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For that reason, after this nearly 2-

year window of time when we have 
taken a lot of action in response to 
September 11, it is important for us to 
now step back and, in a deliberative 
manner, to very thoughtfully look at 
the ways in which we can assure that 
we proceed with fair and balanced rep-
resentation to maintain a continuity of 
our Nation’s governance. I believe that 
we have in this resolution which will 
establish this joint committee an op-
portunity to, in a bicameral way, look 
at this very important question. 

As I said earlier, exactly 10 years 
ago, in 1993, I was privileged to be a co-
chairman of the Joint Committee on 
the Organization of Congress, which 
looked at a lot of the institutional 
questions that both bodies face. Now 
we will, in the wake of this very, very 
serious challenge that we face, have 
the opportunity to look at those ques-
tions which continue. 

Obviously, it is important for us to 
recognize the disparity that exists be-
tween the two bodies. The other body 
is one which has different constitu-
encies than ours, obviously different 
terms of office and, as the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. FROST) has pointed 
out, different ways for succession. 

This institution is known as the Peo-
ple’s House. We are the only federally 
elected officials who must be elected to 
have the opportunity to serve in our 
positions. I feel it is very important for 
us to maintain that status, as James 
Madison envisaged it over two cen-
turies ago; and I believe that, at the 
same time, we can, in working with our 
colleagues in the other body, proceed 
with a very fair, bipartisan process, 
which will allow us to address this. 

It is obvious, Mr. Speaker, from hav-
ing listened to the debate which will 
simply put into place this joint com-
mittee, that there is disagreement. But 
I believe that as we take the input that 
has been provided by a wide range of 
individuals, academics, former col-
leagues, people who spent a lot of time 
thinking about this, who will be pro-
viding us with recommendations, I am 
convinced that the work of this joint 
committee will be among the most im-
portant things that this 108th Congress 
will be able to address. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I urge adop-
tion of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of Wednesday, June 4, 2003, the 
concurrent resolution is considered 
read for amendment and the previous 
question is ordered. 

The question is on the concurrent 
resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF S. 222, ZUNI INDIAN TRIBE 
WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT 
ACT AND S. 273, GRAND TETON 
NATIONAL PARK LAND EX-
CHANGE ACT 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 258 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 258
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 

resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in 
the House the bill (S. 222) to approve the set-
tlement of the water rights claims of the 
Zuni Indian Tribe in Apache County, Ari-
zona, and for other purposes. The bill shall 
be considered as read for amendment. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill to final passage without in-
tervening motion except: (1) 40 minutes of 
debate on the bill equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Resources; 
and (2) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 2. Upon the adoption of this resolution 
it shall be in order without intervention of 
any point of order to consider in the House 
the bill (S. 273) to provide for the expeditious 
completion of the acquisition of land owned 
by the State of Wyoming within the bound-
aries of Grand Teton National Park, and for 
other purposes. The bill shall be considered 
as read for amendment. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill to final passage without intervening mo-
tion except: (1) 40 minutes of debate on the 
bill equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Resources; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN), pending which I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose 
of debate only. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, House Resolution 258 is a 
closed rule providing for the consider-
ation of two measures, S. 222, the Zuni 
Indian Tribe Water Rights Settlement 
Act, and S. 273, the Grand Teton Na-
tional Park Land Exchange Act. 

The rule provides that S. 222 shall be 
debatable in the House for 40 minutes, 
equally divided between the chairman 
and ranking member of the Committee 
on Resources. The rule also waives all 
points of order against consideration of 
the bill and provides one motion to re-
commit, with or without instruction. 

The rule further provides that S. 273 
shall be debatable in the House for 40 
minutes, equally divided between the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
Committee on Resources. 

Finally, the rule waives all points of 
order against consideration of the bill 

and provides one motion to recommit, 
with or without instructions. 

Mr. Speaker, both of the bills covered 
by this rule were considered by the 
House under suspension of the rules on 
June 3. Neither bill was adopted, hav-
ing failed to receive the required two-
thirds of the votes cast, but each bill 
was supported by a clear majority in 
the House. 

The Zuni Indian Tribe Water Rights 
Settlement Act approves a settlement 
of the water rights claims of the Zuni 
Indian Tribe in Apache County, Ari-
zona. The bill resolves all of the claims 
of the Zuni Tribe to water rights in the 
Little Colorado River basin and else-
where in Arizona. The bill also provides 
resources to restore riparian wetlands 
to the Zuni Heaven Reservation that 
are of great religious and cultural sig-
nificance to the tribe and its members. 

The Grand Teton National Park Land 
Exchange Act provides for the acquisi-
tion of land owned by the State of Wy-
oming within the boundaries of the 
Grand Teton National Park. These 
lands, rich in wildlife habitat, will be 
exchanged for other Federal lands or 
assets of equal value. In turn, the State 
will be able to acquire lands that have 
greater potential to generate revenue 
for public schools, ensuring that the 
State of Wyoming meets its constitu-
tional mandate to maximize revenues 
from its school trust lands. 

Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate that 
we are forced to take up the valuable 
time of the House to consider for a sec-
ond time this week two measures that 
have been previously approved by a 
solid majority in this House. The meas-
ures have been fully debated. 

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to support this rule and pass 
the underlying bills without further 
delay. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 6 minutes. I thank the gen-
tleman from Washington for yielding 
me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, this morning during the 
debate on the Check 21 open rule, I 
warned this body that open rules are a 
rarity, an endangered species, if you 
will. Well, here we are about to con-
sider not an open rule but a closed rule 
on two noncontroversial bills. But 
what do you expect? This is the norm. 
This is business as usual in this House. 

I also want this Chamber and the 
American people to remember this mo-
ment, because it is historic. This also 
is a rarity here. We finally have seen a 
tax cut that the Republicans do not 
like. In the dead of night, faced with 
the decision of either providing tax re-
lief for 12 million working families or 
giving a tax cut to Donald Trump, the 
Republicans chose Donald Trump and 
left the children out in the cold. 

And who exactly is left behind by 
this glaring omission? Nearly one in 
five children of our active duty mili-
tary. These families are only making 
around $27,000 a year. They did not 
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have the good fortune to be born with 
the last name of ‘‘Gates’’ or ‘‘Buffett’’ 
or ‘‘Cheney.’’ But they are trying to 
make a living, and they are doing so by 
serving their country. These are chil-
dren of people who are fighting in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq, but the Repub-
licans, in their greed and zeal for tax 
cuts for their rich friends, decided 
these families do not need any tax 
relief.

b 1400 

Now, of course, Republicans claim 
that they provide tax relief only for 
people who pay income tax, but we all 
know people pay more than just in-
come tax. There is a payroll tax. There 
is property tax. There is a sales tax. 
But the Republicans in their warped 
thought process consider payroll tax 
relief and child tax credit a new form 
of welfare. We heard this argument ear-
lier this morning, and it is outrageous; 
and quite frankly, it is insulting to 
these hardworking Americans. 

As we all know, this could not be far-
ther from the truth. It is the Repub-
licans who encourage welfare in the 
Tax Code by giving tax breaks to cor-
porations that flee this country for tax 
havens in other countries. Their dis-
ingenuous argument does not fly with 
the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislative process 
in this body is broken. There is no ex-
cuse for the majority’s actions. We are 
here today to reconsider two bills that 
should have been passed under suspen-
sion of the rules. The bills are not con-
troversial, but the majority’s actions 
are. 

As we all know, on Tuesday three 
bills were defeated under suspension of 
the rules. House Democrats using one 
of the few procedural tools at our dis-
posal, voted against these bills, not on 
their merits but to express our frustra-
tion that the House leadership refuses 
to allow for consideration of a bill that 
would give our working families the 
tax relief that they deserve. 

So today is also payback day. I think 
it is shameful and spiteful; and it is, 
unfortunately, very typical around 
here. They will not say it on the other 
side of the aisle, so I am going to say 
it right here now. 

