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Miller (MI) Rangel Sodrel
Miller (NC) Regula Solis
Miller, George Rehberg Souder
Mollohan Reichert Spratt
Moore (KS) Renzi Stark
Moore (WI) Reyes Stearns
Moran (KS) Reynolds Strickland
Murphy Rogers (AL) Stupak
Murtha Rogers (KY) Sweeney
Musgrave Rogers (MI) Tancredo
Myrick Rohrabacher Tanner
Nadler Ros-Lehtinen Tauscher
Napolitan R
Negf (I\SIA)O Rgiiman Taylor (MS)

Taylor (NC)
Neugebauer Roybal-Allard Terry
Ney Royce
Northup Ruppersberger $Eg$§: on (CA)
Norwood Rush Thompson (MS)
Nunes Ryan (OH) Thornberry
Nussle Ryan (WI) Tiahrt
Oberstar Ryun (KS) Tiberi
Obey Salazar .
Olver Sanchez, Linda Tierney
Ortiz . %3‘&:
Osborne Sanchez, Loretta
Otter Sanders Udall (CO)
Oxley Saxton Udall (NM)
Pallone Schakowsky Upton
Pascrell Schiff Van Hollen
Pastor Schmidt Velazquez
Paul Schwartz (PA) Visclosky
Payne Schwarz (MI) Walden (OR)
Pearce Scott (GA) Walsh
Pelosi Scott (VA) Waters
Pence Sensenbrenner Watson
Peterson (MN) Serrano Watt
Peterson (PA) Sessions Waxman
Petri Shadegg Weiner
Pickering Shaw Weldon (FL)
Pitts Shays Weldon (PA)
Platts Sherman Weller
Poe Sherwood Westmoreland
Pombo Shimkus Wexler
Pomeroy Shuster Whitfield
Porter Simmons Wicker
Price (GA) Simpson Wilson (NM)
Price (NC) Skelton Wilson (SC)
Pryce (OH) Slaughter Wolf
Putnam Smith (NJ) Wu
Radanovich Smith (TX) Wynn
Rahall Smith (WA) Young (AK)
Ramstad Snyder Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—24
Bishop (UT) Gutierrez Owens
Bonilla Hinchey Sabo
Brown, Corrine Hunter Sullivan
Campbell (CA) Kilpatrick (MI) Wamp
Chandler LaHood Wasserman
Davis (FL) Lee Schultz
Edwards Lipinski Woolsey
Ford Miller, Gary
Gibbons Moran (VA)
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So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
were suspended and the Senate bill was
passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably absent from this chamber today. |
would like the RECORD to show that, had |
been present, | would have voted “yea” on
rolicall votes 8 and 9.

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Mr. Speaker,
personal reasons require my absence from
legislative business scheduled for today, Tues-
day, February 14, 2006. Had | been present,
| would have voted “yea” on H. Con. Res.
322, a resolution expressing the sense of
Congress regarding the contribution of the
USO to our service men and women of our
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armed forces (rollcall No. 8) and “yea” on S.
1989, the Holly A. Charette Post Office Build-
ing Designation Act (rollcall No. 9).

URGING SENATE ACTION ON
IMMIGRATION

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, this country is in
dire need of immigration reform and
tighter border security. Officials at all
levels of government and across party
lines have felt this need. However, in-
stead of acting, we are sitting back and
debating the details of amnesty or no
amnesty, guest worker or no guest
worker, et cetera.

I call on my colleagues in both the
House and the Senate to move political
positioning and think about the men
and women that they represent. There
will undoubtedly be areas of disagree-
ment, yet this must not stop us from
moving forward to secure our borders
this year.

Our constituents deserve to know
that they are safe and that they can
live out their lives without the threat
of terror at their doorstep, and they de-
serve nothing less.

———

MEDICARE PART D AND
COMMUNITY PHARMACISTS

(Ms. HERSETH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
discuss the crisis facing our commu-
nity pharmacists, particularly those in
rural communities. Of all the health
care professionals struggling with the
implementation of the new Medicare
drug benefit, pharmacists appear to be
the most negatively affected.

Guess what? Pharmacists are facing
another blow. The recently enacted
cuts to the Medicaid program are
achieved by changes in the way we re-
imburse pharmacies for prescription
drugs.

