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us were a bit shocked at the frantic at-
tempts to spin these tax cuts as harm-
ful to low-income families. 

Those across the aisle who oppose 
this tax relief should be nervous. They 
voted against the plan that exempts 
another 3 million-plus low-income 
workers from any Federal tax liability. 
They voted against a plan that expands 
the 10 percent income bracket so that 
more low-income working Americans 
get to keep a greater portion of their 
paychecks. And they voted ‘‘no’’ to giv-
ing small businesses the ability to ex-
pense investments, a provision that is 
a boon to mom-and-pop operations in 
virtually every single corner of this 
country. 

In an article printed in the Wall 
Street Journal yesterday, it was point-
ed out that the Nation’s bottom 50 per-
cent of filers had very little income tax 
liability. And you know what? Repub-
licans reduced the burden on these 
working families even further when we 
passed the jobs and growth act. So do 
not be fooled by the screeching coming 
from across the aisle. Democrats know 
that people are going to love this bill 
when they start reaping the benefits of 
lower taxes; when they take a long 
overdue vacation, buy a new car, and 
put a little bit more in retirement or 
college funds. 

We were right to pass the tax relief 
bill. Today, the economy looks to be on 
the verge of a turnaround, and Chair-
man Greenspan has said that the jobs 
and growth plan will likely boost con-
sumer spending and feed into the job 
market. This is great news for Ameri-
cans and should be cause for reflection 
for those who voted against the tax and 
relief bill. 

f 

TAX RELIEF BILL 

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

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I just want to say a word about 
what happened before we went into re-
cess, the fact that we voted on a bill 
that provided hundreds of billions of 
dollars of tax relief, but not to the peo-
ple who needed it the most. 

In fact, we now see that about one-
tenth of 1 percent of the very wealthi-
est Americans receive approximately 
as much tax benefit as the 90 percent of 
Americans with incomes of $95,000 or 
less. But the most outrageous thing 
about this tax cut was something we 
did not know. It took the newspapers, 
and I saw it in The New York Times a 
week later, that revealed that we actu-
ally eliminated the child tax credit for 
families with incomes below $26,000, 
the working poor, the families who 
needed tax cuts the most. 

I mean, I cannot believe that this 
Congress did that to working-class 
families and did not even give us the 
opportunity to debate it. I hope that 
there is a groundswell of public opposi-
tion to what we do and we can reverse 

this. The Democratic Party is deter-
mined to do so. 
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IN HONOR OF OUTGOING AMER-
ICAN DIABETES ASSOCIATION 
CHAIRMAN MICHAEL WEISS 

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

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate one of my con-
stituents, Michael Weiss, for his work 
as national chairman of the Board of 
the American Diabetes Association. I 
am proud of his commitment to the 
local Pittsburgh community and his 
leadership at the national level. His ef-
forts are helping to improve the lives 
of millions of Americans who are im-
pacted by diabetes. 

Michael Weiss is an attorney in 
Pittsburgh and has been an active vol-
unteer for the American Diabetes Asso-
ciation at the local, State, and na-
tional level. He will be completing his 
term as the ADA’s national Chair of 
the Board next week at the ADA’s An-
nual Meeting and Scientific Sessions in 
New Orleans. 

Michael’s tireless efforts have earned 
him the distinguished Charles H. Best 
Medal of Service. Named for Dr. Best, 
the cofounder of insulin, this award 
recognizes meritorious service on be-
half of the Association of Americans 
with Diabetes. 

An active participant in many civic 
and community organizations, Michael 
Weiss lives in Mt. Lebanon, Pennsyl-
vania, with his wife, Gerri. I am sure 
that Gerri and their two children, Me-
lissa and Douglas, will join me in offer-
ing sincere congratulations to Michael 
for his great work as the national 
chairman of the ADA. He is a credit to 
our community, and we are proud of 
and thankful for all that he has done to 
improve the lives of those with diabe-
tes.
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CONCERNING THE STAGED RESCUE 
OF PRIVATE JESSICA LYNCH 

(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, was the 
dramatic rescue operation of Private 
Jessica Lynch staged for domestic 
propaganda purposes? The administra-
tion portrayed Private Lynch as re-
ceiving bullet and knife wounds, expe-
riencing mistreatment by Iraqi offi-
cials, and being spirited away amid 
harsh enemy fire. But nothing the ad-
ministration has said about Private 
Lynch and the circumstances of her 
rescue have been verified by inde-
pendent news reports. 

Specifically, Private Lynch sustained 
no bullet or knife injuries. U.S. forces 
knew in advance of the operation, that 
no Iraqi forces were guarding the hos-
pital. Iraqi medical staff treated Pri-
vate Lynch humanely, even donating 

their own blood. Iraqi medical staff ac-
tually tried to deliver Private Lynch in 
an ambulance 2 days earlier, but they 
were fired upon by U.S. forces. U.S. 
forces participating in the rescue of 
Private Lynch were not fired upon by 
Iraqi forces. 

