which
the pilot resides, period. Only if pilots
earn 50 percent or more of their income
while working in another State are
they subject to taxation by that other
State. This restriction, for all practical
purposes, exempts airline employees
from multiple taxation. However,
interstate water carriers, bargemen,
river boat pilots, ferry boat operators,
for some reason these people are treat-
ed differently, and that is simply not
fair.

Frankly, Madam Speaker, it is a
clear example of taxation without rep-
resentation, an obvious oversight of
this body.

Over the past 22 years, Congress has
acted to address inequities in the Tax
Code when it dealt with interstate
transportation employees. I am asking
my colleagues today to again take ac-
tion to address and correct this prob-
lem.

Interstate waterway employees are
devoted, hard working folks, who pro-
vide essential transportation services
throughout our Nation and pay their
fair share of taxes in their home
States. Additionally, the companies
which employ these workers contribute
significantly to the economic well-

being of the State’s concerns. Yet,
Madam Speaker, due to an existing
oversight, workers living in my district
in southwest Washington may be sub-
ject to additional tax burdens imposed
by other States along the Columbia
River.

The current law allows States to im-
pose additional taxes based on the per-
centage of time their vessel was docked
or operating in those States’ waters
and I will say it again, that is simply
not fair.

Madam Speaker, we can do some-
thing about that. We can make the law
fair and we can make it apply equally
to everyone.

Madam Speaker, the legislation I am
introducing today, the Transportation
Employee Fair Taxation Act of 1999,
will correct this oversight.

My bill will expressly prohibit the
taxation of income earned by waterway
workers by States other than the ones
in which the workers reside. It will
close the unfortunate loophole that
says we treat all the other groups of
interstate workers one way and
bargemen and river pilots the other.

It is not complex legislation. It is
very straightforward. It is not lengthy
legislation. It is a two-page bill. But it
is good legislation. It is needed legisla-
tion and it is fair legislation. I am
proud to say also that it is bipartisan
legislation.

Of the 12 original cosponsors of this
measure, 8 are Democrats and 4 are Re-
publicans. So I urge my colleagues
from both parties to join in this effort,
to ensure tax fairness for all of our
citizens by taking swift action to pass
this bill.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from California
(Mr. WAXMAN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. WAXMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

NEEDED: JUSTICE AND A POLIT-
ICAL SOLUTION FOR THE KURD-
ISH PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, be-
fore we adjourn for our spring district
work period, I wanted to draw atten-
tion to the plight of the Kurdish peo-
ple.

There was a lot of attention to this
otherwise usually ignored issue last
month with the apprehension of
Abdullah Ocalan, the leader of the
Kurdistan Workers Party, the PKK.

Mr. Ocalan has been fighting for au-
tonomy for the Kurdish people who are
the victims of oppression by Turkey, as
well as Iraq, Iran and Syria. The Turk-
ish regime refuses to even acknowledge
the Kurds’ existence, referring to them

as Mountain Turks, prohibiting all ex-
pression of Kurdish culture and lan-
guage in an effort to forcibly assimi-
late them, and jailing, torturing or
killing Kurdish leaders.

The Iraqi regime has used poison gas
on its Kurds and has destroyed 4,000
Kurdish villages. The Iranian regime
has lined them up against firing
squads, while the Syrian regime barely
tolerates them with no rights.

Madam Speaker, while the treatment
of the Kurds in Iraq, Iran and Syria is
deplorable, the Turkish mistreatment
of the Kurdish people is particularly
shocking for a very basic reason. Tur-
key is considered an ally of the United
States, a member of NATO, and the re-
cipient over many years of millions in
economic and especially military as-
sistance courtesy of the American tax-
payer. This embarrassing record of
American support for the Turkish re-
gime reached a new low last month
when our intelligence and diplomatic
services actually helped a Turkish
commando team to capture Mr. Ocalan
in Kenya. This action violates the spir-
it of the torture convention to which
the United States is a signatory.

Mr. Ocalan, had he been here in the
United States I cannot imagine that he
would have been turned over to Tur-
key, just as Italy refused to do so when
he was in Italy. This shameful collabo-
ration with Turkey has resulted in Mr.
Ocalan being held in solitary confine-
ment on an island prison in Turkey
with no access to his international
team of lawyers.

Plans call for him to be tried in a se-
cret military-type court with no jury
and no foreign observers.

Given the unlawfulness of this abduc-
tion and the illegitimacy of the state
security court’s tribunal, there is
ample reason to assume that Mr.
Ocalan will not receive a fair trial.

Madam Speaker, I want to note that
the injustice of the Ocalan abduction
and trial and the much larger issue of
the oppression of the Kurdish people
has not gone unnoticed around the
world. Here in Washington over the
past weekend, a rally was held across
the street from the Turkish Embassy.
The Congressional Human Rights Cau-
cus and the Human Rights Alliance re-
cently commemorated the 11th anni-
versary of Saddam Hussein’s massacre
of over 5,000 Kurds in the village of
Halabja.

The suffering of the Kurdish people
has not gone completely unnoticed but
we need to do more for the Kurdish
people. The government of Turkey’s
undeclared war on the Kurds has
claimed close to 40,000 lives and caused
more than 3 million people to become
refugees.

Mr. Ocalan’s appearance in Rome
with a pledge that he was ready to re-
nounce violence presented an oppor-
tunity for peace but neither Turkey
nor the United States took him up on
his offer.

Madam Speaker, let me say it is not
too late. We should use our leverage
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