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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor Ross Wilson, former
manager of the Southwestern Peanut
Growers’ Association. Widely regarded
as the Nation’s most knowledgeable
person on the subject of the U.S. pea-
nut industry, Ross has retired after
spending the last 44 years of his life
working for the betterment of the
American farmer.

Ross is a native of Brownwood, Texas
and a graduate of Daniel Baker College
and Southwest Texas State University.
He began his career as a teacher and a
coach in Gorman, Texas where he even-
tually served as principal and super-
intendent.

In 1956, Ross was hired as the man-
ager of the Southwestern Peanut Grow-
ers’ Association where he oversaw the
administration of the peanut program
in the Southwest. In addition to serv-
ing on numerous boards and commit-
tees, he chaired the National Peanut
Council Board of Directors, the Peanut
Administrative Committee, and the
Southwest Peanut Research and Edu-
cation Advisory Committee.

In 1973, the Texas Agricultural
Agents Association gave him their Man
of the Year in Agriculture award, and
in 1974, the Progressive Farmer maga-
zine named him Man of the Year in
Texas agriculture.

Ross has been active in civic affairs,
helping to organize the Gorman Cham-
ber of Commerce and serving as
Gorman’s mayor.
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He also served as chairman of the
Upper Leon River Municipal Water Dis-
trict.

GENETIC DISCRIMINATION

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

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to join my colleague, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. SLAUGH-
TER), in support of H.R. 2457, the Ge-
netic Nondiscrimination in Health In-
surance and Employment Act.

Mr. Speaker, this bill would protect
the fundamental civil right of all
Americans against genetic discrimina-
tion. Genetic discrimination is an issue
whose time has come. As most of us are
aware, on June 26 of this year it was
announced that the first draft of the
human genomic map has been com-
pleted. A decade ago, scanning genes
for disease-linked mutations seemed
unimaginable. In the past 5 years
alone, over 50 new genetic tests have
been identified to make detection of
genetic conditions, and it is now pos-
sible to find the genetic mutations as-
sociated with such malignancies as
breast cancer, colon cancer, Hunting-
ton’s disease, heart disease, Alz-
heimer’s disease just to name a few.

Unfortunately, as a consequence, we
not only hear stories of successful
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treatment for some of these diseases,
but we are hearing stories of lives
being destroyed because of denial of
health insurance or loss of jobs.

We must end this terrible practice of
genetic discrimination. We should do it
now.

MEDICAL RECORDS PRIVACY

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker,
Americans are growing increasingly
aware that the most intimate informa-
tion they possess about themselves,
their health information, is not only
unprotected, but freely shared among
corporate and other interests.

I am particularly concerned about
the security of genetic information.
With the recent completion of the
rough draft of the human genome, in-
creasing numbers of people will con-
sider taking genetic tests to learn
more about their future health. But
unless we protect the privacy of this
information, people will refuse to take
the genetic tests or even to participate
in the research. We then risk having
billions of dollars spent on genetic re-
search go to waste and the enormous
promise of this research to go
unfulfilled.

Right now, the Senate Health, Edu-
cation, Labor and Pensions Committee
is holding a hearing on genetic dis-
crimination in employment. Shame-
fully, the House of Representatives has
never held a single hearing on genetic
discrimination, and we cannot afford to
waste any more time.

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor
H.R. 2457, the Genetic Nondiscrimina-
tion in Health Insurance and Employ-
ment Act, and please sign discharge pe-
tition No. 11 to bring this bill to the
House floor for a vote immediately.

REPUBLICAN INITIATIVES
BENEFIT THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

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

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans want to preserve and protect so-
cial security and the Medicare trust
fund, and we have. We have set aside
100 percent of the trust fund revenues
for social security and for Medicare.
We have ended the process that existed
in the past before the Republicans be-
came the majority of borrowing out of
those trust funds.

In addition, we have given workers
the right to invest their money in the
retirement plan of their choice, be-
cause yesterday we passed the IRA and
the 401(k) expansion plan, we increased
the contribution limits now to IRAs
from $2,000 to $5,000 a year, and the
401(k) salary contribution to $15,000.

