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people in Washington have the audac-
ity to say it is their money.

And so tomorrow we are going to
have a big debate on tax reduction and
you are going to hear over and over
again that Washington cannot afford
these tax cuts. It is the same rhetoric
they said over and over again during
Ronald Reagan when he passed one of
the largest tax cuts in the history of
this town. Eighteen million new jobs
were created because people had more
money to spend on goods and services,
and so the economy thrived, interest
rates went down, and this is a statis-
tical fact. I do not know why people
here are trying to mislead the Amer-
ican public.

Something else happened. Now, at
the time we were involved in a Cold
War and this Congress, where spending
originates, Mr. Speaker, did run up the
deficit, and Republicans are partially
to blame on that, even though it was a
Democrat House. I would say Repub-
licans certainly, Mr. Reagan signed the
bill, so I want to share the blame, but
I am not going to attribute it to one
sector of government. But the fact is
that had nothing to do with the tax
cut. That had to do with the Cold War
and escalation of military spending to
defeat the Soviet Union which is what
happened and it was done without los-
ing lives unlike previous wars.

But now we are going to also hear
about how great the fiscal responsi-
bility was of the Democrats during the
Clinton tax increase in 1993 which was
the largest tax increase in the history
of the country. Liberals in Washington
are going to tell you that is why this
economy is strong today. I will ask you
this question, my liberal friends. Why
do we not increase taxes again? Why do
we not have more government stimulus
programs if it was so good? We all
know the answer. The economy thrived
despite the Clinton tax increase, not
because of it.

What we will be doing tomorrow is
returning to the American public their
overpayment, and that is why it is the
right thing to do. I strongly urge my
colleagues to support the tax reduc-
tions to the American working class
tomorrow.
f

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 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 California (Mr. CALVERT)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CALVERT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.
f

DEMOCRATIC PERSPECTIVE OF
REPUBLICAN TAX CUT BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I enjoyed listening to my
colleague from Georgia who was just at
the microphone talking about how the
Republicans are working on an agenda
and one of the parts of their BEST pro-
gram was saving Social Security.

I also note with interest that right
after the Republicans passed their $3
trillion tax bill, the Wall Street Jour-
nal wrote that in order to pay for it,
they are going to have to dip into So-
cial Security and take $25 billion out of
Social Security to pay for this tax bill.

The fact of the matter is that Amer-
ica is enjoying the greatest economy in
the history of our country, the longest
economic recovery since the Second
World War, we have more people work-
ing, more people are buying houses,
more people are entering the workforce
from people who historically have not
been able to find a place in our econ-
omy than any time in the country and
we have had relatively low interest
rates. All of that has happened since
the 1993 economic program of the Clin-
ton-Gore administration when this
Congress took a courageous vote but
was only able to pass it with Demo-
cratic Members of the House and Sen-
ate, not a single Republican voted for
that.

When we voted for that and the Clin-
ton-Gore plan passed, they said that
everything was going to go downhill,
that interest rates were going to soar,
that people were going to be unem-
ployed, the economy is going in the
tank, the Dow is going to crash. None
of that has come to pass over the last
8 years.

It has taken us 20 years to get out of
the hole that Ronald Reagan’s tax cuts
put us in in 1981. In 1981, we had a huge
tax cut that we could not afford. It was
sort of like increasing your kids’ allow-
ance after you have been unemployed.
It sounds good, but it does not make a
lot of sense. For 20 years, we have tried
to dig our way out of that hole. For the
first time we are now looking at sur-
pluses and we are looking at surpluses
over the coming years.

But what the Republicans are asking
us to do is to take all that economic
prosperity, to take those low interest
rates, to take that job creation, to
take that employment, to take those
new homes and roll the dice with those
with the tax bill that is $800 billion in
the first 10 years and then goes to $3
trillion in the second 10 years.

Now, in order to do that, they tell
you that everything is going to stay
the same over the next 15 years. You
have to believe that nothing is going to
change in a negative fashion over the
next 15 years. But if you go back to the
Wall Street Journal, we already see
that the Republicans are starting to
think of ways of breaking the current
budget caps because they cannot live
within them. But the surplus that they
want to give people back in tax cuts is
predicated upon the fact that those

budget caps will not only be enforced
at their current levels, they will be re-
duced so there will be less spending,
and yet the Republicans are trying to
figure out ways to increase the spend-
ing this year because they cannot live
under the cap.

