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Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I guess I am just a little bit confused
on the basis of initial remarks by the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN)
because the arguments that he just
made were exactly the ones he made
when we had the welfare debate on the
floor of this House, and I know that he
would have rather had his position pre-
vail than the one that did, and that is
the bill that we passed and sent over to
the Senate. And what it sounded like
was he wanted to revisit the debate
that occurred in the House prior to
House passage of our legislation, and
what I would urge him to do is, if he
wants to have another chance at that
debate, would be to vote for this reso-
lution which says it is ‘‘the sense of
the House of Representatives that the
107th Congress should complete ac-
tion.”

If the House has passed legislation to
complete action, we have to get the
Senate to pass legislation, and I would
hope that that impassioned speech that
he just made to us, those of us who de-
bated and already voted on the welfare
bill, could be made to his colleagues in
the Senate so that they would move a
bill off the floor, we could go to con-
ference, and he would then hope that
his position would prevail in con-
ference. But to say that he is opposed
to urging the Senate to complete ac-
tion is to basically say that wonderful
and impassioned speech he made is not
going to go anywhere because we can-
not get the conference to try to get his
position to prevail. And so moving this
resolution hopefully will nudge the
other body along so that his position
can be presented in conference and the
House and the Senate can resolve their
differences.

So I do not understand how folks are
arguing that they want to be on both
sides. One, this is meaningless, and,
two, his impassioned plea ought to be
heard again; and the only place it can
really be heard again by the House is in
conference.

Vote for the resolution, and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) I
will see in conference.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). The Chair would make
the following advisory: that as recently
as December 19 of 2001 in response to a
point of order, Members are reminded
to confine their remarks to factual ref-
erences to the other body and avoid
characterizations of Senate action or
inaction, remarks urging Senate action
or inaction, remarks urging other
Members to urge the Senate to take ac-
tion or inaction, or references to par-
ticular Senators.

The Chair would also note that there
have been remarks during the course of
debate where praise has been heaped
upon the other body, and just as criti-
cism is not appropriate, neither is
praise as a characterization.

Mr. CARDIN. I thank the Speaker for
that clarification.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 15 sec-
onds just to respond to the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS), the
chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Mr. Speaker, it is just regrettable
that we did not follow a bipartisan ac-
tion in this body like some others have
done on the other side of the aisle. I
think that is regrettable because that
has made it much more difficult for us
to reach an agreement with so few days
left in this session, and I still say this
is a meaningless resolution. It does not
do one thing, and I think Members can
vote any way they want, and they will
be surprised to learn that this is not a
Special Order.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN),
a distinguished member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am glad
the chairman of the committee spoke,
and I want to respond and also to the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs.
JOHNSON), because I think this resolu-
tion is an effort to shift the blame. The
bottom line is, okay, the Senate should
act. But why are they having trouble
acting? It takes 60 votes. A major rea-
son is because the House started this
debate on the wrong foot including the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs.
JOHNSON). They started on a partisan
approach. There was no effort to work
with those of us who worked on welfare
reform in 1995 and 1996, including the
ranking member of the subcommittee.
Zero effort. And that included the ad-
ministration. It came forth with a pro-
posal that in the judgment of the ad-
ministrators, the vast majority of
State administrators, was the wrong
way to go. They said it was going to
create flexibility. Also, there was the
problem of poverty, that such a large
percentage of the people who were
moving off of welfare to work remained
in poverty, and the studies show that
the average income for people who
have moved from welfare to work is
something like 2,000 bucks a quarter.
So we said let us build on welfare re-
form and its successes, let us acknowl-
edge where it has had shortcomings
and move on from there.

But you said no, you are going to
proceed like you did on prescription
drugs on a partisan basis, and the ad-
ministration was part and parcel of
that strategy. So now you are reaping
not the benefits but the downsides of
that approach, and you say to the Sen-
ate act after you got this off on the
wrong foot, and the administration
continues to insist on its bill which
cannot receive 60 votes in the Senate.

———
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There was a bipartisan effort within
the Finance Committee, very con-
trasting with the partisan approach
that you took.
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So now you are saying it is the Sen-
ate’s fault when the basic fault was the
failure to do this in the right way in
the first place right here. It was inex-
cusable for you and for the chairman
not to sit down with Democrats, surely
those who had worked on welfare re-
form, who had helped to build child
care and day care into it and see if we
could find common ground. So you
have no common ground in the first
place. The vote was 229-197 here. Inex-
cusable. What do you expect now?

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds.

The gentleman’s recollection of the
process of our subcommittee is, in my
mind, completely faulty. Remember,
one of the primary goals of the other
party’s approach, the Democrats’ ap-
proach on that subcommittee, was to
include as a major goal of the new wel-
fare reform bill to reduce poverty and,
indeed, we did that. Second, They were
very interested in more education and
training and we do that.

So it was a very good bill. It got
through the House with a bipartisan
vote. The Senate has not acted. We
need to go to conference to get this bill
to the President’s desk.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I admire and respect
the gentleman from Maryland. I appre-
ciate his point of view, but I have the
opposite point of view. We have been
working very hard. When welfare re-
form first came up, there was complete
and total resistance on the other side
of the aisle. We have gotten together
and we have passed a good bill in the
House on a bipartisan basis. I would
love to have had more votes. That
would have been wonderful. But the
clear, pure fact remains, article 1, sec-
tion 7, clause 2 of the Constitution sim-
ply requires that the House and the
Senate have to pass legislation before
it can be signed by the President and
become law. The House has done their
portion. The remainder is clear. We
need compliance with the Constitution.
That is what this debate is about. It is
very meaningful.

It is very clear that 60-plus pieces of
legislation have been passed under arti-
cle 1, section 7, clause 2 by the House of
Representatives. Those pieces of im-
portant legislation lie dormant. I
thank the gentlewoman for bringing
this to the House and I encourage that
we support and pass this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, 6 years ago, despite an outcry
of criticism, the U.S. Congress passed the
most sweeping welfare reform measures ever.
Now, 6 years later, no one can argue that this
reform has been an overwhelming success.
We have worked to end a cycle of depend-
ence and replaced it with a spirit of self-suffi-
ciency. These welfare-to-work success stories
are proof positive of what | have always
said—a government support check, while
helpful, is no substitute for a paycheck.