What is the payback? Among other 
things, showing disrespect for one of 
the finest individuals ever to grace the 
halls of Congress. The one bill that was 
defeated on Tuesday that is not on to-
day’s schedule is the bill to name a 
Federal building in Indianapolis for 
former Senator Birch Bayh. We should 
be naming multiple courthouses in this 
country for Birch Bayh. 

Their tactics will not work. We are 
not going to be intimidated. We are 
going to keep talking about the issues 
that matter to working Americans, and 
issues like tax fairness are high among 
them. If the Republicans were serious 
about tax relief and if they were seri-
ous about their support for working 
families, they would schedule a vote to 
reinstate this provision. That is what 

we are fighting for. That is what we are 
asking for. But they will not, because 
they are not serious about this. They 
are merely providing lip service, tell-
ing Americans what they want to hear 
while padding the pockets of their 
wealthy friends. 

Mr. Speaker, at the end of this de-
bate on the rule I will ask my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous 
question. If the previous question is de-
feated, I will offer an amendment to 
provide for the consideration of the 
Rangel-Davis-DeLauro bill to help the 
people the Republicans would rather 
leave behind. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES). 

(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time 
to me. 

Mr. Speaker, the two bills that are 
being considered here today were great 
suspension bills that were on the Jour-
nal a couple of days ago. However, 
Democrats, in an effort to voice our 
concern about leaving behind millions 
of Americans who are low-income fami-
lies, voted against those suspension 
bills. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, to borrow a re-
cent popular phrase, I am shocked and 
awed by the consummate arrogance, 
fiscal irresponsibility, and candid lack 
of compassion of the Republican law-
makers of this body. 

I have been on the floor many times 
in the past several months expressing 
my outrage at the unfairness and un-
timeliness of the various GOP tax 
plans, and once again I find myself at 
the podium in a state of disbelief about 
the efforts of the self-proclaimed ‘‘com-
passionate conservative party’’ to ex-
clude some of the neediest families in 
our Nation from tax relief in the tax 
bill that was signed into law last week. 

In an administration that has 
claimed to want to leave no child be-
hind, we are now realizing that, indeed, 
12 million of them were left behind, and 
521,000 in my State. 

In a time where special attention is 
being given to our brave men and 
women of our Armed Forces who served 
so well in Iraq, I think it is inappro-
priate to see how these last-minute 
shenanigans have actually left many of 
them out. The majority of our military 
members are in the pay grades of E5 
and below. These are the sergeants, 
petty officers, lance corporals, special-
ists, and airmen, whose round-the-
clock efforts made the military victory 
in Iraq swift and decisive. But an E5 
with 6 years in service makes just 
$24,000. His family is left behind.

Mr. Speaker, to borrow a recent popular 
phrase, I am shocked and awed by the con-
summate arrogance, fiscal irresponsibility, and 
candid lack of compassion of the Republican 

lawmakers of this body. I have been on this 
floor many times in the past several months 
expressing my outrage at the unfairness and 
untimeliness of the various GOP tax plans, 
and I again find myself at the podium in a 
state of disbelief about the self-proclaimed 
‘‘compassionate conservative’ party’s efforts to 
exclude some of the neediest families in our 
Nation from tax relief in the tax bill that was 
signed into law last week. 

In an administration that has claimed to 
want to ‘‘Leave no Child Behind,’’ we are to 
realizing that there will indeed be children left 
behind—12 million of them in fact; 527,000 in 
my State of Ohio. 

In a time where special attention is being 
given to our brave men and women of the 
Armed Forces who served so well in Iraq, I 
think it is appropriate to note how the last 
minute shenanigans of Republican lawmakers 
to strip out a provision of their tax bill that 
would have ensured that families making be-
tween $10,500 to $26,000 would get the full 
child tax credit other taxpayers get, will affect 
our military personnel. 

The majority of our military members are in 
the pay grades of E–5 and below. These are 
the sergeants, the petty officers, the lance cor-
porals, specialists, and airmen whose round 
the clock efforts made the military victory in 
Iraq swift and decisive. But an E–5 with 6 
years in the service makes just $24,000 in 
base pay per year. An E–2 just new to the 
military makes just $15,840 in base pay. And 
these are just some of the millions of family 
members who will suffer, and their children will 
suffer, their spouses will suffer, because of the 
back door wrangling by Republicans to give 
even more money to the wealthiest of Amer-
ican taxpayers. 

Mr. RANGEL has introduced a fair and re-
sponsible alternative to address this injustice, 
but I am afraid it will be to little avail. Rather 
than focus on the important issues facing our 
Nation, the Republican leadership seems in-
tent to focus on solutions in search of prob-
lems—such as this week’s constitutional 
amendment to flag desecration. I haven’t been 
made aware that flag desecration is a problem 
in this country—but every week when I return 
to my congressional district, I am made keenly 
aware that the economic health of our country 
is a problem. Unfortunately, ti seems to be a 
problem some Members of this body choose 
to ignore.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SHERMAN). 

(Mr. SHERMAN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to oppose a rule that does not allow the 
House to consider providing working 
families with the child care credit. The 
current situation imposes the injury of 
denying these working families $400 
that they need and then adds the insult 
of telling these families that they are 
not taxpayers, so they do not deserve 
any tax relief. Of course, looking at 
their paycheck stubs, they see the 
taxes they are paying. 

Allowing corporations to avoid 
American taxes just by renting a hotel 
in the Bahamas, $8 billion; allowing 
millionaires to pay virtually nothing 
on their dividend income, $80 billion; 
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eliminating the estate tax even on the 
largest estates, $138 billion; telling 
working families that they do not de-
serve relief and that they are not tax-
payers, that is priceless. 

There are some things campaign con-
tributions just will not buy. For every-
thing else, there is RepubliCard, ac-
cepted at the finest country clubs in 
the Bahamas. Members will want to 
get the Deficit Express card, now that 
the Republican Congress has increased 
the credit limit to $12 trillion. The Def-
icit Express card? Do not leave the 
House without it.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. RANGEL), the distinguished 
ranking member on the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

(Mr. RANGEL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
oppose the motion for the previous 
question so that we might have the op-
portunity to amend a rule and to bring 
to the House legislation that would 
bring some equity to the recently 
passed tax bill. 

I do not think many Members of the 
House knew that those that were mak-
ing the decision would deliberately ex-
clude the benefit of the child tax credit 
for people making less than $26,000. I 
refuse to believe that people can be so 
callous that they would deliberately 
try to make adjustments to a tax bill 
that was geared to, as the leadership 
would say, those who pay the taxes, 
and exclude the privilege and the op-
portunity for people to get credit that 
are in low income merely because they 
do not pay ‘‘the taxes.’’

We have 6.5 million working families 
that do pay taxes, albeit those taxes 
may be perceived by the majority not 
to be important. But they do pay taxes, 
and they have lost the benefits of re-
ceiving tax credits for their children. 

But Mr. Speaker, even worse than 
that, yesterday we passed the resolu-
tion paying honor to those brave men 
and women that were placed in harm’s 
way as a result of the so-called ‘‘vic-
tory’’ in Iraq. As I said yesterday, pa-
rades are important, saluting the flag 
is important, having a bumper sticker 
is important; but how we treat these 
veterans is even far more important. 

I know that Republicans do not 
know, and Democrats are learning, 
that as a result of so-called tax bene-
fits given to these people that were in 
combat, that over 200,000 that served in 
Iraq will be denied the tax credit for 
their children. Why? Because the lan-
guage of the tax law is that they have 
to have taxable income. Out of the be-
nevolence of our hearts we have said 
that if they served in combat, they do 
not have to pay taxes. 

I hope Members will consider to 
speedily bring up my bill so that we 
can remedy this error that has been 
made. Nobody thought that by remov-
ing tax liability we would be actually 
taking away the benefit of the child 
tax credits. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD an article that appeared in 
USA Today on this day that says, 
‘‘Military Kids Get Slighted on Tax 
Credit.’’ 

The article referred to is as follows:
[From USA Today, June 5, 2003] 

STUDY: MILITARY KIDS SLIGHTED ON TAX 
CREDIT 

PARENTS EARN TOO LITTLE TO QUALIFY FOR 
THE PROVISION 

(By William M. Welch) 

WASHINGTON.—Nearly one in five children 
of active-duty U.S. military families won’t 
benefit from the increased tax credit signed 
last week by President Bush because their 
parents earn too little to qualify, a study 
being released today concludes. 

