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taxes every day and are fighting in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, and all around the 
world is finally sparking national at-
tention, and even more important, it is 
sparking bills in the Congress. And 
bills not only from me and my side of 
the aisle, but I am pleased to note from 
my Republican friends. 

Several Members are considering or 
have already put in bills to give voting 
rights for the residents of the District 
of Columbia, and all of these are Re-
publican bills and worth noting on this 
floor. On behalf of the people of the 
District of Columbia, I want to express 
my appreciation for these Members 
who have come forward with their own 
bills. 

The first national interest comes, of 
course, from our ‘‘First in the Nation’’ 
primary. It was nonbinding, but that 
did not much matter. People came out 
in double the numbers they came out 
in the 2000 Presidential primary. And 
they came out because the primary was 
in part to cast a personal protest vote 
against paying taxes without represen-
tation here in the House, no represen-
tation in the Senate whatsoever, and 
yet serving as we have in our Armed 
Forces since our Nation was estab-
lished, all without representation. 
Today, we are once again dispropor-
tionately represented in our Armed 
Forces in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

The bills, however, are not about pro-
test. They are about a remedy. I am 
still gathering signatures, and am 
grateful to Members who have signed 
on to my No Taxation Without Rep-
resentation Act, and I will continue to 
do so. Indeed, this bill got out of com-
mittee in the Senate a couple of years 
ago, and I certainly have not given up 
on it. But I do want to come to the 
floor this afternoon to say I welcome 
bills, especially the bills by my Repub-
lican friends, and I am very encouraged 
and will continue to work with them 
until we get a bill that everybody can 
agree upon. 

My own bill, of course, would give 
representation in the House and the 
Senate for the District of Columbia. 
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TOM 
DAVIS), Chair of the Committee on 
Government Reform, which has over-
sight for the District of Columbia, is 
considering a bill that would have a 
House-only seat. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REG-
ULA) has long favored and often in the 
past put in bills for voting rights. His 
is a retrocession bill. D.C. would return 
to the State of Maryland, that is to 
say, if Maryland agreed, with Congress 
maintaining control over the Federal 
enclave. 

And now the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) has come 
forward with a bill that treats the Dis-
trict, for purposes of voting rights 
only, as Maryland citizens. District 
residents could vote in Maryland, could 
run for the Maryland Senate seats. We 
would remain an independent jurisdic-
tion and there would be no retroces-
sion. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
KUCINICH) has represented that he is 
considering a statehood bill. The prob-
lem with that, and I appreciate his in-
terest, is that we had a vote on state-
hood in 1993, but the District had a 
grave financial problem and had to 
give back State costs, so we do not 
presently qualify to become a State. 

We are asking for voting representa-
tion because every citizen qualifies for 
representation in her legislature. As 
long as the Federal Government takes 
the money of the people I represent 
every April 15, as long as we have men 
and women fighting and dying abroad, 
and today especially in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, it is simply intolerable for 
there to be unequal representation. 

For my constituents, this is a pure 
and simple question of disparate treat-
ment, inequality of treatment and dis-
crimination. At a time when we are in-
sisting on democracy not only in Iraq 
but everywhere we see, everywhere we 
go in the world, at some point people 
are going to point their fingers right at 
us and say, ‘‘Why do you not give the 
same democracy to the people who live 
closest to you, the people of your own 
Nation’s capital?’’ To that, our only 
answer can be,’’Duh?’’

We do not have any answer. The fact 
that I have colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle, three of them, who have 
come forward with their own bills says 
to me that there is a gathering con-
sensus that we can, in fact, move for-
ward with a bill. 

I am not going to abandon my bill at 
the moment. Ultimately all of these 
bills will come together, and I have no 
doubt that together we can find the so-
lution to the last remaining and most 
intolerable scar on our democracy. 

My thanks, finally and once again, to 
my colleagues, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS), the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. REGULA), and the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

f 

b 1730 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER). Under a previous order 
of the House, the gentlewoman from Il-
linois (Mrs. BIGGERT) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Mrs. BIGGERT addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

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

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

WHERE IS THE OUTRAGE? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 

MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in a mood to lament what is 
going on in this House. The American 
people, I think, sometimes do not un-
derstand what it means to have one-
party government. The United States 
right now is in the hands of one party 
from the Presidency through the Sen-
ate, right on through the House of Rep-
resentatives. One party makes all of 
the decisions. That has a very strong 
effect on what happens around here. 
Issues that might raise questions if 
they are in the hands of the majority 
party are clearly not raised. If they are 
an issue of the minority party, who 
cares because the majority is running 
the place and there is really very little 
that the majority cannot do, from the 
way it has handled the Committee on 
Rules to the way it handles bills all up 
and down the line. 