On May 16 of this year, this House passed
comprehensive welfare reform, the President
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is asking for reform, the American people de-
serve reform and the Senate has not taken up
this important legislation. Now is not the time
to turn our backs on these successful reforms.
We have replaced a cycle of government de-
pendency with families that are proud of the
work that they do and that are no longer de-
pendent on a government check. That's the
right thing to do to strengthen families, and we
need to keep that record of success going.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds to respond to the
gentlewoman from Connecticut. Cur-
rent law allows the States to use edu-
cation and training as part of the core
work requirement in welfare. States
have used that well and it has worked
well. The bill that passed this body
takes away that flexibility from the
States. That is why the Governors are
upset. That is why legislators are
upset. That is why administrators are
upset. And that is why people are
upset. You take away the flexibility of
the States on education and training
for women trying to get off the welfare
system.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY).

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, there are 4 scheduled
legislative days remaining until the
end of this fiscal year. Four days re-
maining. There are people watching
the proceedings here in the gallery and
all around the country who may be
thinking that what they are watching
is the House of Representatives at
work, carrying on the business of the
people. No, unfortunately they are
wrong. We are sitting here chatting
about a resolution to express the sense
of the House that Congress should com-
plete action on the welfare bill. We are
not talking about completing action on
anything right now with 4 scheduled
legislative days remaining.

We now have eight, count them,
eight appropriations bills that have not
been passed, with 4 days remaining. We
could be working on that legislation
right now. So it is really quite amazing
that the Republican leadership would
squander its opportunity to make real
progress on a legislative agenda, real
progress on addressing the problems
and concerns of the American people
by taking up issues that are com-
pletely under their control right now.

The Democrats, given our minority
position, have limited ability to con-
trol the agenda, so we have a discharge
petition right now to take up a piece of
real legislation that would reduce the
cost of prescription drugs, H.R. 5272.
This is a bill that would stop the gam-
ing of the system and would allow real
competition so that we could find
lower prices for prescription drugs in
this country. This is something that
people really care about. Let us do
something real and stop this chitchat.

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I would remind the preceding speaker
that the Senate has not acted on wel-
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fare reform and the Senate has not
acted on prescription drugs. The House
has reauthorized welfare reform and
the House has passed a very strong bill
providing prescription drugs to seniors
as an entitlement. It is very disturbing
that 12 days before this bill expires, be-
fore the welfare reform bill that has re-
duced poverty among children more
dramatically than any change in public
policy in my lifetime, that it could lan-
guish unauthorized. The House has
acted. The Senate has not. The fact is
there are 12 days and that this Con-
gress cannot complete work on welfare
reform alone.

Mr. Speaker, welfare reform has
helped women and children in America.
It has been a good thing in their lives.
We need it. For the preceding speaker
to have said that we have cut work
education and training is simply
wrong. It is true we do not allow 12
months of vocational education, but
for the first time we not only allow 4
months of any kind of education,
whether it is vocational or not, but
then 2 full days for 5 years. So we allow
ongoing education which not only can
help you prepare yourself for a job but
through which then you can develop
the skills to advance your career and
move up the salary and career ladder.
It is the most generous inclusion of
education and training and opportuni-
ties in welfare reform that we have
ever passed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY),
the majority whip.

Mr. DELAY. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, it looks like we are pre-
pared to vote on a resolution that lays
out exactly why the country needs and
expects to see the 5-year reauthoriza-
tion of welfare reform law finished
sooner rather than later.

Remember, we only have 7 days re-
maining before the historic reforms
will expire on September 30. There are
two things we ought to bear in mind.
First, the main reason welfare reform
needs to be reauthorized and, second,
what it takes to get the job done. Wel-
fare reform has been good for America.
It is replacing welfare checks with pay-
checks. It is fostering independence. It
is boosting personal incomes. And it is
truly improving the lives of millions of
children.

We have to reauthorize welfare re-
form because there is more to be done
to help millions of struggling families
develop dignity and self-respect. We
have been working on reauthorization
since January. In February we built
the HOPE Action Team. We pulled to-
gether committee and subcommittee
chairs, administration officials and
other Members of Congress. We held
weekly meetings to drive both the
timetable and the policies to ensure
timely passage. We met twice a week.
We worked late into the night. We
stayed at the table to hammer out our
differences so that we could put up a
good bill here on this floor. It was a lot
of work for a lot of people.
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At the same time, I urged our Mem-
bers to learn more about welfare re-
form by visiting former welfare offices
that are now job placement centers. I
urged our Members to meet with folks
that are involved in the system. Many
of us did sit down with both folks who
are still on welfare and people who
have left welfare for the world of work.
We wanted their perspective on the
changes that we made 6 years ago and
the improvements that still needed to
be made. We learned a lot.

Back in April, I visited the Texas
Workforce Center in Houston. A man
told me that welfare reform had
changed his life and the changes he
made offered his children a powerful
lesson in doing things the right way.
He said, ‘“They saw me getting up with
them each morning,” because it was
time to go get a job. “I could see in
their eyes that they were happy about
that.” I think that is what it is all
about.

In closing, I would like to remind the
Congress that it takes work to pass a
good bill. It takes time and effort to
bring everyone together. It takes time
to get a bill out of committee. And
when you are dealing with several com-
mittees of jurisdiction, it takes even
more work. Securing final passage of
the bill is an even tougher assignment.
But the House completed its work. We
put in the time and we got the job done
for the American people. Our work in
the House will pay off for the American
people, but it will all be for nothing un-
less and until Congress finishes welfare
reauthorization.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, normally as the rank-
ing member of the subcommittee that
has jurisdiction over welfare, I would
make a recommendation to my col-
leagues as to how they should vote on
legislation affecting welfare and TANF
reauthorization. I do not really have a
recommendation to my colleagues on
this resolution because I do not think
it does anything. I really do think we
are wasting time today.

I would like to see TANF reauthor-
ization done this year. We should get it
done. It is extremely important. The
gentlewoman is right. We need to reau-
thorize the program. But I have a rec-
ommendation to the Republican lead-
ership. Use this time to pass the appro-
priation bills we have not passed yet.
We have not even taken up appropria-
tion bills for the first time here. We
normally spend a day or two on the im-
portant appropriation bills. With 4 leg-
islative days left, you are not going to
schedule them, are you? But, instead,
you are going to schedule a resolution
that does nothing. We should be talk-
ing about what we are going to do with
seniors on prescription medicines with-
in the Medicare system, not rely upon
private insurance which has already
left my constituents in Maryland. But,
no, instead we have a resolution before
us that really does nothing.

