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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised that 
there are 2 minutes remaining in the 
vote. 

b 1526 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas changed 
her vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea’’. 

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

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid upon 

the table.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker. 

I was not present for rollcall votes 506, 507, 
and 508, held earlier this afternoon on the 
Charitable Giving Act (H.R. 7). Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on the 
Cardin Substitute (No. 506). I would have 
voted ‘‘yes’’ on the Motion to Recommit (No. 
507). I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on Final Pas-
sage (No. 508).

f 

AUTHORIZING SPEAKER TO POST-
PONE VOTES ON MOTIONS TO IN-
STRUCT CONFEREES CONSID-
ERED TODAY UNTIL TUESDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 23, 2003 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Speaker be au-
thorized to postpone further pro-
ceedings on any record vote ordered on 
the question of agreeing to a motion to 
instruct conferees considered today 
until Tuesday, September 23, 2003. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY), the distinguished majority 
leader, for the purposes of informing 
the House for the following week and 
perhaps thereafter. 

Mr. DELAY. I appreciate the distin-
guished whip, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to make all 
Members aware that the House has 
completed voting for the day and for 

the week. We will take any votes called 
for on the three pending motions to in-
struct next week. 

Regarding next week’s schedule, the 
House will convene on Tuesday at 12:30 
p.m. for morning hour and 2 p.m. for 
legislative business. At that time we 
expect to consider several measures 
under suspension of the rules, and any 
votes called on those measures will be 
rolled until after 6:30 p.m. 

On Wednesday the House will meet 
for legislative business at 10 a.m. We 
expect to begin consideration of H.R. 
2557, the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2003. 

Members should also be aware that 
we may be considering conference re-
ports at any time next week. We have 
a growing list of bills that could be 
ready. These include but are not lim-
ited to the fiscal year 2004 Homeland 
Security Appropriations Act, the fiscal 
2004 Department of Defense Appropria-
tions Act, and the Department of De-
fense authorization bill for fiscal 2004. 

In addition, I would like to note that 
despite the great efforts of the House 
to complete all appropriations bills by 
the end of the fiscal year, we will have 
to consider a continuing resolution 
next week. 

Finally, I would like to note for all 
Members that we do not plan to have 
votes next Friday, September 26. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that information. 

If I might, I would like to start with 
the general and then go to the specific 
for next week. I know that there are 
some of our colleagues who are trying 
to plan schedules for not only next 
week but weeks out and I know there 
has been a lot of discussion going on. 

Can the leader tell me what he an-
ticipates the schedule will be generally 
speaking in the month of October? My 
presumption is that we are going to be 
here through the end of October, as the 
Senate has not passed some of the bills 
and sent them to us. Our anticipation 
is that we will be here at least that 
long. 

Can the gentleman tell us what he 
anticipates to be the schedule for the 
weeks of October? We know that the 
Senate is taking off one of those weeks. 
I think the first full week of October 
they will be taking off. I think Mem-
bers would find it very useful if the 
gentleman could give us his thoughts 
on what our schedule would be. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman.

b 1530 

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

I do not want to prejudge the Com-
mittee on Appropriations’ work, but I 
think in dealing with the Senate, the 
House and with both sides of the aisle 
it looks like everybody is coming to-
gether in a consensus around a con-
tinuing resolution that might run us to 
October 31, and that should be a very 
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real signal to our Members that we will 
probably be in session to at least Octo-
ber 31. 

However, trying to figure out exactly 
what weeks we will and will not work 
depends a lot on the work that we still 
have pending. Any day now we antici-
pate receiving from the administration 
a supplemental appropriations bill. Ob-
viously, the Committee on Appropria-
tions will go immediately to work on 
that, but I am informed that it may 
take at least two, three, even four 
weeks with hearings and things that 
need to be done, I think all Members 
want to really look at that supple-
mental and make sure that we are 
doing the right thing, and I cannot say 
today that, definitively, we would be 
off the week that the Senate has taken 
off, but I am hoping that working over 
the weekend and through the week 
next week, we ought to be able to give 
Members some sort of idea as to what 
the month of October might look like. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, I appreciate the leader’s com-
ments, and I understand when we get 
down towards the end of the session 
you are not sure exactly how the busi-
ness will flow and you have got to 
make decisions as that occurs. 