The choices made during the budget
reconciliation process once again tar-
geted our Nation’s pharmacists with-
out asking for corresponding sacrifices
from the pharmaceutical manufactur-
ers and the PBMs.

This one-two punch is not only bad
policy, it is outrageous. Health and
Human  Services Secretary Mike
Leavitt praised pharmacists last week
for their ‘‘heroic’” efforts in shoul-
dering the burden for implementing
Medicare Part D.

Their reward? Drastic pharmacy re-
imbursement cuts in the Medicaid pro-
gram that will have a devastating im-
pact on our communities, dispropor-
tionately impacting the poorest and
sickest Americans that will no doubt
put hundreds, if not thousands, of
small businesses out of business.

It is time this body quit taking the
path of least resistance and base our
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health policy decisions on what is good
for our constituents, communities and
small businesses, not the powerful drug
and insurance companies. I respectfully
and urgently ask my colleagues to ad-
dress this important issue.

———

PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

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

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, last
year, the President’s budget zeroed out
the Byrne Justice Assistance Grant
program, and this was devastating to
the drug task forces around the coun-
try. Byrne funds are the primary
source of funds for drug task forces and
are critical in combating methamphet-
amine abuse.

Congress restored $410 million of
Byrne funds, but this is way short of
the $1.1 billion of authorized spending
that was allowed. The State of Texas
was forced to eliminate drug task
forces, and other States are now con-
sidering doing so.

The President’s 2007 budget proposal
again eliminates Byrne funds. Unless
Congress restores these funds at an
adequate level, we will lose the drug
task forces in nearly all of our States.
This is our most effective means of
combating methamphetamine abuse.
For every $1 that we spend on edu-
cation and prevention, we get $9 at the
back end and save costs on imprison-
ment, crime and all the things that are
attendant to methamphetamine abuse.

Meth is sweeping across the country,
and we certainly urge the Congress to
restore these funds as rapidly as we
can.

0 1915
RESPECT RELIGIONS

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, as co-chair of the Pakistan
Caucus, it saddens me to see the loss of
life that has occurred and the violence
that is raging throughout the Muslim
world and as well in Pakistan.

It would seem appropriate that the
Danish Government and the Prime
Minister would spend less time point-
ing a finger at fundamentalist Islamic
activities and groups and really speak
to the hundreds of millions of Muslims
around the world who are peace-loving
and believing in humankind and, of
course, the world humanity.

It is appropriate to admit mistakes;
it is appropriate to announce the fact
that I am appealing to the Muslims
who believe in peace and harmony in
the words of the Koran. It would be ap-
propriate to say that we made a mis-
take in degrading the religion, that we
do have a respect for diversity and reli-
gion.

It would not be to undermine the fact
of the first amendment, to be able to
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acknowledge that a mistake has been
made. It would be the same way of ac-
knowledging if the degradation of
other religions were to occur and many
voices would rise. Why not admit that
the cartoons were degrading of a reli-
gion. It did not show the appreciation
of religion and, in fact, we can all do
better.

We have a respect for each other’s
differences, and we join together in
harmony and world peace. I would ask
the Danish Government to stop hiding
behind the first amendment or at least
the premise of free speech and deal
with the question of religious diversity
and appreciation.

————
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CONAWAY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

————

GUNS IN THE WORKPLACE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. McCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, in
the last year the gun lobby has contin-
ued to defy common sense by pursuing
a radical agenda in Congress and in
State legislatures. Last year Congress
passed legislation to give the gun in-
dustry unprecedented immunity from
litigation and other legal action.

Thanks to this new law, dishonest
and corrupt gun dealers will be held ac-
countable for their negligence. Almost
2 years ago, Congress let the ban on as-
sault weapons expire, and this year’s
budget cuts bullet-proof vest grants for
police departments. Congress is allow-
ing criminals to better arm them-
selves, and now the budget is taking
away protection from our police offi-
cers.

But sadly, the gun lobby isn’t done
defying common sense with legislation.
The NRA is currently lobbying for
States to prohibit employers from ban-
ning guns on their private property. It
does not matter if someone works in a
school, day care center, bar, or even a
facility that produces hazardous mate-
rials. The NRA wants to let them come
to work with a loaded gun in their car.

