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Lost in the argument was the fact 

that nearly everyone in this body is for 
tax cuts in some form. Our differences 
are about who these tax cuts go to. 
Who needs them and why. Tax cuts and 
our spending priorities need not be mu-
tually exclusive. 

But who do the tax cuts in the Presi-
dent’s dividend tax plan go to? By and 
large, no matter how we look at it, 
they go to Americans who do not need 
them. Specifically, two-thirds of the 
benefits of the tax cut would flow to 
the top 5 percent of the population. 
That is individuals with an average in-
come of about $350,000 per year. The 
top 1 percent of people who, on aver-
age, have an average income of $1 mil-
lion, this is 1 percent of tax filers, they 
would receive 42 percent of the bene-
fits; and people with incomes that ex-
ceed $3 million would receive nearly a 
quarter of the tax cut benefits. The top 
2 percent of tax filers would receive 
nearly as much from this tax cut as the 
bottom 90 percent of all tax filers com-
bined. 

How much is that exactly? Well, mil-
lionaires could receive up to $90,000 in 
a tax cut. But if one’s income is be-
tween $40,000 and $50,000, people who 
could really use a tax cut, they would 
receive an annual average benefit of 
$84; and people with incomes between 
$30,000 and $40,000 would receive only 
$42. 

Mr. Speaker, I think most of us rec-
ognize those who pay more into the 
system will get more out of the sys-
tem, but a $42 tax cut for some and a 
$90,000 tax cut for others is simply be-
yond all reasonable bounds of propor-
tion and fairness, particularly in this 
economy when these tax cuts mean 
that vital services are being reduced at 
a time when so many families are 
struggling to make ends meet. $42 will 
not go far for a family worrying about 
paying the rent or putting food on 
their table. At the very least, we have 
an obligation to do something for these 
families. 

Mr. Speaker, that is why I offered an 
amendment during the Committee on 
the Budget markup to expand the child 
tax credit from $600 to $1,000 per child, 
to make it available to low-income 
families with children who are cur-
rently not eligible because they do not 
pay enough in Federal income tax to 
qualify for the full credit. They pay 
taxes, they pay payroll taxes, State 
taxes, local taxes, and excise taxes, but 
they do not pay enough in Federal in-
come tax. My amendment would have 
built on the President’s tax plan to 
help working families, while at the 
same time stimulating the economy. 

As a matter of fact, the President’s 
tax plan includes a proposal to increase 
the child tax credit to $1,000 per child 
for some families. In fact, he allocated 
$7.4 billion for this purpose in fiscal 
year 2003. But, today, 20 million chil-
dren will not receive the full increase, 
including 10 million who will not re-
ceive any increase at all, because, as I 
have said, these families do not pay 

enough in income taxes to have the 
credit count. 

I want to be clear, these working 
families do pay taxes. They pay FICA, 
payroll taxes, State and local taxes, ex-
cise taxes, all of which place a far 
heavier burden on those with the low-
est incomes. This is not an issue of in-
come redistribution. Even taking into 
account the Earned Income Tax Credit, 
about two-thirds of low- and moderate-
income families with children still face 
a net tax burden. They deserve to re-
ceive the full amount of this tax credit. 

Over three-quarters of these children 
are in working families who are strug-
gling to make ends meets. The Presi-
dent’s proposal will also leave out 
about one-half of African American 
children and over 40 percent of His-
panic children. 

My amendment would have re-
affirmed President Bush’s proposal to 
increase the child tax credit to $1,000, 
but it would make the credit fully re-
fundable so every single eligible family 
could benefit from it. 

In addition to being the right thing 
to do for working families, this tax cut 
would stimulate our economy, which 
continues to flounder. Only about one-
fourth of the $300 rebate in the last tax 
cut were put back into the economy. 
The rest was saved. Giving tax cuts to 
families who would spend the money 
immediately, typically low- and mid-
dle-income families, would be the best 
stimulus we could give to our economy 
right now. 

This proposal would have been offset 
by reducing other aspects of the Presi-
dent’s tax plan, such as the dividends 
tax cut which, as I have said, would 
give nearly two-thirds of its benefits to 
the top 5 percent of the population. 
The top 5 percent with average incomes 
of $350,000 do not need another tax cut. 