I have heard some of my Republican
colleagues say that the other body has
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not done anything. I know we are not
supposed to characterize, you are using
that as a fact, and you are wrong. The
relevant committee in the other body
has in fact brought out a bipartisan
bill. We should embrace it. But instead,
no, our Republican friends in this body
are still hanging on to what we did ear-
lier that has no chance of being en-
acted. We do need to talk and work out
a bipartisan bill. But that is not what
is happening here today.

Let me just, if I might, quote from
some traditionally Republican sources.
A Republican State legislator speaking
on behalf of the National Conference of
State Legislatures talking about H.R.
4737 said, ‘““What troubles State legisla-
tors is not that the House bill focused
on work but that it will to force States
to establish community work programs
at the expense of those who have left or
never been on the rolls.”

Business groups have testified before
our committee, ‘“Under these require-
ments, many States would have to re-
duce or abandon their current efforts
to place welfare recipients in jobs and
prepare them for employment in favor
of workfare programs that generate
‘work’ hours, however unproductive.”

Yes, Mr. Speaker, I agree that we
need to reauthorize TANF in the 107th
Congress. The only way that can be
done to help our States is if it is done
in a bipartisan way.
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Unfortunately, the majority, the Re-
publicans, have refused to include the
Democrats in this process. They have
refused to really follow the rec-
ommendations of our States, the peo-
ple who manage our welfare system. As
a result, we are now faced with a situa-
tion where the other body in fact has
acted in a responsible, bipartisan way,
and still we pretend that we cannot get
together. We are going to play hard
ball, to the effect that nothing is going
to get done. Well, I regret that, because
a lot is at stake, the people in this Na-
tion who depend upon these programs
to take care of their children, to pre-
pare themselves for work.

Yes, we should be moving people out
of poverty in this Nation; we should be
building upon the successes. I sup-
ported welfare reform 5 years ago. I
support reauthorization of welfare this
year. It is an important program, and
we need to get it done.

I urge my colleagues to vote any way
that they want to on this resolution,
because I do not think it will do any-
thing. It does express some sentiments
that are important, and I think some
of our colleagues on both sides of the
aisle may feel that way. But I know I
am expressing the majority sentiment
when I wish this time would have been
used to bring forward the appropria-
tions bills so we could have our debate
on issues we have not acted upon in
this body.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Before recognizing the
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gentlewoman from Connecticut, there
has been some discussion at the dais
about potentially the gentlewoman
using her time at the conclusion of the
Committee on Education and Work-
force time. The gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CARDIN) still had 30 seconds
remaining at this time.

Is the gentlewoman from Connecticut
(Mrs. JOHNSON) inclined to close out
her portion of the debate now or re-
serve it to the conclusion of the Com-
mittee on Education and Workforce de-
bate?

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I yield my remaining 30 sec-
onds to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BOEHNER) to control.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my
remaining 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. TIERNEY),
who is managing the time for the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would note that terms like ‘‘bi-
partisan’ and ‘‘responsible’ are just as
much characterizations as ‘‘irrespon-
sible’” and ‘‘partisan,” and are inappro-
priate references to the Senate.

It is now in order during the course
of the resolution to consume the time
allotted to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) will
be recognized for 15% minutes and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
TIERNEY) will be recognized for 15v%
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER).

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in May, my colleagues
and I passed important legislation to
reauthorize the 1996 welfare reform
law, one of the most successful social
policies ever enacted by Congress. It
has transformed the lives of millions of
families and helped them achieve self-
sufficiency. The 1996 welfare law has
done its job, and now it is Congress’ job
and unique opportunity to improve
upon that 1996 act.

The key reason why many former
welfare recipients are leading inde-
pendent lives today is clear: we require
individuals to work for their benefits.
Under the old system, welfare families
could expect a lifetime of cash assist-
ance without engaging in constructive
activities of any kind.

When Republicans gained control in
1994 of this Congress, we vowed to
change our Nation’s welfare system. It
took awhile. The debate was spirited.
But by 1996, after vetoing the bill
twice, a reluctant President Clinton fi-
nally signed the landmark Personal
Responsibility and Work Opportunity
Reconciliation Act into law.

The success of those reforms has been
extraordinary. Welfare caseloads have
fallen over 50 percent, nearly 3 million
children have escaped poverty, and the
black child poverty rate is now at its
lowest point ever.
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Between 1996 and 1999, overall spend-
ing on cash assistance in my home
State of Ohio declined by $19 million a
month, enabling the State to increase
funding for job training, child care, lit-
eracy and transportation programs
that further assist families in moving
toward self-sufficiency.

The legislation the Committee on
Education and the Workforce com-
mittee passed in early May builds on
that success. Based on President
Bush’s reform blueprint and introduced
by my friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
McKEON), the Working Toward Inde-
pendence Act strengthens the work re-
quirements in current law, which will
ensure that even more welfare families
are able to move into productive lives.
This measure was incorporated into
the comprehensive welfare reform bill
that passed the House in May.

The bill increases child care funding
by over $2 billion and places an in-
creased emphasis on improving the
quality of care for our young children.
With welfare caseloads cut in half since
the welfare reform law was enacted,
States will be able to devote signifi-
cantly more money to expand access to
quality child care.

We know that State and local leaders
have been on the front lines of welfare
reform. The flexibility in the 1996 law
is one of the reasons it has worked so
well. That is why this bill would give
States and localities even more flexi-
bility. With broadened waiver author-
ity, they will be able to continue the
kind of innovation that has proven so
successful over the last 5 years.

Welfare reform is a top priority for
this Congress. President Bush deserves
a chance to sign this important piece
of legislation into law this year. For
the good of millions of Americans mov-
ing from welfare to work, this reau-
thorization must be completed by the
conclusion of the 107th Congress. I urge
my colleagues to approve the resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, many would take issue
with some of the broad terminology in
the so-called ‘‘whereas clauses’ in this
resolution, but I do not really think
that is quite the issue here. I do not
think there are too many who would
argue with the desire, mutually felt by
everyone in this Chamber, and I as-
sume in the other Chamber, for com-
pletion of the conference’s work.

The real fact of the matter is it
seems a little disingenuous to be stand-
ing here talking about a rather mean-
ingless resolution, as we have here
today, filling up time that could be
used to get the business of the House
done. I would think that the Repub-
lican majority should be more than a
little bit embarrassed that this is the
best that they can do at this particular
time of the year.



September 19, 2002

We have, what, eight more spending
bills to finish before this year that ap-
parently the leadership on the other
side cannot muster and move the agen-
da on, so we sit here talking about a
resolution that everybody is well in-
tentioned to get the conferees’ work
done. You can say that in about one-
half a minute.