The finding by the Children’s Defense 
Fund, a liberal advocacy group, comes as 
Bush and Republican congressional leaders 
are under increasing fire for agreeing to omit 
working poor families from the increased 
child credit included in the $350 billion, 10-
year tax cut plan and aid for states. 

Those military families would have re-
ceived a check of up to $400 per child under 
a provision that the Senate added to the bill. 
But that ‘‘refundable’’ credit to families who 
pay little or no federal income tax, but do 
pay payroll taxers, was deleted in final nego-
tiations between Bush and Republican leader 
of Congress. 

Families who have children and earn more 
than about $27,000 a year are due to receive 
checks next month of up to $400 per child, as 
an advance on an increase in the credit from 
$600 to $1,000. 

The group said 250,000 of the 1.4 million 
children in active-duty military families will 
not qualify for the benefit because of the 
omission. 

An additional 750,000 children denied the 
benefit have parents who are military vet-
erans, the fund concluded. It based its find-
ings on latest U.S. Census data. 

Democrats, liberal groups and some mod-
erate Republicans in Congress are trying to 
build pressure on Bush and GOP leaders to 
pass legislation quickly extending the credit, 
to those families that were left out. 

Democrats immediately invoked U.S. 
troops still in Iraq as a political justification 
for another bill expanding the credit. 

‘‘Thousands of military personnel, people 
who put their lives on the line for our coun-
try, won’t receive the child credit unless we 
correct the child credit unless we correct the 
bill,’’ Sen. Max Baucus, D–Mont., said. 

The $3.5 billion cost would be paid for by 
cracking down on business tax avoidance 
schemes under the Democrats’ proposal. 
They said fast action was needed to assure 12 
million low-income families are able to re-
ceive a check when the government begins 
mailing them to more affluent families 
starting July 1. 

Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist, R–
Tenn., and Minority Leader Tom Daschle, D–
S.D., were negotiating a possible agreement 
that would permit the Senate to vote, per-
haps this week, on competing proposals 
aimed at providing just such a remedy to the 
working poor. 

Republican leaders of the House of Rep-
resentatives are resisting the move. They 
say Bush didn’t propose giving the added 
credit to the working poor as part of his 
original economic stimulus plan, and that 
sending tax refunds to people who pay no 
federal income tax may be bad policy. 

‘‘This is something that has been blown 
out of proportion,’’ said Rep. Rob Portman, 

R-Ohio, who is on the tax-writing Ways and 
Means Committee. ‘‘It was not part of the 
original bill, nor was it part of the bill in the 
House. . . . We never debated it. . . . It is a 
new idea, and it is one we ought to think 
about.’’

In another effort to build pressure, a coali-
tion of liberal groups today begins airing TV 
ads in Washington blasting Bush for leaving 
the working poor out of the child credit ben-
efit increase. 

The Center for Community Change is buy-
ing a relatively modest amount of airtime, 
but it is encouraging hundreds of like-mind-
ed groups to air the same ad in other cites. 

The ad shows two children: one too poor to 
qualify for the increased credit and another, 
whose parents make more money, who re-
ceives it. ‘‘President Bush chose the most 
fortunate to get the most,’’ an announcer 
says.’’

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to this rule because working 
families should be our priority today, 
families like Cori’s. Cori came to a 
local Head Start in my district at a low 
point in her life. She was a single par-
ent without any support system and 
very little money and very little self-
esteem. She had just completed a re-
covery program and was seeking to put 
her life back together. 

Cori went on to volunteer for Head 
Start, completed an AA degree in early 
childhood development, and now Cori is 
a Head Start employee for the past 3 
years and wants to get her bachelor’s 
degree. Mr. Speaker, Cori and her two 
daughters will be denied the child tax 
credit, while those making more than 
$1 million a year receive overall tax 
cuts totalling $93,500. 

Our priority today should be, must 
be, the Rangel-Davis-DeLauro bill, 
which will expand the child tax credit 
and marriage penalty relief for lower-
income working families. Passing it 
can be the first step to reversing the 
wrong done to these hard workers. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 
we have heard a lot of heated debate 
about this issue all morning, but I 
think there is a basic undisputed fact 
that frankly should rise above the fray: 
there was no effort to limit this tax 
break until the end game of the con-
ference report process, when the ad-
ministration and those who were shap-
ing the tax cut needed to find $3 bil-
lion. 

When they needed to do that, they 
did not search the high end of the 
bracket; they did not search the off-
shore loopholes. They went into the 
pockets of people who need tax relief 
more than anyone else. That was a 
choice of priorities. It was a statement 
that the people who do the hardest 
work in this country are, frankly, the 
ones who would be asked to sacrifice 
first. 

I wonder what the people of this 
country will think, what our constitu-
ents will think, when they hear that 
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under the rules of this House they do 
not even deserve a vote. I wonder what 
the people who work every single day 
will think when they hear that a child 
tax break for them will be welfare. I 
wonder what these individuals who 
bear the brunt of payroll taxes will 
think when they hear that they do not 
need a tax credit because they really 
are not taxpayers. I wonder what the 
parents in my district, who begin pay-
ing taxes in the State of Alabama at 
$4,000, will think when they hear that 
they do not need tax relief. 

This plan, as we knew from the be-
ginning, strikes the wrong priorities. It 
leaves out people who are most in need 
of help, Mr. Speaker. I think that it is 
incumbent on us as a matter of con-
science that we correct this imbalance. 

This is the work that we ought to do 
for the people, that of correcting im-
balances where they exist and that of 
correcting inequities where they exist, 
and not looking into the pockets of our 
weakest people to balance our budget.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL). 

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row morning the new unemployment 
numbers come out, and we are probably 
close to nearly 3 million people that 
will have lost their jobs in the last 2 
years. We have added $3 trillion to the 
Nation’s debt. That has been the end 
result of this economic plan. 

Now, what we are looking for here is 
12 million children of working parents 
to get a tax cut and be treated like the 
rest of America’s children. These are 
children of working people. Some, as 
the Children’s Defense Fund report 
shows, are the children of our Armed 
Forces. They are also children of the 
law enforcement community, fire-
fighters, first-year teachers, people 
who work in security in our office 
buildings across this country, people 
who work day in and day out putting 
their hours in and trying to teach their 
children right from wrong. 

What has gone on here is what is 
wrong with this House today. We came 
here not just to be votes but to give 
voice to our values. I know there are 
good people with good values on the 
other side of the aisle. There is nothing 
just in the notion of denying 12 million 
children, 61⁄2 million families who work 
full-time, denying those children who 
are also America’s children a tax cut. 
We can depreciate the machinery of 
our corporations, depreciate the value 
of their machinery; but we cannot ap-
preciate America’s children. 

I was part of an administration that 
created and extended the $500-per-child 
tax credit and gave health insurance to 
10 million uninsured children whose 
parents worked full time.
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We balanced the budget. We also pro-
vided tax cuts in capital gains, but we 

balanced the budget. It was in balance 
with our values. These are not the val-
ues we espoused on Memorial Day when 
we welcomed home our veterans and 
remembered them for what they had 
done for this country. This vote should 
also be remembered. 

We can do right. We can correct the 
wrong, hold our heads up high, not 
wear this in shame for what it does. 

These are 12 million of America’s 
children. Let us do right. Let us re-
member them as we do every day, try-
ing to do right by our values. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY). 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Massachusetts for 
yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to point out 
for my friends on the other side of the 
aisle that I was prepared, as were my 
colleagues earlier this week, to vote in 
favor of this bill and suspension that 
would protect lands around the Grand 
Tetons, Wyoming. In fact, my in-laws 
are homesteaded around the Grand Te-
tons in Wyoming and I know they were 
very much in favor of seeing this land 
preserved for ages to come, including 
my children and their grandchildren. 