If it was just the processes of the 
House that I was depressed or upset 
about, that would be one thing. But 
there are huge issues that I think af-
fect the American body politic. When 
people think about the Congress, there 
is often a saying, that people like their 
Congressperson, but they do not like 
Congress in general because of the 
things that they see happen here. 

The first issue that brought this to 
my mind was the issue of the outing of 
a CIA agent by someone in the White 
House. I am not someone who is enam-
ored of the CIA, but still someone who 
knows the importance of the CIA; and 
I believe that the protection of CIA 
agents is absolutely paramount. We 
cannot have an intelligence agency 
that is being exposed on every hand by 
anybody for any political purpose. The 
issue comes up, there is no outrage in 
this body. 

We will give them $40 billion more 
for the budget for that agency, but we 
will for political purposes out an agent 
anytime we feel it is politically, or 
some people will, anytime they think 
it is politically expedient. It obviously 
came from the White House, and we are 
several months down the road, and 
there is nothing happening. They have 
moved it now to a special prosecutor in 
Chicago. Why there, I do not know. Fi-
nally, the Attorney General felt he 
could not handle it; it was too hot to 
deal with in the Justice Department, 
so it is gone. 

There are other things that happen 
here. We have intelligence leaks in the 
other body. There is no outrage any-
where. No one demands an inquiry be-
cause the man who did it apparently, 
we do not know, and it is not clear who 
did it, but it is clear there should be an 
investigation of an intelligence leak. It 
does not happen. Where is the outrage 
in this place? Is it only Democrats in 
the minority that feel outrage? Are 
there no Republicans who care about 
the intelligence agencies in this coun-
try that allow leaks, allow outing of 
agents? 

The other thing that we do in this 
House is we deal with public policy, 
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huge public policy, policy that affects 
20, 30, 40, 50 million people at a swipe, 
not little issues. Sure, there is the mu-
seum that goes up in somebody’s dis-
trict, and people get all excited about 
the pork involved in that kind of thing. 
Those are not the issues people should 
be outraged about. 

The outrage ought to be about issues 
like, take the pharmaceutical bill. It 
comes to the floor. Medicare affects 40 
million people. The issue sits on this 
floor frozen in time for almost 2 hours 
while the leadership of the majority 
tries to get the votes. We are told that 
the voting closes down after 15 min-
utes, but that issue could go for 2 
hours. Where is the outrage in this 
body? 

Mr. Speaker, one Member even sug-
gested he was given a little extra en-
couragement.

f 

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

(Mr. SKELTON addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

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

(Mr. FILNER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

THE BUDGET AND FISCAL POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I can-
not think of an issue that has com-
manded more attention on the floor of 
this House, and rightly so, probably 
since its inception, than the issue of 
the budget, and how much we should be 
spending, and how much we are going 
to spend. This year is no different in 
that regard in that there will be a 
great deal of attention paid to it and a 
lot of words expended on it. 

I am a member of the Committee on 
the Budget, and we are beginning that 
process today to write the budget reso-
lution, that document that we then 
submit to Congress for its approval and 
will hopefully become sort of an out-
line for how we will spend the tax-
payers’ money in this next fiscal year. 

As we embark upon that project, we 
are given a lot of information to start 

our deliberations. I must say the infor-
mation that we have been given this 
year, in just the last few days actually, 
is really quite startling. It prompts 
certainly me and I think it will prompt 
many other people to begin perhaps an 
early discussion of the issue of the 
budget and what we are in store for 
when we start looking at some of the 
implications of our fiscal policy. 

There is a friend of mine who is an 
ex-governor of the State of Colorado, 
and he is now teaching at the Univer-
sity of Denver in Colorado. He is teach-
ing a class called Hard Choices, Dif-
ficult Choices I believe is the name of 
it. He presents his students with a vari-
ety of difficult questions they will have 
to answer from a public policy stand-
point, what would they do if they were 
in our shoes. 

