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MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. WELLER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, this
week we have an important piece of
legislation which is coming to the
floor, a product of the Committee on
Ways and Means, legislation which is
entitled H.R. 4626, Encouraging Work
and Supporting Marriage Act of 2002.
Essentially this legislation does two
things: it expands and reforms the
work opportunity tax credit, a hiring
incentive to give those on welfare an
opportunity to go to work.

Yesterday, I stood with President
Bush in Chicago at the United Parcel
Service facility where he highlighted
this very program which has provided
opportunities for thousands and thou-
sands of Chicago residents to go from
welfare to work; and clearly the Work
Opportunity Tax Credit, which was a
creation of Ronald Reagan, is one of
those provisions which is working as
we see our Nation’s welfare rolls cut in
half and 9 million Americans move
from welfare to work.

The other key part of the Encour-
aging Work and Supporting Marriage
Act of 2002 is legislation which much
more quickly phases in the marriage
tax relief provisions which are part of
what we nicknamed the Bush tax cut
signed into law last year.

Over the last several years, I have
had the opportunity to come to this
floor and talk about the unfairness of
our complicated Tax Code and how our
current Tax Code historically has pun-
ished marriage, a very basic institution
in our society. In fact, I believe the
most important institution in our soci-
ety is marriage. Unfortunately, up
until President Bush’s signature sign-
ing the Bush tax cut into law, our Tax
Code punished marriage.

Let me give an example of what the
marriage tax penalty is and was. Under
our Tax Code prior to the Bush tax cut,
43 million married working couples
paid on average $1,700 more in higher
taxes just because they were married. I
do not believe that is right; I do not be-
lieve that is fair. And I am proud to
say that House Republicans made it a
priority to work with the President to
eliminate the marriage tax penalty.

I would also note what creates the
marriage tax penalty is married cou-
ples file their taxes jointly. A single
person files single and married couples
file jointly, which means there is a
combined income. If there are two in-
comes, that pushes the couple into a
higher tax bracket and in most cases
creates the marriage tax penalty.

I have a couple here from my district
I would like to introduce, Jose and
Magdalena Castillo from Joliet, Illi-
nois. They are both in the workforce.
They have a son, Eduardo, as well as a
daughter, Carolina. They paid about
$1,200 in higher taxes just because they
are married prior to the Bush tax cut.
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I think it is wrong. Thanks to the
Bush tax cut, Jose and Magdalena
Castillo of Joliet, Illinois, saw their
marriage tax penalty eliminated. Of
course, we are going to have legislation
this week which is going to help low-
and moderate-income married couples.
It will more quickly phase in so mar-
ried couples in the low- and moderate-
income range will see much quicker
marriage tax relief.

But I would also note, unfortunately
because of the arcane rules of Congress,
not of the House but of the other body,
that the Bush tax cut was forced to be
temporary which means it expires at a
certain point; and the 100 million
American taxpayers who have seen
their taxes lowered, which is everybody
who pays income taxes has seen their
income taxes lowered, and 3.9 million
families with children have been to-
tally removed from the income tax
rolls, which means thanks to the Bush
tax cut, they no longer pay income
taxes, they will see those taxes reim-
posed unless we make permanent the
Bush tax cut.

Now for couples like Jose and
Magdalena Castillo of Joliet, Illinois,
they are going to see their marriage
tax penalty reimposed; and they will be
suffering it once again unless we make
the Bush tax cut permanent.

I am proud to say that this House
under the leadership of the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. THOM-
AS), the chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means, and the persistence
and convictions of the House Repub-
lican majority, we have voted in the
House to make the Bush tax cut per-
manent because we do not want to see
couples such as Jose and Magdalena
Castillo of Joliet, Illinois, have to pay
that marriage tax penalty again. It is
wrong; it is unfair. And it is wrong that
under our Tax Code, married couples
paid higher taxes just because they are
married.

My hope is before the end of this year
that we will be able to obtain bipar-
tisan support in both the House and
Senate for adoption of a permanency
for the Bush tax cut, for marriage tax
penalty relief, for elimination of the
death tax, for across-the-board rate re-
ductions, for retirement savings as well
as the opportunities to save for college
education.

Those are good things; but unfortu-
nately, they are temporary. Unless we
make the Bush tax cut permanent, all
of those things, marriage tax penalty
relief, death tax repeal, retirement sav-
ings opportunities by increased con-
tributions to IRAs and 401(k)s, an op-
portunity to see taxes lowered overall
because of rate reductions for every-
one, those taxes are going to go back
up. Let us make the Bush tax cut per-
manent. Let us help couples such as
Jose and Magdalena Castillo see their
marriage tax penalty eliminated per-
manently. Let us get the Senate and
the House to make the Bush tax cut
permanent.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.
today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 43
minutes p.m.) the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

————
O 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PENCE) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord of history and source of benevo-
lent providence, You know the times
and govern the seasons of life; help
Your servants who work in the House
of Representatives to seize the oppor-
tunity of the present moment and give
You glory.

As Members assemble today, may
they be encouragement to one another.
May those who are dealing with illness
or the great loss of a loved one be con-
soled. Assure them, by Your spirit,
that You are with them in their every
need.

Enable the people of this Nation to
seek lasting values that will bind this
country together and bring eternal joy
to a changing world. In their desire to
accomplish Your holy will, make them
one in mind and heart, that leadership
may be honored and the diverse peoples
of this Nation may live in harmony and
take sheer delight in Your presence,
now and forever. Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON)
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come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. LAMPSON led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

OVERDUE BOOKS AND CHILD
PORNOGRAPHY

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I read in
the paper recently about a woman from
Hazelton, Pennsylvania, who was
thrown in jail because she had three
overdue library books. Theresa Keller’s
husband used her library card to check
out three library books 2 years ago and
never returned them. Well, not long
afterwards, Mrs. Keller found herself
living in a domestic violence shelter.
She did not even know about the
books. Nevertheless, the judge through
her in jail for several days for failing to
pay her library fines.