This is going to help our economy.
This is going to help job creation. We
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have paid down close to $300 billion in
public debt, and under our budget, we
will pay off the $3.5 trillion public debt
even while eliminating penalties on the
American people, like the marriage
tax, and bringing more dollars to the
classroom for our children’s education.
We increase that education budget by
10 percent.

Mr. Speaker, this Republican Con-
gress has taken the initiative on secur-
ing America’s future, and should be
proud of what it has accomplished.

URGING MEMBERS TO ASK THAT
THE PRESIDENT PASS MAR-
RIAGE TAX PENALTY RELIEF
LEGISLATION

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

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, in just
a few hours the House and Senate will
agree on the marriage tax penalty re-
peal bill and send it over to the Presi-
dent. He says he will veto it. That
would be unfortunate. | just ran into a
high school student, Matt Heaton, from
New Jersey, who told me he under-
stands this issue.

When the Federal government taxes
people for getting married, he says, it
is betraying the faith of the American
people. We should be rewarding couples
who get married, not punishing them.
It is insulting to our people to punish
them for entering the sacred union of
marriage. When young people clearly
express American values by expressing
their love for one another through
marriage, it would be the height of in-
fidelity to punish them for it.

Yet, the President now threatens to
veto this pro-family bill. The marriage
tax is hurting those who need money
the most. It robs middle class families
of resources that could be used for such
things as child health care or edu-
cation, maybe even a college edu-
cation.

I urge my friends on both sides of the
aisle to press the President to join us
in repealing the marriage tax penalty.
It is the sensible thing to do. It is the
American thing to do. It is the right
thing to do in our efforts to honor
American families.

A TRIBUTE TO THE UPLAND PUB-
LIC HOUSING AUTHORITY AND
AN APPEAL TO REDUCE SECTION
8 PROGRAM BUREAUCRACY AND
RED TAPE

(Mr. GARY MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GARY MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today to give praise to
the city of Upland Public Housing Au-
thority, its executive director, Sammie
Szabo, and her staff for their hard work
and accomplishments administering
the Section 8 public housing program.

At this time many authorities are
having a very difficult time utilizing
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allocated funds that come to them
under the Section 8 housing program,
but Upland has maintained a lease rate
of 98 to 102 percent, a very commend-
able effort on their part.

How do we reward them? We make
them work extra time and put in extra
effort filling out meaningless paper-
work for HUD to send to some bureau-
crat in Washington, D.C., and they
have to do this on their own time with-
out compensation. This is ridiculous.
We need to move forward with a great
effort to eliminate much of this paper-
work the bureaucracy here in Wash-
ington, D.C. requires of local officials,
and allow them to do the good job they
are trying to do.

IN STRONG SUPPORT OF PRO-
TECTING GENETIC INFORMATION

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

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to strongly urge the Republican
leadership to expedite consideration of
two bills which will provide vital con-
sumer protections for medical and ge-
netic information.

The first bill, H.R. 4585, medical pri-
vacy legislation, was recently approved
by the House Committee on Banking
and Financial Services. During consid-
eration of the bill, it would essentially
offer an amendment which would for
the first time provide real consumer
protection for genetic information.

I also urge the House leadership to
bring to the floor H.R. 2457, sponsored
by our colleague, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), that
would prohibit discrimination based
upon genetic information.

With the recent announcement of the
completion of the detailed map of the
24 pairs of the human chromosomes of
the human genome project, it is vitally
important that the Congress act now
to protect genetic information.

As a representative of the Texas Med-
ical Center, including the Baylor Col-
lege of Medicine, where much of this
breakthrough work is being done, | be-
lieve there is great promise in knowing
this information. However, without
sufficient protections, we risk that
Americans will not agree to participate
in gene therapy treatments to cure dis-
ease.

The real danger will be the potential
to discriminate against individuals in
their health insurance, their employ-
ment, and in their financial products. |
urge the House to act on these impor-
tant measures today.

MEDICARE-PLUS CHOICE PLANS
DROPPED IN MANY PARTS OF
RURAL AMERICA

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

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to direct the attention of the
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House to an alarming trend, denying
benefit options to Medicare bene-
ficiaries on the basis of where they
live.