We voted to strike it down to make a 
point, that there are 12 million chil-
dren who would not be served by the 
recent tax cut that you imposed upon 
this country. In fact, in USA Today 
today, there is an article that says one 
out of five of those 12 million children 
who will not be getting a benefit, the 
families that will get a benefit of the 
child tax credit, are serving in our 
military today. Their parents are serv-
ing in the military, the same military 
that brought us the victory and did so 
much to preserve what this country 
stands for in the conflict in Iraq. 

I have news for my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle. Working people, 
believe it or not, working people have 
children. Working people have chil-
dren. Working people make and made 
this country what it is today. Do not 
forget the working people of this coun-
try. 

Do not forget the working people of 
this country. They deserve and need a 
child tax credit just as much as the 
wealthiest people in this country. They 
are the men and women who, day in 
and day out, provide for this country, 
for the backbone of this country. 

It is interesting that there was a 
move on earlier this week as well and 
a bill that was supposed to come before 
us today that would have eliminated 
comp time as well. This week has been 
an attack upon the working families of 
our Nation, and the Republican party 
should be ashamed of themselves. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
discuss the very real concerns of the 
Zuni tribe and its children. 

This bill would provide critical ac-
cess to the Little Colorado River Basin 

to allow the Zuni Indian Tribe acquisi-
tion of surface water rights and devel-
opment of groundwater. The acquisi-
tion of water rights and associated 
lands are vital to the Zuni Indian 
Tribe’s future economic development; 
and, along those same lines, the child 
tax credit is critical in helping low-in-
come families, including Zunis, achieve 
some level of economic security. 

This bill secures tribal rights to as-
sured water supplies for present and fu-
ture generations, while at the same 
time providing for the sound manage-
ment of an increasingly scarce re-
source. Because of the importance and 
sacredness all forms and sources of 
water, all prayers and songs of the 
three major components of the Zuni re-
ligion contain language asking for rain 
and snow to ensure that all crops have 
enough water to finish their life paths 
to provide sustenance for their Zuni 
children. Likewise, enduring access to 
the child tax credit will help Zuni fam-
ilies provide economic sustenance to 
their children. 

By now, the whole Nation knows 
what happened 2 weeks ago. They know 
that a tax credit which would have 
helped nearly 12 million children from 
6.5 million low-income families, includ-
ing Zuni families, was secretly elimi-
nated by the administration and the 
gentleman from Texas’ (Mr. DELAY) 
Republican majority. 

These families, these Zuni families 
earn between $10,500 and $26,625 per 
year, families who really need this tax 
cut and, yes, they do pay taxes and 
they are important. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY) said we have more important 
matters. These Zuni children are im-
portant. In Arizona, 138,000 families 
with children, 21 percent of the fami-
lies in the State, are not helped by the 
child tax credit increase because of the 
Republicans’ last-minute actions. 
403,000 Arizona children would be eligi-
ble if the child tax credit were made 
fully refundable, with an additional 
$259,000 million in credit going to fami-
lies in the State. 

This House ought to be about the 
working families in this country, those 
who are Zunis and those who are not. 
We promised them a child tax credit, 
and this majority removed it to pro-
vide the opportunity for $93,000 in tax 
cuts to the richest 184,000 millionaires 
in the country.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. STRICKLAND). 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I 
have a question for my Republican col-
leagues in this House. Why would you, 
in a fit of anger because you were not 
able to get the size of the tax cut you 
wanted, hold poor little children hos-
tage in order to extract a larger tax 
cut for those who were already 
wealthy? 

It is a fair question. 
In the middle of the night, over one-

half million Ohio children were ex-
cluded from this benefit. Those are 
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children who have moms and dads who 
are working but their incomes are so 
low that they may not be required to 
pay income taxes. But let me tell you, 
they pay property taxes. They pay So-
cial Security/payroll taxes. They pay 
all kinds of other taxes. Oh, it is very 
clever of you to say they do not pay in-
come tax. 

I am absolutely disgusted with what 
has happened in this House. CNN re-
ported that the conservative leader of 
your party, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY), brushed aside criticism 
that the tax bill did not expand the 
child tax credit and make it available 
to millions of poor families. But, he 
said, House Republicans might support 
doing so if it prodded senators to vote 
for a broader tax package. In other 
words, you may be willing to help the 
poor kids if it means you can get more 
money for your rich friends. It is as 
simple as that, as simple as that. 

These are just not the rantings of a 
Democrat. Let me tell you what Sen-
ator JOHN MCCAIN said about it. Sen-
ator MCCAIN said, My God, what kind 
of message are we sending when we 
leave out low-income families, exactly 
those who are in that category of the 
enlisted men and women who are fight-
ing for us in Iraq today? It is beyond 
belief. 

And it is beyond belief, but you have 
got time to redeem yourself. You have 
got time to change this policy and take 
care of the kids, 500,000 in Ohio, who 
need your help.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Members should refrain from 
quoting members of the other body. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN) has 9 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time remains on the other side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) has 27 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how 
many speakers does the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) have 
to discuss this issue? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. The 
issue, of course, we are discussing is 
the rule for the two suspension bills 
that we, unfortunately, had majority 
vote earlier this week but, unfortu-
nately, did not have the two-thirds. 
But we may have, counting myself, two 
speakers between now and the time we 
close. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, does 
the gentleman want to use some of his 
time now? 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, we 
have used up several speakers. I think 
for balance, if one of the gentleman’s 
speakers is here, they could go. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Who 
yields time?

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. KINGSTON). 

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.) 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
time. 

I wanted to say to my colleagues in 
the House, I certainly intend to stay on 
the subject matter of this rule equally 
as much as all the Democrats who have 
been speaking at least. 

I want to talk to my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle about this 
child tax refundable credit which they 
are so indignant about. Because I want 
to remind them, you all had nothing to 
do with putting it on the books, noth-
ing. We were glad that you like it be-
cause it was a Republican idea, but 
every single one of you, every single 
one of your speakers has voted against 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to help you a lit-
tle bit out here and just kind of remind 
you so far we have heard from the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY), 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. DELAURO), the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. JONES), the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SHERMAN), the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL), 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND), the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY), and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), all good folks. However, 
they have all voted against this refund-
able tax credit, May 16, 2001, when the 
Republicans put it on the books. I do 
not know what you were thinking. 

This thing that you were pretending 
to champion, you voted against. It was 
a Republican idea. Where were you 
when the battle was being fought? I am 
going to review a little bit of history, 
and let me say to this, you all are look-
ing around stunned which I understand. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, if it 
was such a good idea, number one, why 
did you remove it? Number two, I do 
not recall us ever having voted on this 
in the House. It was inserted in the 
Senate. Let us be accurate. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Reclaiming my 
time, let me jog the gentleman’s mem-
ory. Here is what the situation was, 
and the gentleman is a distinguished 
member of the Committee on Rules and 
has lots of bills that pass through his 
desk, so I will not hold you responsible 
for knowing everything. 

Prior to 2001, the child tax credit was 
$500 per child. It was passed under a 
Republican bill and, as the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) pointed 
out, it was signed by President Clinton. 
So you can claim a little bipartisan-
ship there, even though that was 
passed by Republican votes when it was 

in the House, but prior to 2001 the child 
tax credit was $500. The credit was not 
refundable for most families. However, 
for a family with three kids or more, 
the credit was refundable; and it was 
not offset by the earned income tax 
credit. That was prior to 2001. 

Now enter President Bush and the 
2001 tax cut. Under that, the proposal 
was to increase the child tax credit 
from $500 to $1,000. The credit was $600 
for the year 2003, and it was scheduled 
to reach $1,000 per child in 2010. That 
law made the child tax credit partially 
refundable for all families with chil-
dren, not just those who had three kids 
or more. 

Now, we had the vote on that May 16, 
2001, and I have got the Roll Call from 
that, and at that time every one of you 
all voted against it. As a matter of 
fact, 197 Democrats voted against this. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when the Democrats 
come out here looking for some rhet-
oric, and the big rhetoric of the Demo-
cratic party this year really that has 
been led by the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI) is, we could 
have torn that statue down a lot cheap-
er. 