Now, while all of this was happening,
the Supreme Court of the United
States ruled that virtual child pornog-
raphy was legal. It seems the Supreme
Court thinks that everyone has a con-
stitutional right to child pornography
on the computer. So my question is
this: How is it that the American judi-
cial system is throwing women in jail
for overdue library books but at the
same time telling pornographers that
they are free to continue to make child
pornography on computers?

Mr. Speaker, something is
wrong here.

very

———
CHILD ONLINE PROTECTION ACT

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

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, again 1
digress from my story of Ludwig Koonz
who is in Italy and most anxious to re-
turn to the United States of America. I
rise to congratulate the Supreme Court
on its decision to partially uphold the
Child Online Protection Act.

The 1998 law was designed to stop
children from gaining access to sexual
material on the Internet. As the found-
er and chair of the Congressional Miss-
ing and Exploited Children’s Caucus, I
am glad to see that the Supreme Court
agreed with Congress that community
standards protecting children should be
applied to the World Wide Web.

We have seen an attack lately on the
laws designed to protect children from
pornography and exploitation, and we
all must work together to make sure
that children remain protected. I urge
Members to join the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FOLEY) and me in our
work to protect innocent children from
the business of sex and pornography.
Please support the Child Modeling Ex-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

ploitation Act of 2002, which would ban
exploitative child modeling, banning
all Web sites that charge fees to view
models 16 years of age and under that
do not promote products or services be-
yond the child.

The children in these sites are in con-
tact with the customers through e-mail
and in some more extreme cases
through actual meetings. They put
children in great danger both psycho-
logical and physical.

I urge Members to join the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) and
me and work to end this horrendous
practice.

———

DON VONARX AND KEN
WHITTAKER, STARS OF LIFE

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

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, last
week I had a wonderful opportunity to
meet two exceptional emergency tech-
nicians from Reno, Nevada: Don
Vonarx and Ken Whittaker.

These two Reno EMTs were recently
granted the Stars of Life Award which
is the highest honor given in their pro-
fessional field. Don and Ken are tre-
mendous examples of tenacious, com-
passionate, and remarkable individuals
who have shown courage and leadership
in their professional commitment.

Whether training hundreds of emer-
gency care providers, deploying life-
saving equipment to those in need, or
designing speciality EMT classes for
people of every age, these gentlemen
have shown extraordinary success in
helping to save lives throughout Ne-
vada. Their success is reflected in both
their accomplishments and especially
in their professional and personal rela-
tionships with student and colleagues.

We are truly blessed to have both
Don Vonarx and Ken Whittaker work-
ing as emergency medical technicians
in my home town of Reno, and I am
honored to know them both.

————

HONORING THE SUFFOLK COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT

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

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to welcome to Washington and
into the people’s House the brave men
and women of the Suffolk County Po-
lice Department who join with us
today as part of a national commemo-
ration at the National Police Memo-
rial. And I want to thank them for the
heroic and dedicated work they do.

On September 11, my district on
Long Island lost over 102 people in the
World Trade Center attack. On Sep-
tember 11 we realized that we had
heros and heroines in our midst. It
should not have taken September 11 for
us to understand just how vitally im-
portant they are. We should celebrate
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that every day. And I am glad that the
men and women of the Suffolk County
Police Department could join us on
this day.

————

TRUTH IN DOMAIN NAMES ACT

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

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the Inter-
net can be a force for good or a force
for evil. At its best the Web is used to
disseminate information and provide
educational materials to children.
Teachers and parents often encourage
children to turn to the Internet for re-
search on school projects; but certain
Web sites, Mr. Speaker, intentionally
use misleading names to lead children
into exposure to pornography.

Last week I sought to address this
problem on the Internet with H.R. 4658,
the Truth in Domain Names Act. The
bill would punish those who use mis-
leading domain names to attract chil-
dren to pornographic Internet sites,
who can be fined up to $250,000 or face
2 years in prison.

The Good Book tells us that whoever
causes one of the least of these little
ones to sin ought to have a millstone
tied around his neck. While we cannot
legislate that retribution, Mr. Speaker,
surely we can pass the Truth in Do-
main Names Act. It penalizes those
who would lead children to view this
prurient material. I urge my colleagues
in this institution to join many of us
on both sides of the aisle to support the
Truth in Domain Names Act.

———
ABOLISH NUCLEAR ARMS

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

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, seem-
ingly when the United States and Rus-
sia would get together to announce an
arms reduction treaty, that would be
important news for the world. I think
any time the United States and Russia
sit down and talk about what can be
done to eliminate nuclear weapons is
an important moment. However, the
announcement by President Bush and
Vladimir Putin that they will sign a
nuclear pact needs to be scrutinized
very carefully.

If you read today’s New York Times
you see they say that ‘‘the proposed
treaty sets no pace for dismantling
weapons over the next decade, as long
as the total number of strategic weap-
ons does not exceed 2,200 in 2012. It per-
mits the United States to stockpile the
dismantled weapons in a form that
would allow them to be reinstalled on
missiles or aboard nuclear armed sub-
marines in case of an ugly turn of
events with any major nuclear power.
In short, it is an agreement filled with
escape clauses.”

The only way that we can really pro-
tect the world against nuclear arms is
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