The Medicare-plus choice program
passed by Congress was intended to
offer real health care options under
Medicare. However, Americans in rural
and smaller urban areas are being
dropped from plans at an alarming
rate. Many beneficiaries in my district
have been notified they no longer have
the option of enrolling in the Medicare
HMO. It is an outrage that many of the
disabled Americans and seniors can no
longer enroll in a Medicare HMO be-
cause of discriminatory payment rates.

How can HCFA justify a monthly
payment rate in my area of $400, and
yet in larger cities of $700 to $800? This
discrepancy is not justifiable, it of-
fends my basic sense of fairness, and we
must work, Congress and the adminis-
tration must work together to reverse
this trend, and restore the availability
of the Medicare-plus choice payment
program to all beneficiaries.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4810,
MARRIAGE TAX RELIEF REC-
ONCILIATION ACT OF 2000

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 559 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 559

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 4810) to provide for reconciliation pur-
suant to section 103(a)(1) of the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2001.
All points of order against the conference re-
port and against its consideration are
waived. The conference report shall be con-
sidered as read.

SEC. 2. House Resolution 556 is laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR of Georgia). The gentlewoman
from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) is recognized for
1 hour.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, for
purposes of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the distinguished
ranking member of the Committee on
Rules, my friend, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MOAKLEY), pending
which | yield myself such time as |
may consume. During consideration of
the resolution, all time yielded is for
purposes of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 559
provides for the consideration of the
conference report on H.R. 4810, the
Marriage Tax Penalty Elimination
Reconciliation Act of 2000. The rule
waives all points of order against the
conference report and its consider-
ation, and it provides that the con-
ference report shall be considered as
read.

Mr. Speaker, we have certainly heard
a lot of debate about the marriage pen-
alty over the past week. Actually, the
Republican majority has been working
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to address this inequity in our Tax
Code for the past couple of years, and
today’s vote marks the fifth time that
the House will vote to provide mar-
riage penalty relief during the 106th
Congress.

Let us hope that this oft-repeated de-
bate has resonated at the other end of
Pennsylvania Avenue, because it is
time once again to put the ball in the
President’s court. Today’s vote will
send a stand-alone marriage tax pen-
alty elimination bill to the President’s
desk for his signature.

We have heard some excuses as to
why the President cannot sign this bill.
Some argue that this tax relief favors
only the rich, but that is just not true.
The fact is that this bill helps anyone
who is married, regardless of income,
and the people who suffer most under
the marriage penalty tax are the mid-
dle class.

That is right, the adverse effects of
the marriage penalty are concentrated
on families with income between
$20,000 and $75,000. 1 am sure these folks
would be surprised to learn that they
are considered as rich. So let us get
past the tired old ‘“‘tax cuts for the
rich” rhetoric. Let us do something
novel and focus on the policy of the
marriage penalty and debate its mer-
its.

The marriage tax penalty is pretty
simple to understand. It forces married
individuals to pay more in taxes than
they would have to pay if they stayed
single. So we should ask ourselves, is
there any merit to taxing marriage? Is
there an acceptable rationale to in-
creasing taxes on individuals based
solely on their marital status? Do we
want the government to send a mes-
sage that ‘““You will pay a steep fee to
get married, but you can avoid this fi-
nancial burden if you just stay single
and live with that significant other?”’

If the answer to these questions is no,
then why the resistance to elimination
of this punitive tax? And if we can
agree that the policy has no merit,
then how can we give relief to only
some married people and not to others?
Is it possible to be too fair?

In my mind, if it is wrong to increase
taxes on one couple because they are
married, then we should not apply a
tax penalty to any couple based on
their marital status. Mr. Speaker, it
seems to me that our only option in
the face of this perverse discriminatory
tax is to eliminate it entirely.

There are other arguments against
passing this legislation. Some of my
colleagues claim that the Republicans
do not have their priorities straight be-
cause we are putting tax cuts above all
else. But again, these accusations ig-
nore the facts. 1 am pleased to remind
my colleagues, Congress has already,
already passed legislation to wall off
both the social security and Medicare
trust funds, already provided afford-
able, voluntary prescription drug cov-
erage to seniors through Medicare, and
already has paid down the national
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