Last week I sent a letter which re-
quested that the administration order 
the public release of the unedited foot-
age taken by the military cameramen, 
and a letter follows. It is time to find 
out the truth. Mr. Speaker, I include 
for the RECORD the letter I referred to. 

The letter referred to is as follows:
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM, 

Washington, DC, May 30, 2003. 
Hon. DONALD H. RUMSFELD, 
Secretary, Department of Defense, 
The Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY RUMSFELD: I am writing 
to request your assistance in resolving the 
controversy surrounding the rescue of Pri-
vate Jessica Lynch. 

In the days following Private Lynch’s res-
cue from an Iraqi hospital by U.S. Special 
Forces, numerous U.S. officials described to 
national media outlets the circumstances 
surrounding this event. They portrayed Pri-
vate Lynch as receiving bullet and knife 
wounds, experiencing mistreatment by Iraqi 
officials, and being spirited away amid harsh 
enemy fire. Although U.S. officials requested 
anonymity, their stories were widely re-
ported without correction or qualification by 
the Defense Department. Indeed, the Depart-
ment appeared to confirm the veracity of 
these reports, releasing for reporters an edit-
ed section of videotape taken by a military 
cameraman using night vision equipment. 
Indeed, in introducing this clip, General Vin-
cent Brooks, the U.S. spokesman in Doha, 
reportedly said: ‘‘Some brave souls put their 
lives on the line to make this happen.’’

More recently, however, contrary media 
accounts have emerged. At their core, these 
accounts argue that the rescue was essen-
tially staged. Specifically, these accounts 
have reported that, in fact, Private Lynch 
sustained no bullet or knife injuries. They 
have also reported that U.S. forces knew in 
advance of the operation that no Iraqi forces 
were guarding the hospital. They have re-
ported that Iraqi medical staff treated Pri-
vate Lynch humanely, even donating their 
own blood. They have reported that Iraqi 
medical staff actually tried to deliver Pri-
vate Lynch in an ambulance two days ear-
lier, but they were fired upon by U.S. forces. 
And they have reported that U.S. forces par-
ticipating in the rescue of Private Lynch 
were not fired upon by Iraqi forces. Perhaps 
the harshest account claimed that the Pen-
tagon’s staging of this event was ‘‘one of the 
most stunning pieces of news management 
yet conceived.’’

As you can see, there is a wide gap between 
the facts as reported initially and the man-
ner in which they are being reported now. As 
I understand the Defense Department’s posi-
tion, these recent accounts are ‘‘outrageous, 
patently false and unsupported by the facts.’’ 
At the same time, Defense Department offi-
cials now seem to be qualifying their earlier 
statements. For example, Bryan Whitman, a 
Department of Defense spokesman, report-
edly said ‘‘the U.S. military never claimed 
that the troops came under fire when they 
burst into the hospital.’’

In this case, I believe the best course of ac-
tion is not to rely solely on omissions and 
gaps in past statements by Department offi-
cials. Instead, I believe the better course is 
to provide as much information as possible. 
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Only by disclosing all the facts will the 
credibility of the Defense Department be 
maintained. For this reason, I have several 
questions I would like you to answer for-
mally; 

Did U.S. forces encounter any Iraqi forces 
in the hospital? 

Were U.S. troops fired upon during the res-
cue operation? If so, please describe specifi-
cally the nature of the interchange. 

Did U.S. have any information suggesting 
that Iraqi forces had abandoned the hospital? 

Did Private Lynch sustain any gunshot or 
knife wounds? 

Did U.S. officials have any information 
suggesting that Iraqi medical staff were try-
ing to deliver Private Lynch to American 
forces? 

Did U.S. forces at any time fire on any am-
bulances? 

In addition to posing these questions, I 
would like to make two additional requests. 
First, there has been a great deal of com-
mentary on the manner in which the Depart-
ment edited and aired a videotape of the res-
cue operation. Several media representatives 
have requested that the full tape be released 
so the American people can make an inde-
pendent assessment of these conflicting 
claims. I see no reason for the Department to 
reject this request. Therefore, I request that 
you order the public release of the unedited 
footage taken by the military cameraman. 
Of course, if you have security or other con-
cerns, I would be happy to review the tape 
myself and discuss those issues with you per-
sonally. 

Finally, I understand the Department has 
ordered an investigation into the facts sur-
rounding Private Lynch’s capture by Iraqi 
forces. I also understand, however, that in-
vestigators were not asked to examine the 
circumstances surrounding Private Lynch’s 
rescue. In light of the controversy that has 
arisen regarding this case, I suggest that the 
Pentagon’s ongoing investigation also in-
clude the facts surrounding Private Lynch’s 
rescue, as well. 

If you have any questions about this re-
quest, please call my Chief of Staff, Jaron 
Bourke, at (202) 225–5871. I look forward to re-
ceiving your response. 