I think the American people are on
to something. When we look at all of
the data, what the American people are
saying is we know we have a $5 trillion
debt that has been run up over the past
history of this country. Now the sun is
shining on our economy and people are
working and they are buying houses
and taxes are being generated. Why do
we not pay down the debt? Why do we
not save that $150 billion in interest?
Why do we not take that interest and
apply it to the debt just like a family
would if they had a windfall? You
would pay off the MasterCard, you
would pay off the Visa bill, you would
try to get out of debt; and the interest
you save, you might use to buy your
kids some clothes or you might use for
whatever purposes you want. And the
interest you save on low interest rates
would be applied to your family in-
come. You would be able to refinance
your home that so many millions of
Americans already have under this eco-
nomic recovery.

For all of this we are going to pass a
$3 trillion tax bill that the Washington
Post tells us mainly benefits relatively
few people. The wealthiest people in
the country get most of that tax cut.
But what does it put at risk? It puts at
risk every family’s well-being. Because
even Alan Greenspan said that if he
had his way, he would not cut taxes, he
would not increase spending, he would
just take the savings we are making
now in the surplus and apply it to the
debt and let the surpluses continue to
run because he knows that not every
day is going to be a sunny day for the
American economy. The clouds are
going to come, the economic cycles are
going to reoccur and we are going to
have some bad times.

What better to go into bad times
with than a little bit of extra in your
savings account to tide you over? Just
like a family does, that is what a Na-
tion has to do. We are going to have
some options over tomorrow and the
next day. We can decide whether we are
going to be prudent, whether we are
going to take care of this economic re-
covery, whether we are going to allow
it to last longer so more people can
participate, or whether we are going to
pick up those dice and just roll them
out there on the crap table and see
whether we can put it all at risk.

b 1945

I vote to believe. I vote to believe
that we ought to be prudent, that we
ought not to take Social Security and
Medicare and the education of our chil-
dren and put it at risk because, under-
stand, if you take the Republican pro-
posal, and you take a $3 trillion tax
cut, there is no money for anything
else.
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That is why again, as the Wall Street

Journal points out, they are already
trying to play shenanigans with the
spending programs to hide spending;
they are already prepared to go in and
take $25 billion out of a Social Security
Trust Fund that is already broke. That
is how they finance their tax cut.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think that is a
program that American families want
to endorse.

f

HEALTH CARE FOR OUR
VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REYNOLDS). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. MOORE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, on June 19
I had community hours in Kansas City,
Kansas, which is in my district. There
were about 75 people who showed up to
talk to me during a 2-hour block of pe-
riod that Saturday morning. One of
them was a man by the name of Jack
Valentine.

Jack appeared to me to be in his mid-
60s and sat down and was very dis-
turbed and started his conversation
and our interview, our meeting, by
handing me a copy of his Veterans Ad-
ministration card and a copy of a letter
Jack had received from the Veterans
Administration.

The letter read:
Dear Mr. Valentine, I am pleased to con-

firm your enrollment with the Department
of Veterans Affairs Health Care System. You
are in Enrollment Priority Group 7. For this
fiscal year through September 30, 1999, we
are enrolling veterans in Priority Group 7;
however, we cannot assure that VA will be
able to continue your enrollment after Sep-
tember 30, 1999.

What this letter told Jack Valentine
was that in all likelihood his veterans’
benefits, as far as prescription medica-
tion, would be terminated after Sep-
tember 30, 1999.

Mr. Speaker, after Jack handed me
the letter and I read the letter, he said
to me:

I have had three strokes, Congress-
man MOORE. I have been in the hospital
three times. My doctor told me that I
need this blood pressure medication. If
I do not have it, the next time I have
a stroke, it will kill me.

Jack has been told by his doctor that
if he does not take his blood pressure
medication, he is going to die. Jack has
been told by the Veterans Administra-
tion that his prescription medication,
his benefits, will most likely terminate
on September 30, 1999.

Jack Valentine is a 64-year-old vet-
eran from Kansas City, Kansas, whose
father, his grandfather, and great
grandfather were all buried in military
cemeteries. But on September 30, 1999,
his Veterans Administration medical
coverage will likely terminate and put
him at risk for a stroke, a fatal stroke.
He does not have any other health in-
surance. He is in Priority Group 7,
which means he is above the low-in-

come threshold of $26,000 for a house-
hold of two, and his medical case is
non-service related.

This has become standard operating
procedure for our Veterans Administra-
tion, delay until the last possible mo-
ment or deny the procedure until they
just give up all hope.