But we will be out of here in a little
while today. We are not staying to
complete the work of the House. We
were out of here yesterday by about
3:00 or 3:30. We did not come in Mon-
day. We are not going to be here Fri-
day. We are not coming in next Mon-
day. So you talk about the time left to
pass this particular bill out of the
other House. Well, perhaps it is better
than spending all of our time instruct-
ing the other House how to do their
business, we could talk about how this
House might do its business.

After all, we could do a lot that
would change people’s lives better for
their welfare. We could bring forward
the health and human services and edu-
cation bill. Would that not be a mar-
velous factor. If we want to talk about
things that would help people’s lives
and really matter, we could bring up
that bill.

But the problem is that the majority
knows that their budget of last year
does not allow for that. This adminis-
tration put out a budget and went
around the country with my colleague
from Ohio as part of the group doing a
real ceremonious occasion talking
about the Leave No Child Behind Act.

Well, the fact of the matter is their
budget leaves many children behind,
because if they brought up the edu-
cation spending bill, on that budget
they would be about $7 billion short.
We have November 5 coming up; and
between now and November 5, there are
not too many people on the other side
of the aisle who want to make it clear
to the American people that they are
coming up short on their promises.

So instead of bringing forward the
spending bills before the end of the fis-
cal year and before November 5, we are
sitting here banging back and forth on
a resolution that has no import and no
meaning except for great intentions,
which we all share.

We could do a lot for people. We
could do something about education;
we could do something about Head
Start. People that are on welfare and
people that are not on welfare need to
have their children get an education
and get a start in school and be ready
for school at an early age. We could
bring forward bills that would allow us
to put more resources into that pro-
gram, which has proven to be success-
ful.

We could do more for child care. Cer-
tainly the welfare bill that passed the
House does not do enough. That is one
of the reasons I perceive why it is a bit
tied up on the other side, because peo-
ple want to try to reach some non-
partisan or bipartisan resolve as to
how that bill might improve its edu-
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cation piece and its job training piece
and in fact its child care piece.

But this is a very partisan group that
we see bringing forward things, and
that is why the House bill does not do
it, and that is why there is difficulty
getting it done in the other body.

Mr. Speaker, we can bring forward
matters that talk about school pro-
grams and after-school programs that
would help many families in this coun-
try. But the House does not do that.
They are busy talking about this inane
legislation before us now.

Mr. Speaker, last year when the
House passed its budget, it was the ad-
ministration’s budget, and they had a
$1.7 trillion tax cut, there were many
like myself and others who argued that
that tax cut was way too big and it did
not distribute any tax breaks fairly
across a broad spectrum.

But whatever that debate is, that de-
bate is by the board. Things have hap-
pened since then: September 11, a
change in the economy, many more
reasons to spend. The CBO, the Con-
gressional Budget Office, is telling us
that that tax cut is probably respon-
sible for almost half of the decline in
our surplus. We are no longer in a sur-
plus; we are going into a deficit for
some unforeseeable future period of
time.

All of these things have changed, and
what we need to do as the House, Mr.
Speaker, is come back and revisit that
budget. I understand why the other
side is embarrassed to come forward
and tell the American public they can-
not deal with the health and human
services and education spending bill be-
cause their budget would be $7 billion
short.

So let us deal with that. Let us have
a conference and sit down in a bipar-
tisan or nonpartisan way and try to
work through that to find out how we
can help American families, how we
can provide for public schools, where 90
percent of our children go, and give
them the kind of investments they
need and not leave them §7 billion
short of the President’s promise.

Let us talk about what we can do for
Head Start and Early Head Start and
child care programs so the people can
get to work. Let us talk about job
training programs that this adminis-
tration intends to cut and talk about
filling them properly when people are
in fact being unemployed at higher
rates than was anticipated, and let us
talk about doing something for those
in terms of unemployment compensa-
tion, and healthcare for those unem-
ployed, matters which, for some rea-
son, are not being brought up in front
of this House now with the small
amount of remaining time that we
have.

There are many, many things that we
could do that would better fill our time
than taking up a resolution that is
going to have no impact and has no
business telling the other side on this
Hill what to be doing.

So, Mr. Speaker, with that in mind, I
would just say that I am going to re-
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serve the balance of my time and let
some other speakers go, but I think
this time could be much better spent
doing the real business of this House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2% minutes to the
sponsor of this resolution, the gentle-
woman from Kentucky (Mrs. NORTHUP).

Mrs. NORTHUP. Mr. Speaker, it is
instructive to note that sometimes it
is important to stay focused and that
when the House passes repeated resolu-
tions, sometimes that helps us get fo-
cused and get a bill to the President’s
desk. I would point to the stimulus bill
that finally, after the House passed a
stimulus bill four times, actually got
to the President’s desk and helped keep
Americans on the job and stimulate
our economy.

So today we are here to talk about
staying focused on welfare reform and
to advance it the next step. We all
know that in 12 days the welfare re-
form authorization bill will run out,
and families all around this country
deserve to know what the program will
be in the coming years if it affects
their families, and States need to know
that too for their budgets.

The fact is in our country freedom
and opportunity depend on being able
to get on the first rung of the ladder
and begin a climb up that rung of the
ladder, out of poverty into independ-
ence. The only way that is possible is
to have a job and to build your skills
and build on that job and begin to grow
into independence. Our welfare reform
bill helps families do that.

I want to mention the way that I
think it is most important, and that is
the increase in child care. As I move
around my community and talk to
families, talk to people that are part of
the support system, talk to people that
are running the day-care centers in the
most disadvantaged mneighborhoods,
what I hear over and over is that more
dollars are needed for child care.
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Many families and many moms, as
they expand their work opportunities,
need to know that their children are in
a good, safe childcare facility. They
need to have that reassurance that
their children are well cared for and
that they can afford the childcare.

So we help families that are in this
transition period going from depend-
ence and government control of their
life to independence, opportunity, hav-
ing choices they have never had before,
by making sure the resources they
need to make that transition are there.

I am thankful that the House has
passed the bill, and I want to thank the
committees for passing this resolution.
It will help us stay focused and make
sure that we get this to the President’s
desk.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I just
wonder how many times Members of
this side of the aisle are going to have
to be bringing up issues like education
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and money for prescription drugs to
get the other side focused on the busi-
ness of this House, and not the other
body, so that they can be addressed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to
the gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
McCOLLUM).