I know a lot of folks are against the 
war. And then it was, well, the plan is 
not working when we were going up the 
Euphrates. And then as soon as they 
tore down the statue, I know a lot of 
folks on the left, and I want to say not 
all the members of the Democrat party 
but a lot of folks on the left were dis-
turbed that a 23-year-old Marine cor-
poral who was in theater had the au-
dacity of hanging an American flag on 
a Saddam Hussein statue. Of course, he 
was denounced in the liberal, left-wing 
community for doing that.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, that is a lit-
tle unfair. I do not think anyone ob-
jected to flags being flown and so forth. 
You make a good point on some of the 
other things, but that is a little unfair 
on the flag. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Let me say to my 
friend from Tennessee, that is why I 
said not all the Democrats but a lot of 
folks on the left denounced the fact 
that that flag was hung. 

Mr. FORD. That is unfair. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I would also point 

out that you were not one of them. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KINGSTON. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. That is outrageous. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Reclaiming my 

time, I will yield further to you in just 
one second. 

I am very pleased that you all are lis-
tening. Let me do this, because I am 
being generous here, but my ranking 
member of the Committee on Rules 
says that maybe we should do this a 
little bit more on your time. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN). 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Let me say for the 

record what I am outraged at what is 
in the paper today, that nearly one in 
five children of U.S. military families 
will not benefit from the increased tax 
credit signed by President Bush. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I am glad that not 
only does the gentleman listen to fine 
speeches like mine, but he also reads 
the paper, which is very good.

b 1430 
I suspect it is probably The New 

York Times or The Washington Post. 
Let me just say this, does that arti-

cle point out that my colleagues voted 
against phasing in the tax cut, the 
refundability, in 2001? That is all I 
want to say. 

What I would love to hear from our 
Democrat colleagues, Mr. Speaker, who 
are saying I voted against this tax cut 
and a tax cut which was a jobs bill, 
took 3 million working families off the 
tax roll, 3 million, and I understand 
they wanted them on. We thought it 
would be helpful for the working fami-
lies of America to get off the tax roll. 
The reality is they voted against it. 
They wanted to keep them on. I under-
stand that. I just wish they would ac-
knowledge in the year 2001 that they 
voted against the child tax 
refundability clause, and I have the 
vote in my hand; and I can submit it 
for the RECORD, Mr. Speaker, and do 
that. 

If my colleagues want to be helpful, 
what they ought to do on some of these 
tax bills that are aimed at creating 
jobs is say, hey, we want to amend the 
bill and we will do this. We will do this 
in a spirit of a democratic, small D, 
democratic House and process. We are 
going to vote for the bill if we put in 
some of their ideas, because this is the 
way it really should work, the best of 
their party and the best of our party 
combined together to put out just the 
best thoughts and do what is right for 
working families. 

Let me point out that a family of 
four making $11,000 a year pays no in-
come tax, pays about $842 in payroll 
taxes and receives $4,140 under the 
earned income tax credit. We think 
that is good. We think it also would be 
helpful, though, if my colleagues could 
join us in making these child tax cred-
its permanent because their idea that 
they are concerned about now might 
have some merits. Why do they not 
join us in saying we are going to make 
these child tax credits permanent? We 
are not going to do a bait and switch, 
when in the year 2011 they are gone. 

While we are at it, because we all 
know that a family of mom and dad 
have great potential for stability, why 
do we not end the marriage tax penalty 
together? Again, I throw out an olive 
branch to my colleagues, could they 
join us in making the marriage tax 
penalty permanent? That would be 
very helpful for the working poor. 
There are so many things that we 
could do together. 

Another idea is the 10 percent tax 
bracket, the 10 percent rate. Could my 

colleagues join us in making that per-
manent? These are all things that 
could help the working poor. 

We are not going to say we have the 
franchise on helping the working poor 
just because we voted to take 3 million 
off the payrolls and my colleagues 
voted against it. We are saying maybe 
they can join us on the next job cre-
ation package and come up with some-
thing that is in the best interest of all 
of us. 

I would love to yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, but we are get-
ting to the point we have got a lot of 
Members who want to go ahead and 
have a vote, and I am a little concerned 
about that. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield for a quick question? 

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, what is the 
problem then if my colleagues believe 
in removing all these taxes, which I 
think there is a lot of merit to, I am a 
big tax cutter like the gentleman is? I 
support those ideas. How is that con-
sistent with the taking 3 million, or I 
should say up to 12 million, children or 
removing them from the target of a tax 
cut which my colleagues did, they 
voted for it? 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, let me say this. Our 
objective is to get people working, and 
that was the real goal of this to get 
folks working. 

Let me say this to my friend from 
Tennessee: if the gentleman wants to 
join us in making the child tax credit 
permanent; the marriage tax penalty, 
eliminate it permanently; the 10 per-
cent tax credit, make that permanent, 
he and I need to get together because I 
think we can move the ball down the 
road, and that is all we want to do. 

I am just saying that the planned, or-
chestrated campaign of the Democrat 
Party to denounce something that they 
all voted against in the year 2002, I just 
wish the speakers would say I voted 
against this in 2001, but it is a great 
idea and now I am mad that the Repub-
licans are not doing it this way; I want 
it done even though I did not share any 
of the burden by being responsible and 
voting for it. 

I want to end with this. There are a 
lot of differences between the Demo-
crat and the Republican parties. They 
seem to be the group of frivolous law-
suits and starving trial lawyers. We are 
the party of tort reform, ending frivo-
lous medical liabilities, making health 
care affordable and accessible. They 
seem to like unemployment checks and 
government handouts. We like pay-
checks, jobs and opportunities. 

They like welfare and low expecta-
tions. We like welfare reform, jobs.

Mr. FORD. . . . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

LAHOOD). The gentleman from Ten-
nessee is definitely out of order, has 
not been recognized, and the Chair 
would appreciate it if the gentleman 
would not speak when the other gen-
tleman has the time. 

Mr. FORD. . . . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Tennessee is not recog-
nized. The Chair would ask the gen-
tleman to take his seat. The Chair 
would ask the gentleman to take a 
seat. The gentleman from Georgia may 
continue. 

Mr. FORD. . . .
Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, here is 

the situation with welfare reform, Mr. 
Speaker. We passed welfare reform at a 
time when there were 14 million people 
on welfare. At that time, we were 
called all kinds of names, and they 
were saying it was heartless and we 
were mean-spirited and everything else 
and that these folks were unable to 
help themselves. What is interesting is 
in 1996 when we passed welfare reform, 
we had 14 million people on welfare. 
Today, that number is down to 5 mil-
lion people, too high; but we need to 
continue working on that. The 9 mil-
lion people are now tax paying, work-
ing, enjoying the opportunity, sharing 
in the American Dream. They are glad 
that we passed welfare reform. 

There is a component in this that the 
Democrats are proposing which is sim-
ply welfare, and I think there may be 
some merit in that. I have no trouble 
at all in a healthy discussion on tin-
kering with welfare reform. This is 
good for everybody, but what our tax 
package was about was creating jobs, 
and we are going to continue to be the 
party of welfare reform, jobs and op-
portunity.

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 
CHILD CREDIT REFUNDABILITY FACT SHEET 

What was the child credit prior to 2001? 
Prior to 2001, the child credit was $500 per 

eligible child. The credit was not refundable 
for most families. However, for families with 
3 or more eligible children, the credit was re-
fundable to the extent the family had payroll 
tax liability that was not offset by the 
Earned Income Credit (EIC). 

How was the child credit expanded in 2001? 
The Economic Growth and Tax Relief Rec-

onciliation Act of 2001 significantly ex-
panded the child credit in two important 
ways. 

(1) The law gradually increased the credit 
from $500 to $1,000. The credit was $600 for 
2003 and was scheduled to reach $1,000 in 2010. 

(2) The law made the child credit partially 
refundable for all families with children—not 
just those with 3 or more children. The cred-
it is now refundable by an amount equal to 
10 percent of the family’s earned income in 
excess of $10,000. The $10,000 threshold is in-
dexed annually for inflation (it is $10,500 for 
2003), and the 10 percent refundability rate 
will increase to 15 percent in 2005.