Mr. Speaker, this week is being tout-
ed as a week to focus on our children. 
We should take this opportunity to 
provide relief to families who need it 
the most. When this body takes up the 
tax cut legislation next week, the least 
we can do is consider the working fami-
lies who are the backbone of our econ-
omy.

f 

H.R. 1413, SMALLPOX EMERGENCY 
PERSONNEL PROTECTION ACT 

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet tomorrow, 
March 26, 2003, to grant a rule which 
could limit the amendment process for 
floor consideration of H.R. 1413, the 
Smallpox Emergency Personnel Pro-
tection Act of 2003. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment should submit 55 copies of 
the amendment and one copy of a brief 
explanation of the amendment to the 
Committee on Rules up in room H–312 
of the Capitol by 2 p.m. on Wednesday, 
March 26. Members should draft their 

amendments to the bill introduced 
March 25 by the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. BURR). 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to ensure that 
their amendments are properly drafted 
and should check with the Office of the 
Parliamentarian to be certain that 
their amendments comply with the 
rules of the House. 

f 

THE WAR IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, to-
night I rise because something has 
been weighing on my mind since last 
week, and as I have watched the pres-
sure in the streets of America and 
around the world, I thought I would ob-
serve the protests that were taking 
place a week ago last Saturday that 
gathered around the Washington Monu-
ment. 

I walked around for an hour and a 
half amongst the people, and the mood 
was something like I imagine Wood-
stock was. But as I looked at the signs 
and I read the profanity, I began to try 
to sort the people out and what they 
believed in, and I saw the desecrated 
American flags in their ranks. There 
were quite a number of people there.

b 1930 

Then I went up to the White House 
for a little while and ended up down by 
Pershing Park on what I call the 
grassy knoll. I watched probably 50,000 
people come streaming by that corner 
in what I would call a river of dis-
content. As I looked at the flags and 
the signs and I watched the people, I 
saw some things that, of course, I hope 
was not on television, if your children 
are watching, but I also saw Com-
munist flags, socialist flags. 

I had made the statement a couple of 
weeks ago that these people were anti-
American and that you would not find 
a single undesecrated American flag in 
the bunch, but I looked closely through 
and found about a dozen. For every 
undesecrated American flag, and some 
of them were on their way to desecra-
tion, there were at least 10 others that 
were already desecrated marched 
through. There were probably 10 Pales-
tinian flags for each American flag 
undesecrated. 

The people sorted out into some cat-
egories as you watched them go by. 
Out-and-out Communists, proud and 
avowed socialists, radical fundamental 
Islamists, the angriest of the group by 
my opinion, and regular liberals and 
pacifists. I deal pretty well with the 
pacifists. They have a political opinion 
and a right to speak, as does anyone in 
this country constitutionally; but 
when it undermines our war effort, it 
concerns me greatly. 

And so I left that sea of discontent 
thinking, well, I’ll come back to Con-
gress where it will be logical and it will 
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be reasonable and I can deal with peo-
ple who have the best interests of 
America in mind. We entered into a de-
bate last Thursday night, a simple res-
olution to support our troops. This is 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that de-
bate that ran on until about 3 o’clock 
on last Friday morning and some of the 
things that I heard here are the kind of 
things that I would have expected to 
hear from the people that were in the 
middle of the street. 

For example, the gentlewoman from 
California: ‘‘I believed and still believe 
that diplomatic alternatives existed. 
The inspection process was working.’’

That debate was over. 
The gentleman from Washington 

said:
The leadership should be ashamed of bring-

ing this resolution to the floor. I for one will 
not be forced to praise the President’s reck-
less decisions. I cannot endorse the adminis-
tration’s policy of unilateral military action 
without international sanctions. This is a 
war of choice.

Unilateral military action with 47 
nations signed on. I could go on and on. 
I have marked these in the book over 
and over again. 

If you are on the front lines in Iraq, 
if you have volunteered to risk your 
life to protect the liberties of this 
great Nation and you see the dis-
content in the streets of America and 
around the world of people that cannot 
answer the simple question, has there 
ever been a just war, and they will not 
answer that question because they 
know that if they do, they will have to 
say the Revolutionary War was not a 
just one by their logic and they would 
be kneeling to a King George. 

So we have George W. Bush President 
and a great one, one who has laid out a 
vision for this country. It is a vision 
that is in this document, this docu-
ment that hardly anyone reads, the Na-
tional Security Strategy of the United 
States of America. I have gone through 
that and taken out some excerpts that 
I think are important that the public 
understand and know. This is policy 
that is being applied I believe today in 
Iraq:

We do not use our strength to press for uni-
lateral advantage. We seek instead to create 
a balance of power that favors human free-
dom. The United States must defend liberty 
and justice because these principles are right 
and true for all people everywhere. No nation 
owns these aspirations and no nation is ex-
empt from them. 

People everywhere want to be able to 
speak freely, choose who will govern them, 
worship as they please, educate their chil-
dren, male and female, own property and 
enjoy the benefits of their labor. These val-
ues of freedom are right and true for every 
person in every society, and the duty of pro-
tecting these values against their enemies is 
the common calling of freedom-loving people 
across the globe and across the ages.