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong unity with my colleagues in
urging passage of the welfare reauthor-
ization bill some time this year. We do
have a responsibility to provide mean-
ingful job training, job training that
will work with our community col-
leges, our vocational schools; work
that fits into training programs that
are not eligible under the House bill.
We need to get families back to work.
We need to provide quality child care
that will allow our children to grow up
in a safe and nurturing environment.

The House bill fails to do that. In
Minnesota right now, I have waiting
lists. I have waiting lists with thou-
sands of children. The House welfare
reform bill will increase, increase in
Minnesota the number of children on
the waiting list.

I have heard from my county, I have
heard from the State of Minnesota, I
have heard from welfare reform recipi-
ents. Child care is critical, child care is
needed, and child care is lacking in the
House bill.

Passing welfare reform during this
Congress is not the only responsibility
we must take. Families and seniors and
all Americans are deeply concerned
about skyrocketing health costs. To-
day’s health care spending continues to
consume too large a portion of all fam-
ilies’ incomes and causes too many
children to live in poverty. And, often-
times, it is the reason why families end
up in welfare.

The average price paid for brand
name prescription drugs is often three
times, three times the same medicine
in generic form. The residents in Min-
nesota’s 4th District should not have to
pay significantly more for the same
medicine simply because it has a brand
name attached to it.

These are lifesaving medicines. We
are dealing with lifesaving medicines,
not designer jeans. Now is the time to
close the loophole that allows some
drug companies to continue their
stranglehold on the market. We have
arrived at a point where people
throughout this country are literally
breaking their prescription pills in
two, scrimping and saving every dime
to pay for their lifesaving medication.
We cannot allow this to continue.

We have an historic opportunity to
pass legislation that restores fair com-
petition and stops the continued rise in
drug prices. This legislation has al-
ready passed the other body and we
must act now. We cannot continue to
keep affordable drugs out of the reach
of people who need them the most. To
do that would be unconscionable. To do
that puts families in poverty. To do
that can indirectly add to our welfare
rolls.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2% minutes to the gen-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

tleman from California (Mr. MCKEON),
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
21st Century Competitiveness.

Mr. MCcKEON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me this
time, and I rise in strong support of
House Resolution 525.

In May, the House of Representatives
passed a welfare reform bill that builds
on the success of the 1996 law which has
been nothing short of remarkable and
has hushed the naysayers who said re-
quiring welfare recipients to work for
benefits would further bind poor fami-
lies to a life of poverty. But the Senate
has not acted on welfare legislation.

In May, the House passed a welfare
reform bill that will continue to dis-
mantle the shackles of welfare that
chain millions of American families to
a life of poverty. Yet, the Senate has
not acted on welfare legislation.

In May, the House passed a welfare
reform bill that includes significant
funding increases for child care, boost-
ing discretionary funding for the Child
Care Development and Block Grant to
$1 billion over 5 years. Still, the Senate
has not acted on welfare legislation.

The simple truth is that welfare re-
form based on work helped to lift 3 mil-
lion children out of poverty. Employ-
ment of single mothers is at an all-
time high at more than 70 percent, and
700,000 fewer single mothers are living
in poverty today than in the 1990s.

The bill passed by the House in May
provides for 16 hours per week of edu-
cation, training, and other construc-
tive activities as defined by the State.
The education opportunities, balanced
with the 24-hour per week work re-
quirements, are more than sufficient to
help welfare recipients find fulfilling
work that will help lead them and keep
them out of a life of poverty.

In my district in southern California,
over the course of 5 years, going to
school part-time, 16 hours a week, a
student can earn an associate’s degree
and, in some cases, a bachelor’s degree.
With an associate’s degree, a student
can begin a fulfilling career at a num-
ber of well-paying jobs. The average
annual salary of a mechanic in my
State is $31,250; a registered nurse,
$56,140; computer specialist, $45,380. As-
sociates’ degrees are offered in each of
these professions.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support this
resolution and I believe that the House
welfare reform passed by the House
achieves the balance between the work
requirements and additional education
and training which will help pull mil-
lions of families from poverty.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3% minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY), a member of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the end
of September is approaching. The
House has passed only 5 of 13 appro-
priations bills, and yet here we are tak-

September 19, 2002

ing precious time to debate a meaning-
less resolution urging the Senate to
pass a welfare reform bill. Do I want
the Senate to pass a welfare reform
bill? Of course I do. I want them to
pass a good welfare reform bill, a bill
that gives welfare recipients access to
the education and training they need
to get jobs that pay a livable wage; a
welfare bill that ensures that there will
be safe and affordable child care for
children while their moms are away
from home, and a welfare bill that
holds States accountable for helping
families move towards self-sufficiency.

Rather than taking time here on the
House Floor to debate the Senate’s
schedule, I urge the House leadership
to attend to the important business of
the House, such as the generic drug bill
that has already passed the Senate. If
the leadership here in the House really
wants to do something to help families,
passing the Greater Access to Afford-
able Pharmaceuticals Act, the GAAP
Act, would do the trick.

In the year 2001, for the fourth year
in a row, Americans increased their
spending on prescription drugs by more
than 17 percent, and it is known that
the longer a big drug company can
keep a generic drug off the market, the
more it costs consumers. The GAAP
Act would get generic drugs to the
market faster, helping American fami-
lies save money. In fact, the Congres-
sional Budget Office estimates that the
GAAP Act would save consumers over
$60 billion over the next 10 years; $60
billion.

So let us help all families, both those
on welfare and those who are not. Let
us stop wasting precious floor time on
the business of the Senate and instead
get on with the legitimate business of
the House, such as passing the rest of
the appropriations bills and the impor-
tant bills that are before us like the
GAAP Act.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1%2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT).

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me this
time.

I rise in strong support of House Res-
olution 525. This resolution keeps our
commitment to America’s kids and to
America’s great promise of welfare re-
form. Our welfare reform bill adds an
additional $2 billion in extra funding
for childcare and developmental block
grants. This makes a very good bill be-
come even better with more child care.
Why is that? Well, more funding means
more Kkids covered. More kids covered
means more parents working, and that
is our ultimate objective, to give every
American the opportunity to work and
to gain the dignity and self respect
that comes with providing for your
own family.

The past 6 years of welfare reform
have shown us what works and what
does not work. When I meet with
former welfare recipients throughout
my congressional district, each and
every one of them tells me that their
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success simply would not have been
possible without childcare assistance.
The House has passed an outstanding
bill that builds upon the welfare suc-
cesses of the past 6 years. Let us get it
to the President’s desk and into law as
quickly as possible.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON).