NAYS—197

Ackerman Harman Neal 
Allen Hastings (FL) Oberstar 
Andrews Hill Obey 
Baca Hilliard Olver 
Baird Hinchey Ortiz 
Baldacci Hinojosa Owens 
Baldwin Hoeffel Pallone 
Barcia Holden Pascrell 
Barrett Holt Pastor 
Becerra Honda Payne 
Bentsen Hooley Pelosi 
Berkley Hoyer Peterson (MN) 
Berman Inslee Phelps 
Berry Israel Pomeroy 
Blagojevich Jackson (IL) Price (NC) 
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Blumenauer Jackson-Lee (TX) Rahall 
Bonior Jefferson Rangel 
Borski Johnson, E. B. Reyes 
Boswell Jones (OH) Rivers 
Boucher Kanjorski Rodriquez 
Boyd Kaptur Roemer 
Brady (PA) Kennedy (RI) Ross 
Brown (FL) Kildee Rothman 
Brown (OH) Kilpatrick Roybal-Allard 
Capps Kind (WI) Rush 
Capuano Kleczka Sabo 
Cardin Kucinich Sanchez 
Carson (IN) LaFalce Sanders 
Carson (OK) Lampson Sandlin 
Clay Langevin Sawyer 
Clayton Lantos Schiff 
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Scott 
Conyers Larson (CT) Serrano 
Costello Lee Sherman 
Coyne Levin Skelton 
Crowley Lewis (GA) Slaughter 
Cummings Lipinski Smith (WA) 
Davis (CA) Lofgren Snyder 
Davis (FL) Lowey Solis 
Davis (IL) Luther Spratt 
DeFazio Maloney (NY) Stark 
DeGette Markey Stenholm 
Delahunt Mascara Strickland 
DeLauro Matheson Stupak 
Deutsch Matsui Tanner 
Dicks McCarthy (MO) Tauscher 
Dingell McCarthy (NY) Taylor (MS) 
Doggett McCollum Thompson (CA) 
Dooley McDermott Thompson (MS) 
Doyle McGovern Thurman 
Edwards McKinney Tierney 
Engel McNulty Towns 
Eshoo Meehan Turner 
Etheridge Meek (FL) Udall (CO) 
Evans Meeks (NY) Udall (NM) 
Farr Menendez Velazquez 
Fattah Millender-McDonald Visclosky 
Filner Miller, George Waters 
Ford Mink Watt (NC) 
Frank Moakley Waxman 
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Gephardt Moore Wexler 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would say to the gentleman from Geor-
gia his tax package is about welfare for 
the rich. I yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, what 
incredible nonsense we have heard here 
on the floor of the House this after-
noon, this attempt to raise the flag and 
besmirch Members of this House over 
their stance on the American flag prac-
tically on the eve of Flag Day. 

Let me tell the gentleman (Mr. KING-
STON), there are two kinds of people 
today that have the American flag 
wrapped around them. Some of them 
are young men and women who come 
back in coffins with the flag draped 
around it, who gave their all in the ul-
timate sacrifice for this country; and 
all of us honor them, whatever our 
views about the President’s policy. But 
the other kind of people we do not 
honor, and it is those who choose to 
wrap their own bad policies that they 
cannot defend by stretching the flag 
around themselves. 

What are the merits of the argument 
about the child tax credit? Who came 
up with it in the first place? I think 
the names are Al Gore and Tom Dow-
ney, who both served in this body who 
long ago presented a child tax credit 
proposal. How did it become law? It 
eventually became law with the signa-
ture of a Democratic President in 1997 
when we passed the Balanced Budget 

Act with the support of a large number 
of Members on both sides of this aisle, 
balancing the budget, not busting it as 
this Republican tax bill would do. 

The child tax credit has had strong 
Democratic support within our caucus 
and within the Committee on Ways and 
Means on which I serve, and the only 
reason any Democrat has voted against 
that child tax credit on this floor was 
when it was used, much as the flag has 
been misused this afternoon, as the 
reason for voting for a bill that gave 
most all of the help to the people at 
the top and none of the people at the 
bottom. 

I am glad that my colleague from 
Texas (Mr. DELAY) has joined us this 
afternoon. He has announced to the 
American people that there are more 
important things to do than to ensure 
that the child tax credit is available to 
people that earn a mere $20,000, $25,000 
a year. Who are those people? They are 
the people that empty the bed pans at 
the nursing homes. They are the cafe-
teria workers in our public schools. 
They are the people that we check out 
with at the gas station when we go in 
to pay for our gas. They are people 
that are sweeping the floors today at 
the hospitals around America. 

Why do those young women and men 
not have an opportunity to get the 
same type of child tax credit available 
to those at the top? They are working. 
Some of them are working two and 
three jobs to have a chance to advance 
out of poverty and share in the Amer-
ican Dream. They respect the flag just 
as much as the gentleman from Geor-
gia does, but they would also like to 
share in a little of the American 
Dream.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY), the distinguished majority 
leader. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, my, my, 
my, what a heated debate we are hav-
ing today. I came to the well to talk 
about what this debate is all about. A 
lot has been left out by those Members 
on the other side of the aisle because 
they are afraid for the truth to surface, 
so I wanted to bring the real facts 
about what is going on here. 

The child tax credit provision in this 
new tax law is refundable, and it is re-
fundable to the extent 10 percent of 
earned income in excess of $10,500, peo-
ple that make $10,500 get a refundable 
tax rebate. In 2005, the 10 percent rate 
goes up to 15 percent. 

What this fight is over is there was a 
provision in the Senate that basically 
said they wanted to accelerate that 2 
years, and we may want to do that in 
the proper way under regular order; 
but what the Democrats are angry 
about is that we did not accelerate 
that spending increase; and thanks to 
the tax relief passed by Republican 
Congresses over the last 8 years, 13 mil-
lion American families have had their 
entire income tax liability eliminated, 
eliminated. 

The gentleman from Texas brings up 
who are these people. I would like to 
show my colleagues one. Here is a mar-
ried couple earning $30,000 with three 
children. Before the 2001 law, that they 
voted against, this married couple 
would be paying a marginal rate of 15 
percent, which means their income tax 
liability is over $1,000 and their payroll 
tax liability is $2,160. Before the 2001 
law, they would get a $1,500 credit, and 
they would get an earned income tax 
credit of $782, which means that their 
income tax liability was zero. They 
still had a payroll tax liability; but be-
cause of EITC, the payment from the 
government was zero. 

So after 2001, this same family would 
have an income tax liability of $688, 
$2,160 from their payroll tax liability; 
but they get $1,800 in a child tax credit, 
and they get a $992 earned income tax 
credit, which means that their income 
tax liability is still zero, but their pay-
roll tax liability goes down to $48. 

After this law that the President 
passed that they voted against, that 
the President signed a week ago, this 
same family is going to have an income 
tax liability of $525, payroll tax liabil-
ity of $2,160, but they get a child tax 
credit of $2,475, and they get an earned 
income tax credit of $992, which actu-
ally helps them pay not only for their 
payroll taxes; it reimburses them for 
their payroll taxes. They pay no in-
come taxes. They actually get a check 
for $782.

b 1445 
A check from the American tax-

payers. No tax liability, but they get to 
put $782 in their pocket. 

Now, let us take a single mother that 
makes $20,000 and has two children. 
They are going through the same 
thing. What has happened to her is she 
gets a check of over $1,000. Over $1,000. 
She pays no payroll taxes, she pays no 
income taxes, and she gets a check for 
$1,000. They voted against that. They 
voted against that. 

Now they want to come and tell the 
American people they are all tax re-
lievers. Now all of a sudden they are 
tax relievers, and they want to give 
more tax relief to the taxpaying public 
and to people that do not have a tax li-
ability.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DELAY. They fail to——
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, may I have 

order? 
Ms. DELAURO. I just want to ask the 

gentleman if he will yield for a quick 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). The gentleman from Texas 
has the time. 

Ms. DELAURO. I understand. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman is not yielding to the gentle-
woman. The gentleman may proceed. 