I cannot think of a more difficult 
task to put before anyone than to come 
up with the right decision when it 
comes to how much money we are 
going to be spending in the next fiscal 
year, how much money are we going to 
be taking away from our constituents 
not just today, but how much debt are 
we going to be giving our grand-
children and their grandchildren, and 
millions and millions and millions of 
Americans yet unborn. It is fright-
ening, it is overwhelming, and I can 
understand why many Americans, per-
haps even some of our colleagues here 
on the floor, would tend to just let all 
of this go over their heads saying this 
is overwhelming stuff, the numbers are 
so huge, I am just not going to focus on 
it that much. But I suggest that it is 
imperative that every single Member 
and every single citizen focus on these 
numbers and on the debt we are incur-
ring and on the enormous amount of 
money we are spending even though we 
are not taking in the same amount of 
money in taxes. 

Let me preface my remarks by say-
ing I am absolutely convinced that the 
problem here and that I am going to 
address in the next few minutes has 
nothing to do with the possibility that 
we are not taking enough money away 
from taxpayers. I believe that the tax 
rates, especially for folks in the 
middle- and upper-income tax rates are 
quite high, significant, and high 
enough, certainly. 

I think a case could be made that we 
are not taking enough from everyone 
in the country, every income earner. 
Some people have suggested that some 
sort of tax, there ought to be a min-
imum tax that anybody who makes 
any money has to pay because then 
they have a stake in the system. I 
think there is merit in that discussion, 
and I would like to have more of it. I 
think the people who are paying taxes 
are certainly paying enough taxes. The 
problem is not on that side of the ledg-
er, as far as I am concerned. The prob-
lem is almost entirely on the other side 
of the ledger, the spending side of the 
ledger. 

The blame can be shared by every 
single Member, myself included. I do 

not stand here as someone who has 
never voted for a program increase. I 
certainly have. I have voted almost 
every time in the 5 years I have been 
here for the defense appropriations. We 
recently all had the opportunity to 
vote for the homeland security appro-
priations, and I have supported those. I 
believe, and I still believe, that the pri-
mary responsibility of the Federal Gov-
ernment is to protect and defend the 
people of this country and almost all of 
the other things that we do are extra-
neous to that particular purpose. 

Surprising as it is to many people, 
there is, of course, no requirement in 
the Constitution of the United States 
that the Federal Government provide 
funding for the education of children, 
although it is certainly a laudable 
goal. There is nothing in the Constitu-
tion that requires us to be doing prob-
ably 75 percent of what we do. It is not 
required. We are required to protect 
and defend, and that is why I have been 
willing to go along with increases in 
those budgets. But we have to make 
some very hard choices, very hard 
choices for all of us because we are at 
a point where the case could be made 
that the budget is out of control. 

We are now approaching $500 billion 
in deficits for the next fiscal year, and 
we can no longer think about this as 
something that we can get under con-
trol in the near future, that we can 
grow our way out of it or tax our way 
out of it. Those two things I do not be-
lieve are legitimate short-term goals. 

I certainly believe that the economy 
can be stimulated by a lot of the ac-
tions we have taken, including tax 
cuts; and I believe we are seeing some 
of that happen. I think there are a lot 
of indicators to suggest that the econ-
omy is recovering. We are noticing a 
growth in productivity, we are noticing 
a growth in manufacturing jobs, a gen-
eral growth in the economy and eco-
nomic activity for the third quarter of 
the last year, which I should say was 
almost historical, over 8 percent. There 
are certainly some indicators that 
would suggest that the economy is get-
ting stimulated and that we are begin-
ning to see a growth even in the jobs 
category which has been the one that 
has been the most reluctant and most 
difficult to actually affect positively 
by our tax actions. 

However, I do not believe that 
growth will ever be enough to over-
come the spending spree this Congress 
and past Congresses have been on, 
along with the administration. 

Something that was just given to 
Members not too long ago by the comp-
troller, and it was put out by the U.S. 
Accounting Office and the comptroller, 
is information that I know for a lot of 
people would be pretty darn boring 
stuff. When discussed, people think it 
is billions and trillions, what is rel-
evant about it.

b 1745 

Again, I think it is really important 
for us to understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
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