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me this
time. I rise along with many others on
this side and really both sides that
have encouraged the passage of this
resolution and our encouragement to
see to it that we make the reauthoriza-
tion of welfare reform and welfare to
work a reality.

While I have listened to some of the
reasons to somewhat diminish any en-
thusiasm for this resolution, I thought
to myself, facts are stubborn things.
We have legitimate differences between
bodies of the Congress and between in-
dividuals on the potential of war, on
certain appropriations, certain legal
questions, the Patients’ Bill of Rights,
and some are legitimate, some are po-
litical, some are not. But facts are
stubborn things. Nobody disagrees that
we have changed lives in America, this
Congress did, for 3 million Americans.
Nobody disagrees that there are 2 mil-
lion more Americans out there who we
can help. Nobody disagrees with that.
Some may disagree with the degree of
help, but no one disagrees that what
many feared would put people on the
streets has changed their lives. It
would be sad and tragic for those
among us that need the most help from
this Congress to suffer because this
Congress got in so many differences
during meaningful debates where there
were issues of differences that it forgot
those who have been forgotten the
most. We have a bill that improves
child care, we have a bill that improves
the flexibility on TANF. We have a bill
that takes the stated goal of putting
those 2 million Americans still on wel-
fare and giving them meaningful train-
ing, meaningful child care, transpor-
tation and work and independence, and
yet the clock is running.

So I concur with the chairman and
many Members on both sides that we
urge those in this Congress to move
forward and send welfare-to-work reau-
thorization to the President’s desk for
his signature to benefit those 2 million
Americans.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this is a big day for me. It
was just 9 months ago today that I had
the privilege of being sworn in as one
of the newest Members of Congress. It
was right about this time of the day,
and I am cherishing that memory at
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this time. I particularly appreciate
that I had people who were helping me
from the beginning, like the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). And one of
the very first things that I found out
upon being elected was the extraor-
dinary leadership in the House of Rep-
resentatives. Also I want to thank the
gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY).

As I was attending conference meet-
ings, I found out that we would be hav-
ing the ability to work on welfare re-
form reauthorization, and I was just so
excited because I had the privilege and
opportunity in the South Carolina
State Senate to be the chairman of the
conference committee for the Family
Independence Act which was the State
equivalent of welfare reform. It was
just an exciting time. It was the first
time, one of the first times that a Re-
publican had the opportunity to serve
as chairman of a conference com-
mittee.

As we were working on welfare re-
form in South Carolina, we were told
we were wasting time. We were told
that it would not work. I was told that
we need to have more hearings, and I
offered. I said, well, fine, let us have a
hearing every day. Let us meet every
day until it passes.

So it did pass in South Carolina, and
it did pass here in Washington. It has
been a phenomenal success, as my col-
leagues can see from this chart.

0 1315

There has been since 1994 a reduction
in the number of people on welfare by
caseload from 14 million to 5 million. It
has been one of the most extraordinary
successes of social policy in the history
of the United States.

So I think it is very important. The
House has passed this, and the Senate
needs to bring it up. This is so impor-
tant for the people to have the oppor-
tunity of independence.

I have had the opportunity to visit
the department of social services of-
fices all over the district I represent,
from Beaufort to Richmond and Lex-
ington, from Hampton and Allendale. I
have met the social workers who have
made the program work, who have
helped people get jobs. It has been ex-
citing to see the number of people who
now have opportunities that they did
not have before.

I am just really appalled that the
Senate has not acted. I hope they will.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Members are reminded to
avoid improper references to the Sen-
ate.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, my friend, the gen-
tleman from Georgia, was talking
about facts being stubborn. I think he
is right, but the one stubborn fact that
we cannot avoid here this afternoon is
that this bill does nothing. It is a very
stubborn fact that this is a resolution
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of the House attempting somehow to
tell the other body when and how they
should act. I think it is probably inap-
propriate to do that, but it is also a
waste of our time and effort, because it
is, obviously, going to go on its own
schedule.

Another fact that is very stubborn
that will not go away is the fact that
this is filler. We are standing here
doing this on this resolution because
the majority in this House will not go
forward with the rest of the business
that needs to get done before the end of
this fiscal year: eight spending bills
that they are failing to move forward.

I know my colleague, the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), has done the
work in his committee. The bill which
is the subject matter of this particular
resolution before us now was passed
through his committee and passed
through the House and is gone. But the
stubborn fact of the matter is there are
eight spending bills that have not gone
through the appropriations process and
gone through the House and been
passed along. We could be dealing with
that instead of talking about this reso-
lution that is essentially meaningless.

Another stubborn fact is we could be
dealing in particular with the edu-
cation spending bill, because American
families want to know how we are
going to improve their school and edu-
cation system for their children.

We could be talking about smaller
classroom sizes.

We could be talking about well-pre-
pared teachers with good, professional
development.

We could be talking about after-
school programs to help families deal
with the situation that they are work-
ing and their children have a need for
a place to go, and further structures to
help them pass the rigid exams that
are now given as part of the account-
ability aspect.

All of these the President’s budget
underfunds, despite his high rhetoric
on the Leave No Child Behind Act. In
fact, it is all part of the $7 billion they
are coming up short on their budget for
their promises during that authoriza-
tion bill.

We could be talking about prescrip-
tion drugs for our seniors and doing
something about the price for all
Americans; but apparently the major-
ity does not have a way to get that
matter before us, or chooses not to, be-
cause they will not be telling the story
that the American people want to hear.

We could be talking about small busi-
nesses, which their budget proposes to
cut by billions of dollars, in fact taking
away the very popular 7(a) loan pro-
gram, which helps many businesses
start up and expand and stay in busi-
ness. There is a lot of rhetoric about
how we all ought to support small busi-
ness, but nothing coming forward in
this House where we have the oppor-
tunity to do it.

We could be talking about health for
the unemployed, because the economy
has turned around since this adminis-
tration has taken over. It is going
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straight downhill. We have gone from a
surplus situation to a deficit matter.

We have families in my district and
other districts who are out of work oc-
casioned by September 11 cir-
cumstances. The economy turned down
before and after that. They have ex-
hausted their unemployment benefits.

We have had to have a discharge peti-
tion, signed by virtually everyone on
this side of the aisle, trying to get that
matter before the House’s attention so
we can do something about extending
people’s unemployment benefits, so we
can do something about helping them
maintain health care for their family
at this trying time. We have seen noth-
ing coming forward at this opportune
time.