I understand the week of October 6, 
which is I guess a week and a half from 
today, I hate to try to pin the gen-
tleman down, but Members obviously 
are trying to figure out when they get 
requests in their districts to do things, 
whether or not that October 6 date, 
again because the Senate’s going to be 
off, is a probable time that they may 
be able to work in the District or 
whether it is too problematic for them 
to make any kinds of plans. I yield to 
my friend. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman for yielding. Let 
me just correct the gentleman. The 
week of October 6 is 21⁄2 weeks from 
today, and I really believe that it is 
going to hinge on what the supple-
mental looks like and what the Com-
mittee on Appropriations thinks that 
their schedule might be in order to get 
the supplemental to the floor as quick-
ly as possible, giving the Members 
every opportunity to look at the bill 
and participate in it. 

My thinking is that if we can get 
that supplemental to the floor of the 
House by that week of October 6, we 
could very well be here voting on that 
supplemental. 

Mr. HOYER. I understand. I thank 
the gentleman. Would it be fair for 
Members to presume, absent further 
notice, that we will be meeting, as we 
have been meeting, on the Tuesday 
evening, Thursday night schedule? I 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding. As the 
gentleman knows, the House has been 
very active this year, and we have got-
ten a lot of our business done, and 
there is very important business left, 
but the requirement for floor time is 
getting less and less, and we do not 

want to keep Members here any longer 
than they have to be. So, yes, we an-
ticipate that the schedule would run at 
least Tuesday through Thursdays in 
the weeks ahead, but that could be ad-
justed, too. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. Now, if I could go to 
the specifics. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. DELAY. I do not want Members 

to misunderstand me. Also, it is com-
ing to the end of the session, and as the 
gentleman knows, I would not encour-
age Members to make a lot of plans for 
Mondays and Fridays, plans that can-
not be broken because as we get to the 
end of the session, the weeks could 
very well get longer. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, I 
understand what the leader is saying. 

On the appropriations conference re-
ports, the gentleman mentioned a num-
ber of conference reports, Homeland 
Security and DOD and the DOD author-
ization. Is there a possibility that the 
legislative branch appropriation con-
ference report could come to the floor 
next week as well or any other con-
ference reports? 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman would 
yield, the gentleman is correct. We are 
in conference on legislative branch, 
and we also are in conference on the 
military construction. Both of those 
could very well be ready for action 
next week. The appropriators are work-
ing hard, and it looks like they are 
doing their business once we get into 
conferences. So, yes, military construc-
tion and legislative branch could very 
well be up next week. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
The other conference report, there are 
many others, but one that we are very 
interested in is the labor-health-edu-
cation conference report. Does the 
leader have any insight as to when that 
might be considered on the floor? 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman would 
yield, we certainly want to try to get 
moving on this most important piece of 
legislation as soon as possible. Unfor-
tunately, the other body has trampled 
on the constitutional prerogatives of 
the House in initiating tax provisions 
in their bill. 

The bill that the other body has 
passed has been blue-slipped appro-
priately by the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and until this blue-slip 
issue is resolved, I just cannot give the 
gentleman any sort of prediction as to 
when we would appoint conferees. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, is 
that on the issue of overtime pay for 
working Americans? 

Mr. DELAY. No. If the gentleman 
would yield, my understanding is it is 
over the issue of raising Customs fees. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I under-
stand. Reclaiming my time, there is 
another conference report that we have 
been talking about now for a couple of 
weeks, and that is the FAA conference 
report, the reauthorization, which the 

authorization I think expires on Sep-
tember 30, if I am correct. Can the gen-
tleman tell the body and the Members 
the status of that conference report? 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman would 
yield, the current FAA authorization, 
as the gentleman knows, expires at the 
end of this month, and obviously we 
need to keep that program going. The 
best way to do this would be to pass 
the FAA conference report, and we 
hope to find a way. We have been work-
ing very hard on it for the last 2 weeks. 
We still hope to find a way to do that 
conference report next week. 

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, I 
thank the gentleman for his observa-
tion on that, and we want to try to 
help him find a way, but as the gen-
tleman knows, one of the provisions in 
that, which suggests privatizing the air 
traffic controllers, is a very controver-
sial item I think on both sides of the 
aisle very frankly, but giving my col-
league the information I think it is ap-
propriate for him to have, I think be-
yond that and perhaps the training of 
the attendants, which we think is also 
very important for our homeland secu-
rity and air traffic security purposes, 
but for those two I think we are pretty 
much in agreement. 

So if we can facilitate perhaps on 
that which we are in agreement, mov-
ing the bill, we would be glad to try to 
help on that effort.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would yield, the gentleman is 
absolutely correct, and the chairman 
and ranking member of the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure 
are working very hard, and hopefully, 
we will have a resolution by next week. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

There is another bill, as we all know, 
that the authorization of which is ex-
piring the end of this month, and that 
is the Transportation Efficiency Act 21. 
TEA–21, as we refer to it, is expiring. 
That has been in consideration. I know 
there is a lot of controversy about how 
much investment ought to be author-
ized in that bill. Can the gentleman 
tell us the status of that particular 
piece of legislation, which is so critical 
to the welfare of our country? I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding. 