Ms. DELAURO. . . . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman is not yielding. The gentleman 
may proceed.
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Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, what has 

happened here is they also do not want 
to mention that in the bill signed by 
the President last week we raised by 10 
percent and added more people to the 
rolls that do not pay income taxes. So 
this notion that we are not taking care 
of the poor working families of this 
country are completely false; and, 
most importantly, they voted against 
it. We passed it without their votes, 
moved forward, gave tax relief to poor 
working families in this country; and 
we will continue to do so. 

When the Senate does something, we 
always take it into consideration and 
we will move forward. I would just re-
mind the Members of this House that 
we have now almost a trillion dollars 
left in the budget to do more tax relief 
for the American people, and we are 
coming back. We are going to have at 
least two if not three more tax relief 
packages for the American people. Be-
cause we feel very strongly that we 
need jobs in this country, we need eco-
nomic growth in this country, and 
American families need to keep more 
of their hard-earned money 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? Will the gentleman 
yield on the tax question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. RANGEL). 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I would 
hope that the distinguished majority 
leader would extend the courtesy to his 
Members and not leave the floor. It is 
so important when Members have 
something to say to correct their posi-
tion that they stay on the floor, not for 
Democrats but for Republicans as well. 

This is a very edifying thing that he 
said in the well of the House. He is try-
ing to rebut the allegations that we 
have made that in the last tax bill that 
the working people in the lower in-
comes were deliberately left out of the 
bill. Now, my colleague can go back to 
last year, the year before last, 10 years 
from now, but the accusation was made 
and still stands. The accusation is that 
the Republican leadership cared more 
about accelerating tax relief for the 
wealthiest people than they did for 
working people. 

So let us not come here and mislead 
and make these statements and walk 
off the floor. There is a tendency for all 
of us to be out of order when we see the 
arrogance, the indifference, and the 
lack of respect that certain Members, 
especially those in the leadership, have 
for those that have to work here each 
and every day. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time remains on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) has 51⁄2 minutes remaining 
and the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. HASTINGS) has 13 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

As I pointed out earlier, this is a rule 
on two suspensions that were unfortu-
nately defeated earlier this week that 
deal with serious matters in the south-
western part of the United States, at 
least one of them does.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. RENZI) to 
speak on one of these matters. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I just want 
to point out to my colleagues that 
what we are here to debate is the rule 
as it affects the Zuni tribe of New Mex-
ico and Arizona as it affects the sacred 
lands and those lands right now that 
have no water. 

We were able to provide them with 
enough land in 1984 to establish Zuni 
Heaven in Arizona, a reservation, and 
yet without Senator KYL’s interven-
tion we would not have been able to 
achieve the kind of water that we see 
the communities in rural Arizona sup-
plying now. 

This summer, while we debate sepa-
rate issues, the Zuni people are hoping 
to engage in their 4-year migration and 
trek to their holy lands, to their holy 
site. So the delay that we imposed 2 
days ago, the delay we impose today af-
fects their ability to plan and celebrate 
this agreement. And there is all kinds 
of agreement, I think even from both 
sides, if my colleagues will allow us to 
get to it. We need to be able to restore 
the tribe’s ability to perform not only 
the religious duties but the farming 
and subsistence that they need in order 
to care for their children. 

So when we talk about children 
today, the Zuni people themselves are 
waiting to plant their crops and feed 
their children. They are waiting to 
take their children to their sacred 
lands, their wetlands, to teach their 
children their sacred rights. There will 
be no more delay if we can get this to 
a vote. Each day, each hour, each 
minute we allow to pass, the Zuni peo-
ple feel there are inequities and that 
the agreement cannot be reached. 

For the record, I want the Zuni peo-
ple to know that what they see here 
today does not reflect upon them as a 
people. There are hours and times, Spe-
cial Orders available in this House for 
this issue to be debated. Instead, my 
colleagues have taken their issue and 
turned this into a side show. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. And since I could not get the gen-
tleman from Texas to answer a simple 
question for me, maybe I can pose a 
question to his colleagues and see if we 
can get an answer. 

It appears in fact that the Senate has 
come to some agreement; that the Sen-
ate has said on a bipartisan basis that 
we need to address the fact that 12 mil-
lion children were left out of the equa-
tion; that they were supposed to be 

able to have the benefit of a $400 tax 
credit, these 6.5 million families. The 
Senate has come to an agreement with 
about a $10 billion package. 

I want to get an answer from the Re-
publican side of the aisle as to whether 
or not they will bring up the Senate 
package for us to be able to deliberate 
and help those 12 million children and 
those 6.5 million households. The Sen-
ate has done it; we ought to be able to 
do it here and to address that issue. 

If we can, we would like to get an an-
swer to that question. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
see if anyone on the other side wants 
to respond. We are waiting. 

Mr. Speaker, I guess we are not going 
to get an answer to that question.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
FORD). 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I want you 
to know I mean no disrespect to you 
personally or to the institution, but 
the notion that somehow welfare has 
any role in this debate is asinine. My 
colleagues know and we know, as do 
those watching know, certainly our 
colleagues in the Senate know, that ev-
eryone we are discussing today with re-
gard to this child tax credit are work-
ing people. 

The welfare reform package that 
passed this Congress passed before I got 
here, so it is easy for me to say I would 
have voted for it, since I was not here. 
But I can assure my colleagues that 
my votes since that time are con-
sistent with that. 

Now, I appreciate the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DELAY) coming down 
here, but what he did, I think, was to 
lay out pretty clearly for those on our 
side and the other side just the dif-
ference in priorities. Our priorities dif-
fer in great ways from the Republicans. 
Many of us like tax cuts; my Repub-
lican colleagues like tax cuts. We 
think tax cuts should benefit more peo-
ple, the Republicans think they should 
benefit a lesser group of people. No dis-
respect to you. Do not mean to ridicule 
my colleagues personally, but there are 
complete differences in priorities and 
realities. 

The reality is what we are discussing 
today. People earning $25,000 a year or 
less make up a good portion of Amer-
ica. Frankly, those of us on this floor, 
that is a fraction of what we earn year 
in and year out. And how dare we, as 
we pass a tax cut bill, how dare we say 
that we have done enough for people 
that make $11,000, $12,000, $13,000, 
$14,000 and $15,000 a year. How dare we 
say that to their children, when the 
facts betray everything that you be-
lieve and I believe. 

Frankly, if these children whom we 
are denying this tax credit to could 
vote, they would vote all of us out of 
office. As many times as we have lied 
to them about building new schools 
and putting more teachers in the class-
rooms, they would fire the President, 
might have even fired the former Presi-
dent. 
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So let us be honest. We deny 12 mil-

lion children a tax credit. No funny 
math, no Enron accounting, no Arthur 
Andersen accounting can refute that. 
We should do better and we can. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. A question was posed and unan-
swered. We can wait for an answer, if 
my colleagues have one. 

Is there no answer to the question? 
Apparently, there is no answer, I tell 

the gentlewoman from Connecticut, to 
the question she posed. Let me tell her 
and my colleagues why. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday syndicated 
columnist Arianna Huffington, no 
Democrat and no liberal, and very 
wealthy, said this in the Los Angeles 
Times, and I quote: ‘‘A magnetic com-
pass always points north; a moral com-
pass should always point out that 
heaping billions on the rich while en-
suring that one out of six American 
children do not get a penny is dead 
wrong.’’

Dead wrong. Arianna Huffington. Not 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER), not the Democrats, not those 
fuzzy-headed liberals my Republican 
colleagues like to talk about, but 
Arianna Huffington. She continued: 
‘‘But that’s exactly what congressional 
Republicans did in pushing through tax 
cut legislation last month, and that’s 
what President Bush signed off on.’’ 
Arianna Huffington. 

Mr. Speaker, America now knows 
that the GOP’s moral compass lies 
shattered on the conference room floor 
where the final deals on the Republican 
tax bill were cut 2 weeks ago. 

Why did the majority leader leave 
the floor? The majority leader left the 
floor because he used an example just 
above the $28,000, where he would have 
been wrong. My colleagues, the moral 
compass is absent. 