We could be doing something about
job training, to get people back to
work. We need that, but this adminis-
tration and the majority only wants to
talk about taking away resources.

Mr. Speaker, there is business to be
done in this House. That business is
not telling the other body what to do
with their time; the business of this
House is to take up an agenda of items
that by law we should be dealing with
before the end of this fiscal year.

We should be dealing with America’s
issues, with the people’s problems, the
ones they want to deal with and that
they want to hear us talk about: how
we are going to educate their children
and give them assistance to do that;
how we are going to make sure we are
not taking money out of the Pell grant
program, or increasing the cost of
loans for college students at a time
when they are really pressed; how we
are going to give those displaced people
the tools to get back to work; how we
are going to make sure that people
have health care; what are we going to
do about prescription drug benefits,
and the high cost in an industry that
makes outrageous profits, but fails to
acknowledge the fact that the tax-
payers’ money assists them with re-
search and development, so the prices
should be fairer.

Those are the issues that we should
be dealing with in these ending days of
this session. This should be a shameful
matter, for our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle to bring forward this
resolution that does absolutely noth-
ing; that may express good intentions
that we all want a welfare bill to pass
through; but the fact of the matter is,
this body has finished its work.

We have much more work to do in
other areas, and it is a disgrace that
that is not what is before this House at
this particular time. I would hope and
think that the leadership on the other
side of the aisle might understand that
that is what America wants, and get
down to that business, and get down to
it soon.

We do not mind working; they may.
We can be in on Mondays and Fridays.
We can be in all day Tuesdays and
Thursdays. We do not need to be ending
at 3 o’clock on Wednesday and Thurs-
day.
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Let us get to the business of this
House, Mr. Speaker. Let us do that so
we can let America know that we want
to deal with the issues that they are
confronted with every day. They take
the responsibility to get up. People go
to work. People do all they can do to
support their families, all they can do
to give them an opportunity. We have
the obligation to make sure that the
government does its part.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, my colleague, the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
TIERNEY), rattled off a number of bills
that he thought should become law.
The fact is, many of these bills have
been passed by this House. As a matter
of fact, there are some 50 bills that
have been passed by the House, but yet
the Senate has not acted.

One of those bills would be the pre-
scription drug bill, passed by the
House, but yet the Senate has not
acted. Another one of those bills is the
welfare reform bill that we are dealing
with here today.

In 1996, when we passed welfare re-
form, all the naysayers said that it will
push people into poverty, it will push
them onto the streets; we should not do
this. I recall the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts making remarks to that ef-
fect.

The fact is, since 1996, we have re-
duced welfare caseloads in America by
some 60 percent. Three million children
in America today are no longer in pov-
erty because we helped move people
from welfare to work. We can make an
awful lot of additional changes and
help more people in welfare if we are
willing to move the reauthorization of
that bill.

Now, it just so happens that the wel-
fare bill that we passed in 1996 expires
next week. The gentleman wants to get
our work done? So do we. That is why
we have this resolution on the floor
today, to urge us to complete action on
this bill so that we can in fact get it to
the President’s desk.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a clarification?

The gentleman has a great memory,
but I do not think he can remember
that I was here in 1996 when I was not.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, welfare reform is
working. The 1996 welfare reform law has
been a huge success in promoting work and
giving thousands of needy families a chance
to share in the American dream.

Just take a look at some of the yardsticks
which measure the success of the welfare re-
form law:

Child poverty has fallen sharply. Since
1996, nearly 3 million children have been lifted
from poverty; the African-American child pov-
erty rate is now at a record low.

More parents are working. Employment by
mothers most likely to go on welfare rose by
40 percent between 1995 and 2000.

Dependence fell by unprecedented levels.
Welfare caseloads fell by 9 million—from 14
million recipients in 1994 to just 5 million
today.

As positive as that good news is, we also
recognize that there is still more work left to

September 19, 2002

do. We need to help the 58 percent of recipi-
ents who are not working or training for a job.
We need to end the cycle of family break-up
and encourage families to form. We need to
continue to assist the 2 million families who
remain dependent on welfare.

| was pleased to vote with large bipartisan
majorities of the House and the Senate to
pass the 1996 law. | again voted just this past
May with a majority in the House for H.R.
4737, the Personal Responsibility, Work and
Family Promotion Act of 2002, to strengthen
and extend the 1996 reforms for 5 years.

H.R. 4737 is on the Senate calendar. The
President is waiting to sign this legislation to
continue the progress we have made to sup-
port low-income families’ efforts to go to work
and give children a chance to succeed in life.
Before the 107th Congress adjourns, we can
and should have a final vote on this measure.
It's the right thing to do for the 2 million fami-
lies who remain dependent on welfare.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
speak on H. Res. 525, expressing the sense
of the House of Representatives that Con-
gress should pass a welfare bill before Sep-
tember 30th.

The Welfare Reform bill is among the most
significant and important pieces of legislation
that this Congress will consider. While there is
a sense of urgency to adopt legislation on
Welfare Reform this year, September 30th is
less than 2 weeks away and Congress should
not rush to pass such an important bill. We
should take as much time as is necessary to
work on the bill.

The Republican base bill which did not allow
for amendments, would increase poverty in-
stead of reducing it, as it purports to do. The
bill, in its present form, imposes massive new
mandates and additional costs on States at a
time when States are struggling financially and
cannot absorb not one penny more of new
costs. In my district, the U.S. Virgin Islands,
our Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices is under threat of strict penalties for lack
of job placements. Jobs are simply not as
available as they were when the original Wel-
fare Reform bill was passed. And let's not for-
get that our economy is still recovering from
the aftermath of September 11th and that
Congress has not passed any economic stim-
ulus legislation, except for the Airline bailout
bill. This country’s offshore areas, would be
particularly negatively impacted, because of
even less resources, and poor economic con-
ditions with fewer jobs within geographical lim-
itations.

Mr. Speaker, the Welfare Reform bill passed
by the House is a set back for this country. If
the reactionary political climate of an election
year is pressuring us to pass a bill, lets simply
extend the current authorization into the begin-
ning of 2003 so that we can do this right. Let's
think of the people who are most affected by
our actions. Let's give our states and terri-
tories flexibility and let's give our people hope.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in op-
position of H. Res. 525, urging House and
Senate conferees to approve a final welfare
bill.