It is my understanding that two bills 
were introduced today extending the 
funding for transportation infrastruc-
ture for the next 5 months in one bill 
and 6 months in another bill. We hope 
to have one of those bills to the floor 
by next week. The Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure is 
working very hard to prepare that bill 
for floor consideration, and the gen-
tleman is absolutely right. It is critical 
to keep highway funding flowing, par-
ticularly going into the winter season. 
We want to get as much construction 
finished in the northern States now be-
fore the winter completes, and there 
are a lot of contracts of construction 
out there right now. 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:36 Sep 18, 2003 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00071 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K17SE7.109 H17PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8358 September 17, 2003
So it is vitally important for us to 

extend the highway program while we 
are working on a more comprehensive 
6-year highway bill. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, so the gen-
tleman thinks that may be on the floor 
next week? 

Mr. DELAY. We are working hard to 
get it to the floor next week because 
we only have, starting off next week, I 
think we have 10 days before the end of 
this fiscal year. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, next to last issue I would 
bring up, I think I heard the gentleman 
say this, but I want to make sure the 
Members understand, is it the gentle-
man’s understanding, and is it his in-
tention, that if we adopt a CR, is it 
next week that he thinks we may do 
that, that the date set in that CR for 
continuing funding would be until the 
31st of October? I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding. 

While I heard there is growing sup-
port for a CR that carries us through to 
October 31, to my knowledge no final 
decisions have been made on that, but 
a decision on it is getting closer and 
closer. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, last ques-
tion, and I know it would disappoint 
my colleague if I did not pursue this 
issue, but Senator GRASSLEY in the 
other body was quoted as saying he ex-
pects the Democrats to keep the heat 
on on this issue, so we do not want to 
disappoint him either. 

I say that facetiously, but we really 
do care about the child tax credit. It 
appears that the conference is meeting. 
It appears that there is significant dis-
agreement between the House and the 
Senate, but there appears that there is, 
in this limited area, that is, extending 
the child tax credit to those families 
who are making between $10- and 
$26,000, of which there are some 61⁄2 mil-
lion families, 12 million children af-
fected by this and 200,000 military fam-
ilies, there appears to be agreement on 
this issue. 

One of the disagreements is appar-
ently that there are some of us who are 
willing to make it permanent, but 
want to at least see it active this year, 
but one of the problems apparently 
that the gentleman expressed last week 
was if we cannot make it permanent, 
we apparently cannot do it. I would 
hope, because I think we could do it 
very quickly on this floor and would 
not take much time of the body, that 
the gentleman would bring to the floor 
the Senate bill, which has the child tax 
credit, and that we might pass that or, 
alternatively, simply do a limited bill, 
send it to the Senate, and they could 
take it off the desk and pass it, but in 
either event, it would facilitate getting 
to those 61⁄2 million families the same 
kind of assistance that we have already 
given to others who have received a re-
fund of the child tax credit. I know the 
gentleman anticipated that question. I 
know he has an answer. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield, I have enjoyed my 
time in this institution working with 
the gentleman on institution matters, 
and I know the gentleman has strong-
ly-held beliefs of protecting the prerog-
atives of this institution and the will 
of the House, and I just say to the gen-
tleman under this issue, his words ‘‘ex-
tending the child tax credit’’ are crit-
ical. This House has spoken on that 
issue. This House has considered the 
Senate bill he mentions. This House 
has rejected that Senate bill as flawed, 
and this House has expressed itself be-
cause it wants to extend the child tax
credit beyond the next election, and we 
expressed it in passing with a very 
good vote a bill and sent it to the other 
body. 

I just would recommend that the gen-
tleman direct his comments and his 
strategy toward the other body. All 
they have to do is pick up the House 
bill and the gentleman will get every-
thing that he has asked for. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, I understand what the gen-
tleman said, but when one really ad-
dresses this issue in a way that reflects 
I think an honest analysis of it, there 
is disagreement between the two bodies 
on the proposal we made in the House 
and the proposal that has been made in 
the Senate. There is, however, no dis-
agreement, not a scintilla of difference, 
between the two houses on whether or 
not assistance ought to be given to 
these 61⁄2 million people, families and 12 
million children, 200,000 military fami-
lies this year. The only issue is do we 
want to do it further and keep it. Very 
frankly, I would want to do it at least 
this year, and then I will fight to do it 
next year and the year after, and our 
side of the aisle will fight side by side 
with the gentleman trying to make 
that permanent, but because there is 
no disagreement on that issue but 
there is disagreement, as the gen-
tleman points out, between our body 
and the other body on other issues in-
cluded in the bill to which the gen-
tleman refers, these 61⁄2 million fami-
lies are paying the price. 