Jack was there and talked to me.
Jack, when he handed me his card and
his letter, started crying, and Jack
said to me, Congressman MOORE, I
don’t know where to go from here. I am
so upset about this. I have thought
about going to the Veterans Adminis-
tration, up on the hospital steps there,
Veterans Hospital, and committing sui-
cide.

Jack was at the end of his rope, and
I was his last recourse. I say to my fel-
low colleagues: we are Jack’s last re-
course. For the past 5 years, Congress
has flat-lined the Veterans Administra-
tion budget. This is not any way to
treat people to whom we owe a debt we
can never repay. We should demand a
quick turnaround time for claims. We
should demand quality health care for
our veterans. We need to fulfill our
promise to our veterans. They laid
down their lives in some cases, they
gave of their time and their energy and
sacrificed for us. We have a debt to
those people, and we should repay the
debt before, before we start massive,
massive tax cuts. At the very least, we
can fulfill the promise and the obliga-
tion we have to our veterans in this
country.

Do not make me go back home and
tell Jack Valentine his veterans bene-
fits, his medical coverage, his prescrip-
tion benefits are going to terminate on
September 30, 1999. As a Nation, we
need to do the right and the honorable
thing for our veterans. We need to ful-
fill the promise.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.
f

BUDGET, DEFENSE, AND
VETERANS’ ISSUES

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to have this opportunity to dis-
cuss with some of the real experts on
defense and budget some of the issues
that confront this Congress and the
American public as it relates to budg-
et, defense and veterans’ issues. I want
to thank the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. MOORE) for his comments just now
on the impact of the budget on vet-
erans.

We plan to use the next hour, Mr.
Speaker, to discuss the issue of defense
spending and to dispel the misguided
rhetoric and unjustified claims from
the other side of the aisle that the
President is hollowing out this Na-
tion’s military forces. We will show
that not only is the President pro-
viding a strong defense, but because of
his fiscal discipline, joined by the Con-

gress and in many respects led by the
Congress, a surplus exists, a surplus
that if the Republicans have their way,
would not be used to fund critical mili-
tary readiness needs or other discre-
tionary programs, but instead provide
a fiscally unsound tax cut.

Let me first address the over $800 bil-
lion Republican tax proposal which
perhaps will be debated tomorrow. How
do they pay for this? They pay for it by
using the projected on-budget surplus,
not paying down the debt, not saving
Social Security or Medicare, not in-
vesting in readiness, research, develop-
ment, T and E, but a tax cut.

We are here today talking about the
largest surplus ever recorded in dollar
terms and the largest since 1951. Let
me repeat that. We are here today
talking about the largest surplus ever
recorded in dollar terms under this ad-
ministration and the largest since 1951
when Harry Truman was President of
the United States, the largest since
1951 as a percentage of the gross domes-
tic product, because the President’s
economic plan passed in 1993, and the
Democratic Congress, without a Repub-
lican vote, it focused on reducing defi-
cits, paying down debt held by the pub-
lic, investing in our people and opening
markets.

Our publicly held debt today is $1.7
trillion below what it was forecast to
be by President Bush’s director of the
Office of Management and Budget. Let
me mention that again. In 1992, in De-
cember, President’s Bush’s director of
OMB, Dick Darmen, submitted an anal-
ysis to the Congress in which he said
today’s deficit was going to be $1.7 tril-
lion more than it actually is. It is less
than projected because of that eco-
nomic program.

This fiscal prudence has resulted in
many achievements. Our Nation is see-
ing record economic growth for 5 years
in a row. We have an unemployment
rate which is the lowest peacetime rate
in over 4 decades.

I would say, as the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) said,
that is a result of a program that was
universally, unanimously opposed by
our Republican colleagues. Real family
income is up, real hourly wages are up,
private sector growth is booming at
the fastest rate since Lyndon Johnson
was President. Business investment is
at a higher rate than at any time since
President Kennedy was in office, and
Federal Government spending has been
reduced to the lowest level in a quarter
of a century.

The tax cut plan by the Republican
majority would bring us back unfortu-
nately and fearfully to deficits realized
during the Reagan-Bush years where
we went from $985 billion in debt in
1981 to $3.2 trillion just 12 years later.
We tripled, almost quadrupled, the na-
tional debt in 12 years.

Let me remind everyone here that
debt held by the public in 1981 was, as
I said, 985 billion. Now 3.247 trillion;
not now, in 1993. The tax plan that is
being proposed will cost more than 864
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