It is vital that Congress reach agreement on
welfare so that vulnerable families have the
help and assistance they need to become self-
sufficient. But, House Republicans are putting
politics ahead of people. They are offering this
resolution to taunt Senate Democrats for not
rolling over and rubberstamping their draco-
nian welfare bill.
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| applaud Senate Democrats for taking a
careful look at the challenges facing Ameri-
cans struggling in poverty. We need to pass
legislation that fixes many of the flaws in wel-
fare reform. | am glad Senate Democrats are
there to protect these families against Repub-
licans that are little more than foxes guarding
the hen house.

House Republicans are declaring that the
1996 welfare reform bill is already a success.
They tout the welfare bill they passed this year
as an even better improvement. Yet, there are
still too many families struggling to get out of
poverty. There are too many families without
safe and adequate child care. And Repub-
licans have largely ignored the vast number of
people who face insurmountable barriers in
moving from welfare to work.

The bill passed by House Republicans ig-
nores the last six years of careful study in ap-
plying the same old ideological prescriptions to
very real flaws in welfare reform. They are fo-
cused on kicking people off welfare without
any concern for whether or not these Ameri-
cans have jobs that pay a living wage. Their
bill fails to expand access to job training, edu-
cation or rehabilitative services needed for
them to maintain stable employment.

The American people want results, not polit-
ical gamesmanship. Vulnerable families strug-
gling on welfare deserve meaningful help and
a fighting chance to succeed. Let's not give
Republicans an opportunity to score political
points at their expense. | urge my colleagues
to join me in voting against this resolution.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would remind all persons in the
gallery that they are here as guests of
the House and that any manifestation
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings or other audible conversation
is in violation of the House rules.

All time for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 527,
the resolution is considered as read for
amendment, and the previous question
is ordered.

The question is on the resolution.

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

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

SENSE OF HOUSE THAT CONGRESS
SHOULD COMPLETE ACTION ON
PERMANENT DEATH TAX RE-
PEAL ACT OF 2002

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 527, I call up the
resolution (H. Res. 524) expressing the
sense of the House that Congress
should complete action on the Perma-
nent Death Tax Repeal Act of 2002.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 524

Whereas the death tax has been a leading

cause of the dissolution of family-run busi-
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nesses and a burden on families which save
and invest;

Whereas a bipartisan majority of the
House of Representatives passed the Perma-
nent Death Tax Repeal Act of 2002 on June 6,
2002, by a vote of 2566 to 171;

Whereas failure to enact that Act will re-
impose the death tax after 2010 on families,
farms and small businesses throughout the
Nation;

Whereas the death tax will continue to pre-
vent families from creating, expanding, and
retaining farms and businesses if the death
tax is resurrected;

Whereas the threat of a resurrected death
tax will cause American families, including
farmers and small business owners, to waste
vast amounts of their time and other re-
sources on efforts to plan to comply with the
tax;—

Whereas permanent repeal of the death tax
will promote job creation and economic
growth by allowing farm and small business
families to invest in productive, job-creating
assets those resources they will otherwise
spend on planning for and paying death
taxes; and

Whereas the Senate has not passed that
Act or equivalent legislation: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that the Congress should
complete action on the Permanent Death
Tax Repeal Act of 2002, and the Congress
should present to the President prior to ad-
journment the Permanent Death Tax Repeal
Act of 2002.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 527, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) and the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KLECZ-
KA) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE).

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the House has done its
work on so many issues this session,
including passing a budget. In fact, we
have passed our budget twice in the
House of Representatives, standing
shoulder to shoulder with the Presi-
dent at this very important time in
America’s history.

We have done our work. Among our
accomplishments, the House has passed
the Permanent Death Tax Repeal Act
of 2002, H.R. 2143, by a very healthy, bi-
partisan margin back in June. The
Senate has not yet taken action on
this legislation.

A temporary repeal of the death tax
makes absolutely no sense. It does not
make any sense, and it is not fair. Un-
less this very subtle quirk in the law is
not repealed, thousands of Americans
will lose tax relief that they deserve
and that they expect.

Let us call this what it really is. If
we do not permanently bury the death
tax, small business owners and family
farmers will face a massive tax in-
crease in 2011. The 2001 tax relief law
phases out the death tax entirely by
2010; but without action to ensure per-
manency, it reappears in its full fury
on January 1, 2011. This creates a ridic-
ulous situation where one minute, one
moment, one tick of the clock means
the difference between no death tax
and a full hit, depending on when some-
one passes away.
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Mr. Speaker, the death tax is fun-
damentally unjust because it results in
double taxation. Our Nation’s laws pre-
vent double jeopardy in court; we
should also wipe out double taxation in
the law.

Iowa’s family farmers and small busi-
ness owners pay taxes throughout their
lifetimes. After they pass away, the
Federal Government taxes the value of
their property yet again. More than
1,600 families in Iowa and thousands
across this Nation filed death tax re-
turns last year alone. The IRS imposes
rates of up to 60 percent on the value of
a family farm or business when the
owner passes away.

To pay these very enormous tax bills,
many people, many kids, are asked to
visit the IRS and the undertaker on
the very same day, forced to sell their
farms or businesses in order to pay for
those taxes. These are family busi-
nesses and family farms that in some
instances have been in their family for
generations.

Mr. Speaker, sound planning cannot
be made without stability in our Tax
Code. The President recently spoke
about this need for permanent tax re-
lief in Iowa this week. He is ready to
sign a bill.

The current uncertainty surrounding
the death tax makes it extremely dif-
ficult for owners of Iowa’s family farms
and businesses and America’s family
farms and businesses to make wise de-
cisions. The legal and administrative
costs of compliance inhibits the eco-
nomic growth and expansion that our
economy so sorely needs at this time.

The House has done its work. It has
passed permanent death tax repeal.
The Senate has failed to act. We need
action, and America needs action.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this resolution before us today. This
resolution is nothing more than a press
release; and I believe that the appro-
priate arena for press releases is in the
press gallery, not here on the floor of
the House of Representatives. I always
thought that the floor was where we
debated legislation, not press releases.

The amount of unfinished business
currently pending is extremely large.
Not one of the 13 mandatory appropria-
tion bills has become law, even though
the next fiscal year is only about a
week away. In fact, this House has only
passed five of those 13 appropriation
bills.

The Republican leadership has re-
fused to schedule desperately needed
bipartisan school construction legisla-
tion. The Republican leadership has
also failed to schedule legislation to
help all Americans with escalating pre-
scription drug costs. Now the Repub-
lican leadership has a new strategy:
pass resolutions praising old, irrespon-
sible tax bills and then blame the Sen-
ate.

The resolution before us today is not
only a press release, but it is a very
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