What I am saying respectfully to the 
leader is that on the issue that I have 
brought up, there is no disagreement, 
as I understand it, with Republicans, 
with Democrats in the House or with 
Republicans or Democrats in the Sen-
ate, and because we have agreement on 
that, we ought to act, and I would urge 
the majority leader to seriously con-
sider requesting that the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and we ought to protect our jurisdic-
tion, we ought to initiate that bill but 
because we have agreement, I would 
hope we would do so. I would yield. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would yield, I would just men-
tion to the gentleman we do have a dis-
agreement. The gentleman is correct. 
Everyone in this House wants to accel-
erate the child tax credit that is al-
ready on its way for the 61⁄2 million 
families. The disagreement in this 

House is on my colleague’s side. They 
would like to allow that to expire, and 
these 61⁄2 million families would have 
their taxes increased the following 
year. We think that is a horrible pol-
icy, and we would like to, if they get 
this tax break, that they can count on 
this tax break for more than 1 year. 
This tax credit. It is not a tax break. 
This tax credit for more than a year. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time if that, as the gentleman pos-
its, is the disagreement, then I would 
say to the leader that I think I can in 
the next 96 hours get my side of the 
aisle to agree with his side of the aisle 
to pass that as a permanent extension. 
The problem we have is not between 
our bodies on that issue as I said. I 
think my party would join. These are 
folks who make between $10- and 
$26,000 who are trying to support their 
children, put them into school, get 
them through and make them good 
citizens. We want to help that, my col-
league wants to help that, but we are 
not doing it. We are not doing it be-
cause there is a disagreement between 
the two bodies. 

I think it is incorrect to characterize 
our side of the aisle as wanting this to 
expire. What we want to do is pass, and 
if there is disagreement between the 
bodies, we at least want to take one 
step, even if we cannot take five steps, 
because that one step will help those 
families. I would be glad to yield to the 
distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules.

b 1545 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 

from California. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for yielding, and I sim-
ply would like to say at this moment 
we have seen the distinguished major-
ity leader and the distinguished minor-
ity whip in their first year in these im-
portant positions go through an ex-
change of issues on which there was 
quite a bit of agreement and the most 
recent one some disagreement. 

I would like to point out to my col-
leagues that 216 years ago today, the 
framers signed the U.S. Constitution 
and began that laborious task of ensur-
ing its ratification. And to hear the 
distinguished majority leader talk 
about exercising our constitutional 
prerogatives as the first branch of gov-
ernment is very inspiring to me, and I 
know will continue to inspire all of 
those who have worked so hard to en-
sure the success of this, the greatest 
deliberative body known to man. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, I want the gentleman to 
know as the representative of the origi-
nal adopters of that extraordinary doc-
ument who were then later pleased to 
welcome to our ranks those who serve 
under that Constitution our distin-
guished citizens from Texas and distin-
guished citizens that California. And I 
had the opportunity of hearing the ma-
jority leader speak today at a cere-
mony at the National Archives at 
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which we unveiled the newly ensconced 
and protected charters of freedom, the 
Constitution of the United States pre-
ceded by the Declaration of Independ-
ence and followed closely by the Bill of 
Rights, those three extraordinary doc-
uments which stand as probably the 
most powerful statements of a free peo-
ple and of liberty and justice and a gov-
ernment of laws and not of men. They 
will be preserved from the elements as 
they have been preserved from those 
who would undermine their principles 
and their reality. 

I want to congratulate the leader for 
his comments today at that ceremony. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would continue to yield, I know 
I speak on behalf of my colleague from 
Texas when I say we both appreciate 
that the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. HOYER) welcomed us into the 
Union.

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON). The Chair reminds Members 
it is inappropriate for Members of the 
House to characterize the actions of 
the Senate in their remarks.