Sincerely, 
DENNIS J. KUCINICH, 

Ranking Minority Member, Subcommittee on 
National Security, Emerging Threats, and 

International Relations.
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SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida). Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f 

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

(Mr. RANGEL addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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TAX FAIRNESS FOR EVERYONE, 
EXCEPT LOW-WAGE WORKING 
FAMILIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
the Republicans passed a bill last week 
which will provide a $90,000 tax cut to 
the Nation’s millionaires, but let us 
look at what else it does. 

The independent Urban-Brookings 
Tax Policy Center estimates that mak-
ing the earned income tax credit mar-
riage penalty relief effective this year 
would have offered an average tax cut 
of $340 to 4 million working American 
families. But the President decided to 
make them wait until 2008 for the mar-
riage penalty relief he offered their 
more affluent neighbors. House Repub-
lican leadership had several opportuni-
ties to correct the President’s mistake 
and restore fairness to the tax bill, but 
they decided to cut working families 
loose. So that is $90,000 for million-
aires, not a cent for working lower-in-
come families. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMAS), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, said, ‘‘If 
you are not going to incentivize mar-
riage, at the very least make sure you 
don’t punish it.’’ The gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DELAY), the House majority 
leader, said, ‘‘A country founded on 
freedom should not maintain a tax 
code that arbitrarily places an extra 
burden on husbands and wives.’’ Speak-
er of the House, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HASTERT), said, ‘‘We need a 
tax code that doesn’t punish married 
couples. They don’t need the Federal 
Government picking their pocket.’’

$90,000 for a millionaire, but nothing 
for married, poor, or working families. 

Any one of those powerful officials 
could have taken a stand, could have 
spoken up for low-wage working fami-
lies, could have ensured that no legisla-
tion would pass this House that valued 
the marriages of families of wealthy 
Americans above those of their less af-
fluent neighbors. But none of those Re-
publican leaders said a thing. None of 
them raised a voice of concern or lifted 
a finger to stop the advance of a bill 
that says loud and clear to millions of 
Americans, your marriage is worth less 
than your neighbor’s marriage or your 
boss’s marriage. 

$90,000 of tax cuts for a millionaire, 
but not a cent for low-income working 
couples. 

Given that track record, it was dis-
appointing, but not surprising, to learn 
the White House and the congressional 
Republican majority used their last-
minute back-room deal in the tax bill 
to take another cheap shot at low-wage 
working families. The final conference 
bill brokered by Vice President CHENEY 
included a last-minute change that 
freezes 12 million low-wage families 
out of the bill’s child tax credit in-
crease. 

$90,000 for millionaires, nothing for 
working families, lower-income work-
ing families. 

At the signing ceremony for this bill, 
the President said, ‘‘We are helping 
workers who need more take-home 
pay.’’ But 7 million American families 
who pay income tax will get no benefit 
at all from this bill. 

$90,000 for millionaires, nothing for 
low-income families. 

Now that the word is out, some of our 
Republican colleagues are saying they 
did not know about these changes. 
They are looking for someone to blame 
for the decision to cut low-wage work-
ing families loose on the child tax cred-
it. But the deal was cut by the Vice 
President and his party’s leadership, so 
the ‘‘I did not know it’’ excuse just 
simply does not wash. 

If the White House had wanted to 
correct the injustices in the tax bill, if 
Republican leadership had been serious 
about fairness for married couples and 
children, there were plenty of opportu-
nities. They could have dropped the av-
erage tax cut for millionaires, like the 
President’s friend, Enron’s CEO Chair 
Ken Lay, from $93,000 to $88,000, and 
that would have left enough money to 
give that tax break to working fami-
lies. 

They could have dropped the dividend 
tax cut that the President and Vice 
President worked so hard for, just over 
2 percent, and the capital gains provi-
sion cost just 2 percent; and that would 
have paid for those lower-income work-
ing families who do pay taxes. 

So they could have offset the cost by 
including some responsible corporate 
tax loophole reforms. We all know cor-
porate expatriates like Tyco and Stan-
ley use loopholes in the law to abandon 
their U.S. headquarters and reincor-
porate overseas. So they give tax 
breaks to them, they give tax breaks to 
millionaires, but not a cent for so 
many low-income working families in 
this country. 

The simple truth is this was not a 
mistake. Any Republican Member of 
the House who thinks it was should lis-
ten carefully to today’s statement by 
their elected majority leader. Asked 
about the prospects for legislative pro-
posals to restore just some fairness, 
just a bit of fairness to the child tax 
credit, the majority leader, DELAY, 
said, ‘‘There is a lot of other things 
that are more important than that.’’

b 1815 

Mr. Speaker, $90 million for million-
aires, not a cent for working, lower-in-
come families. It is shameful. 

f 

PHARMACEUTICAL COMPANIES 
RUN ROUGHSHOD OVER AMER-
ICAN CONSUMERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida). Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, it 
was Will Rogers who said, ‘‘All I know 
is what I read in the newspapers,’’ and 
I was reading yesterday’s Wall Street 
Journal, and I would invite my col-
leagues to read the Wall Street Journal 
of yesterday, as well, because there is a 
story there that is just shameful about 
American policies as it relates to pre-
scription drugs. 
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