There was a report that showed that 
the policies in 2001 and 2003 are leading 
to a $44.4 trillion deficit. Who did that? 
Two people in the Bush administration 
asked to do that report and OMB. And 
guess what? They stonewalled the re-
port. Why? Because they did not want 
the magnitude of the debt tax that we 
are imposing on every American family 
known while at the same time, when 
they had no lobbyist in that hall, those 
12 million children, who did not have 
somebody highly paid to sit in that 
hallway and say do not cut us, found 
themselves cut out of the bill that in 
the still and dark of the night, with no 
Democrats present, was brought out to 
this floor, pages and pages of bill, with 
minutes to review it. 

Arianna Huffington is correct. 
Shame, shame, shame. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the remaining 30 seconds. I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the pre-
vious question so that we can help mil-
lions of children and working families. 
We have heard the other side defend 
the indefensible.

b 1500 
Mr. Speaker, if they do not want to 

help millions of working families, they 
should at least have the guts to go on 
record as voting no instead of hiding 
behind procedures. So let this House 
work its will. Let us have a little de-
mocracy in this Chamber. Vote on the 
previous question so we can bring up 
the Rangel bill and literally help mil-
lions of children in this country.
WORKING FAMILIES TAX CREDIT ACT OF 2003—

SUMMARY OF H.R. 2286, JUNE 4, 2003
Republicans have left moderate-income 

families behind in their zeal to cut taxes on 
millionaires, contrary to their ‘‘leave no 
child behind’’ rhetoric. 

H.R. 2286 helps moderate-income working 
families and is revenue neutral. 

PROVISIONS 
Provides Child Credit to More Working 

Families: Lowers to $7,500 (from $10,500) the 
amount of the wages a family must have be-
fore refundability of the child credit begins. 
This is identical to a provision that was in-
cluded in the house Democratic alternative 
on the economic stimulus legislation. The 
credit would be allowed for approximately 19 
million additional children by reason of this 
change. 

Increases Benefit for Working Families: In-
creases partial refundability from 10 percent 
of wages to 15 percent of wages. Again, this 
is identical to a provision that was included 
in the Democratic alternative. This would 
result in an average credit increase of over 
$300 per child. 

Helps Families of Soldiers in Combat: Al-
lows refundability for families of soldiers in 
combat zones even though combat wages are 
not taxed. 

Speeds up Marriage Penalty Relief for 
Lower Income Working Couples: Makes ef-
fective immediately the marriage penalty re-
lief in the Earned Income Tax Credit that 
was provided in the 2001 tax cut. This is the 
only marriage penalty relief not accelerated 
in the recently enacted tax bill. 

Does Not Increase the Deficit: Closes cor-
porate loopholes: prohibits tax shelters, and 
taxes corporations that move headquarters 
offshore (expatriates).

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the amendment 
and description of the amendment be 
printed in the RECORD immediately be-
fore the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned earlier, 
this is a rule on two suspension bills 
that were, unfortunately, not passed 
earlier this week. They are very impor-
tant bills to those areas that are af-
fected. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD the chart that the distin-
guished majority leader discussed ear-
lier today.

EXAMPLES: REFUNDABILITY OF CHILD CREDIT FOR 2003

Pre-2001 
law 2001 law 2003 law 

Example 1: Married couple earning $30,000 with 3 children
Tax liability before credits: 

Earnings ...................................... 30,000 30,000 30,000

EXAMPLES: REFUNDABILITY OF CHILD CREDIT FOR 
2003—Continued

Pre-2001 
law 2001 law 2003 law 

Standard deduction ..................... (7,950) (7,950) (9,500) 
Personal exemptions ................... (15,250) (15,250) (15,250)

Taxable income ........................... 6,800 6,800 5,250
Marginal tax rate ........................ 15% 10% 10%

Income tax liability ..................... 1,020 680 525
Payroll tax liability ...................... 2,160 2,160 2,160

Child credit .......................................... 1,500 1,800 2,475
Earned income credit ........................... 782 992 992
Tax liability after EIC and child credit: 

Income tax liability ..................... 0 0 0
Payroll tax liability ...................... 898 48 0

Payroll from government ...................... 0 0 782

Example 2: Single mother earning $20,000 with 2 children
Tax liability before credits: 

Earnings ...................................... 20,000 20,000 20,000
Standard deduction ..................... (7,000) (7,000) (7,000) 
Personal exemptions ................... (9,150) (9,150) (9,150)

Taxable income ........................... 3,850 3,850 3,850
Marginal tax rate ........................ 15% 10% 10%

Income tax liability ..................... 578 385 385
Payroll tax liability ...................... 1,440 1,440 1,440

Child credit .......................................... 578 1,200 1,335
Earned income credit ........................... 2,888 2,888 2,888
Tax liability after EIC and child credit: 

Income tax liability ..................... 0 0 0
Payroll tax liability ...................... 0 0 0

Payment from government ................... 1,748 2,263 2,398

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES.—RULE ON S. 
222 & S. 273

At the end of the resolution add the fol-
lowing new section: 

‘‘SEC. 3. Upon the adoption of this resolu-
tion it shall be in order without intervention 
of any point of order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 2286) the Working Fami-
lies tax Credit Act of 2003. The bill shall be 
considered as read for amendment. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) 40 minutes of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means; and (2) 
one motion to recommit.’’

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the 
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min-
imum time for electronic voting, if or-
dered, on adoption of the resolution, 
which will be followed by a 5-minute 
vote on the question of passage of H.R. 
1474 which was postponed earlier today. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays 
194, not voting 20, as follows:
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[Roll No. 244] 

YEAS—220

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Bereuter 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 

Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Janklow 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 

Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tauzin 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—194

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 

Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Case 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 

Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 

Frost 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall 
Harman 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 

Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sanchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—20 

Ballenger 
Brady (TX) 
Burton (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Delahunt 
Dicks 
Eshoo 

Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Larson (CT) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lofgren 
McInnis 
Ortiz 

Reyes 
Ryan (WI) 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (WA) 
Toomey 
Watt

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD) (during the vote). Members 
are advised that there are 2 minutes re-
maining to vote. 

b 1521 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas and Mr. MEEKS of New York 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 229, noes 175, 
not voting 30, as follows:

[Roll No. 245] 

AYES—229

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 

Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 

Beauprez 
Bereuter 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 

Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 

Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Honda 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Janklow 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 

Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—175

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Ballance 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Case 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutsch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Etheridge 

Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frost 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Hall 
Harman 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
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Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Menendez 
Michaud 

Millender-
McDonald 

Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sanchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—30 

Ballenger 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Burton (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Cubin 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
Dicks 
Eshoo 

Frank (MA) 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Herger 
Jenkins 
Larson (CT) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lofgren 
McDermott 

McInnis 
Meeks (NY) 
Ortiz 
Reyes 
Rogers (MI) 
Ryan (WI) 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (WA) 
Toomey 
Watt

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining to vote. 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table.

f 

CHECK CLEARING FOR THE 21ST 
CENTURY ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of the 
passage of the bill, H.R. 1474, on which 
further proceedings were postponed 
earlier today. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill on 
which the yeas and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 0, 
not voting 29, as follows:

[Roll No. 246] 

YEAS—405

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 

Baldwin 
Ballance 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 

Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cole 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 

Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Janklow 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 

Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sanchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 

Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 

Van Hollen 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Ballenger 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Burton (IN) 
Carson (OK) 
Coble 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
Dicks 
Eshoo 

Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Jenkins 
Larson (CT) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lofgren 
McDermott 
McInnis 
Miller, George 
Ortiz 

Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Reyes 
Ryan (WI) 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (WA) 
Spratt 
Toomey 
Watt

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD) (during the vote). Members 
are advised two minutes remain to 
vote. 

b 1533 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table.
Stated for:
Mr. PICKERING. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 246, I was unavoidably detained. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING 
CHANGE OF MEETING PLACE 
FOR MEMBERS-ONLY BRIEFING 
ON IRAQ 

(Mr. HUNTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, the brief-
ing by Secretary Rumsfeld that was to 
take place on the floor at 4 p.m. will 
take place at 4 p.m. in Rayburn 2118. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 222 and 
S. 273. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
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