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY COMMITTEE 
ON RULES REGARDING AMEND-
MENTS TO H.R. 2557, WATER RE-
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 
2003 

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet next week, 
the week of September 22, to grant a 
rule which could limit the amendment 
process for floor consideration of H.R. 
2557, the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2003. The Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure ordered 
the bill reported on July 23, 2003, and 
filed its report with the House on Sep-
tember 5, 2003. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment should submit 55 copies of 
the amendment and one copy of a brief 
explanation of the amendment to the 
Committee on Rules up in room 312 
here in the Capitol by 1 p.m. by Tues-
day, September 23. Members should 
draft their amendments to the text of 
the bill as reported by the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

Mr. Speaker, Members are reminded 
that earlier in the year the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure 
set forth a specific process regarding 
the submission of projects for inclusion 
in the Water Resources Development 
Act. The Committee on Rules does not 
intend to accord priority to amend-
ments that have not gone through the 
aforementioned process. 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to ensure that 
their amendments are drafted in the 
appropriate format. Members are also 

advised to check with the Office of the 
Parliamentarian to be certain their 
amendments comply with the rules of 
the House. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H. RES. 367 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H. Res. 367. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1078 

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to have my name re-
moved as a cosponsor of H.R. 1078. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES 
ON H.R. 1308, TAX RELIEF, SIM-
PLIFICATION, AND EQUITY ACT 
OF 2003 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. RYAN of Ohio moves that the managers 

on the part of the House in the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the House amendment to the Senate amend-
ment to H.R. 1308 be instructed as follows: 

1. The House conferees shall be instructed 
to include in the conference report the provi-
sion of the Senate amendment (not included 
in the House amendment) that provides im-
mediate payments to taxpayers receiving an 
additional credit by reason of the bill in the 
same manner as other taxpayers were enti-
tled to immediate payments under the Jobs 
and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2003. 

2. The House conferees shall be instructed 
to include in the conference report the provi-
sion of the Senate amendment (not included 
in the House amendment) that provides fam-
ilies of military personnel serving in Iraq, 
Afghanistan, and other combat zones a child 
credit based on the earnings of the individ-
uals serving in the combat zone. 

3. The House conferees shall be instructed 
to include in the conference report all of the 
other provisions of the Senate amendment 
and shall not report back a conference report 
that includes additional tax benefits not off-
set by other provisions. 

4. To the maximum extent possible within 
the scope of conference, the House conferees 
shall be instructed to include in the con-
ference report other tax benefits for military 
personnel and the families of the astronauts 
who died in the Columbia disaster. 

5. The House conferees shall, as soon as 
practicable after the adoption of this mo-
tion, meet in open session with the Senate 
conferees and the House conferees shall file a 
conference report consistent with the 
preceeding provisions of this instruction, not 
later than the second legislative day after 
adoption of this motion.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that the motion be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) and a 
member of the opposing party each will 
control 30 minutes. 

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

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Today I am offering a motion to in-
struct conferees on the child tax credit. 
I thank all Members of Congress, espe-
cially the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO), for initially 
offering her leadership on this motion. 

Mr. Speaker, the tax bill that was 
passed by Congress neglected 12 million 
children in America’s low-income 
working families by cutting them out 
of the child tax credit plan. 

My motion to instruct does a few 
things. It instructs the conferees to 
agree to the Senate language that pro-
vides for tax credit checks to be mailed 
immediately to low-income families. It 
also provides that the tax credit be ex-
tended to personnel in combat zones in 
Iraq, Afghanistan and elsewhere; and 
the conferees could easily accomplish 
these changes and bring up a final bill 
within 2 days which is what the motion 
calls for. 

In Ohio, the House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight 
states that over 25,000 working families 
were cut out of this provision. These 
are families who work hard. They do 
pay taxes. Unlike what many Members 
have said during the debate in the last 
few months, these individuals may not 
pay income tax, but they pay property 
tax, sales tax, they pay user fees, they 
pay tolls to get on the roads; and so 
they do contribute to the economy. 
They do pay taxes. 

I was having an interesting conversa-
tion with a Republican friend who was 
listening to this debate happen because 
this is not the first time we have had 
this debate in the Chamber, and he said 
they do not pay taxes. I said they do 
pay taxes. They pay sales tax and prop-
erty tax. He said give them a rebate on 
their property tax. My question to him 
is what is the difference? 

Mr. Speaker, these people need help, 
and we have not done enough for them 
in this Chamber. We have an oppor-
tunity with this bill to make and have 
real impact on low-income families. 

One last example that this bill, this 
motion, would help those military fam-
ilies that we talk so much about. One 
example that we have, an E–5 or E–6 
sergeant, 6 years of service, two chil-
dren, making $29,000 a year. If he does 
not serve in combat, both of his chil-
dren qualify for the credit. They get 
the thousand-dollar credit. If he is in 
combat for 6 months, his or her credit 
drops to $450. I do not think there is a 
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