That is our calling. It is a calling to 
end this war on tyranny at some point. 
It is a call to provide for the safety of 
the American people. 

In conclusion, I would use these 
words from the President’s State of the 
Union address January 28:

Americans are a free people who know that 
freedom is the right of every person and the 
future of every nation. The liberty we prize 
is not America’s gift to the world; it is God’s 
gift to humanity.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BRADLEY of New Hampshire). Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

ATTACK IN KASHMIR 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise on 
the House floor this evening to express 
my deep sorrow for the victims of a 
brutal attack in Kashmir that began 
on late Sunday night in Nandimarg vil-
lage, which was inhabited by 11 re-
maining Kashmiri Pandit families. 
After the massacre by gunmen dressed 
in Indian Army uniforms, 24 Kashmiri 
Pandits, including 11 women and two 
children, were left dead. 

Mr. Speaker, the conflict in Kashmir 
has plagued this region for over 3 dec-
ades and has created an extremely dan-
gerous and unstable situation for the 
Pandit community. There was a long 
history of attacks against Pandits in 
the 1990s, which started the mass mi-
gration of this indigenous people from 
the valley. As the severity of violence 
has increased and as the frequency of 
attacks has risen to a near daily basis, 
the mass exodus of the Pandits has per-
petuated and, over time, well over 
60,000 Pandits have been murdered. The 
Pandits as a people have faced tremen-
dous hardship. They have been forced 
to leave their homes, jobs and temples 
in order to stay alive. They have been 
forced to abandon cultural practices in 
order to live in refugee camps. The exo-
dus from the valley has left the 
Pandits as refugees in their own coun-
try, running away from persecution 
and extinction. 

Mr. Speaker, for the Pandits who 
have remained in the Kashmir Valley 
or who planned to return, assurances 
were made in November by the new 
Kashmiri state coalition government 
to protect Pandits from violence. In 
fact, when the new government took 
power in Kashmir, its leaders pledged 
to provide welcoming conditions and 
the resources necessary for Pandits to 
safely return. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, this has 
not been the case and both the state 
and federal authorities have failed to 
protect the Pandits. It has become 
clear that security lapses contributed 
to yesterday’s Nandimarg massacre 
and both the state government in 
Jammu and Kashmir as well as the In-
dian Government in New Delhi must 
step up and meet the needs of both the 
nearly 8,000 Pandits living in the Kash-

mir Valley and the 200,000 that live 
outside of Kashmir. The Pandits in the 
valley cannot continue to endure the 
unceasing threat of violence, and the 
Pandits elsewhere in India must be 
convinced that their return to the val-
ley will be safe. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that a combina-
tion of events will take place that will 
effectuate necessary protections for 
these people. I encourage the coalition 
government in Kashmir to do justice to 
the Pandits. Additionally, I urge Presi-
dent Bush to put more pressure on 
President Musharraf of Pakistan to 
stop Islamic militant infiltration into 
Kashmir and to end Pakistan’s moral 
and military support to these fun-
damentalists responsible for the mass 
murder of the Pandits. Pakistan re-
ceived $50 million in military assist-
ance from the U.S. earlier this month, 
is slated to receive $25 million in the 
supplemental appropriations bill sched-
uled to come to the House floor, and in 
the President’s fiscal year 2004 budget 
there is a provision that requests $75 
million to Pakistan in foreign military 
financing. My fear is that U.S. military 
assistance to Pakistan will then be 
turned around and used against India, 
particularly in Kashmir. 

Mr. Speaker, the President must con-
tinue to persuade Pakistan to end ter-
rorism in Kashmir and the U.S. should 
not be providing military assistance to 
the Musharraf regime. Mr. Speaker, 
there are no words to express the dev-
astation of the Nandimarg massacre 
and the sad history of the Kashmiri 
Pandits. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
Pandits, I call upon the coalition gov-
ernment in the state of Jammu and 
Kashmir to actively engage in steps to 
protect Pandits that are still in the 
valley and to ensure the safe return of 
all Pandits that have been forced to 
leave for over a decade.

f 

DENOUNCING INHUMANE TREAT-
MENT OF UNITED STATES PRIS-
ONERS OF WAR 

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

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise this 
evening to denounce the creation and 
the broadcast of the inhumane treat-
ment of United States prisoners of war 
held by the Iraqi military, photo-
graphed by the Iraqi military in viola-
tion of the Geneva Convention and 
broadcast worldwide by the Qatar gov-
ernment-owned Al Jazeera network. 

For those who have been living some-
where other than in front of television 
the last 48 hours, Mr. Speaker, we all 
were witness of Iraqi forces parading 
five captured American soldiers, in-
cluding a woman, before television 
cameras this past weekend. The Iraqi 
television footage, which was replayed 
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