In fact, the NRA is suing companies
who ban guns in the workplace. Let us
set the record straight here. I have no
problem for a legal citizen to be able to
purchase a gun. But allowing loaded
guns in day care centers, parking lots,
that does not make sense. Right out-
side of chemical plants, again, makes
no sense. This is a recipe for disaster.

The NRA and its allies say that
workers bringing guns to work and
leaving them in their parked cars
makes for a safer workplace, but they
never explain how. Last month, an ex-
employee of a post office in California
opened fire at a mail processing plant,
unfortunately killing six people.
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Having loaded guns in cars outside
the facility has not saved one life. In
fact, I cannot think of a single work-
place shooting that could have been
prevented by loaded guns being kept in
company parking lots. But I can think
of numerous scenarios that would
make a shooting more likely with guns
on the premises.

What happens when a criminal learns
that parked cars, often left unattended,
contain loaded weapons? What is stop-
ping them from breaking into cars and
using those guns for crimes? Criminals
break into parked cars to steal stereo
speakers. They would not hesitate to
take a loaded gun. What if an employee
brings his or her gun into their place of
work. A gun could be misfired or end
up in the hands of someone else.

Worse yet, somebody who isn’t le-
gally allowed to own a firearm could
gain access to a co-worker’s gun. Stud-
ies show that guns are already the
third greatest workplace safety hazard,
behind vehicles and heavy machinery.

In fact, 17 people are killed by guns
on the job each week. A study done by
the University of North Carolina re-
vealed that Kkillings are five times
more likely to occur at job sites where
guns are allowed in workplaces than
where they are prohibited. The NRA
has targeted State legislatures for this
ridiculous campaign.

The Florida legislature is considering
making it a felony for employers to
ban workers from having guns on the
company property. Similar laws have
passed in Alaska, Minnesota, and OKla-
homa. I fear it is only a matter of time
before they bring their cause before
Congress.

Fortunately, the business commu-
nity has rallied against the NRA on
this matter, and for good reason. Busi-
nesses know that if they fire someone,
who is to say that person is not going
to go out into the car and get their gun
and come in and try to do the mayhem
against an employer. Are they going to
have a safe room for someone that has
been fired to go there? The liability
costs are going to also be involved in
private companies.

Also, layoffs and firings are a tough
reality in today’s economy. How will
companies handle giving employees
bad news when they may have loaded
guns in their cars? Seems to me the
latest initiative of the NRA creates a
lot more problems than it solves.

Mr. Speaker, instead of being a rub-
ber stamp for the NRA in 2006, let us
focus on laws that keep guns out of the
hands of criminals and terrorists. It is
time for common sense, not misguided
extremism.

———
SIMPLIFIED USA TAX, SUSAT

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

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, tonight I would like to talk
about our current Tax Code and its dis-
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content, a tax system that has stifled
economic growth, has encumbered our
resources and miles of red tape and
needlessly burdened working Ameri-
cans.

Our Tax Code is too complicated and
is riddled with obvious inequities. It
punishes savings and investment, re-
ducing economic and job growth; and it
burdens domestic industry struggling
to remain competitive.

As a member of the Ways and Means
Committee, I have long advocated a
tabula rasa approach to the Tax Code,
a complete overhaul grounded in first
principles. Our objective must be to re-
place the current antiquated tax sys-
tem with one that can sustain a free
capitalist society in the 21st century.
That means a Tax Code that is simple,
fair, and stable.

The new Tax Code I have developed,
the Simplified USA Tax Act, or
SUSAT, puts the right incentives in
place to grow our economy and ulti-
mately raise our standard of living. In
fact, many of the provisions included
in my bill were recommended by the
President’s advisory panel on Federal
tax reform as part of their growth and
investment plan.

My proposal has three key compo-
nents. First, it simplifies the code by a
factor of about 75 percent. Second, it
takes the taxes off of savings to pro-
mote thrift and avert a national sav-
ings crisis. Third, it makes America
significantly more competitive, there-
by creating better jobs within our bor-
ders.

The Simplified USA Tax starts out
with just three simple low rates: 15 per-
cent at the bottom, 25 percent in the
middle, and 30 percent at top. Through
a payroll tax credit to all wage earners,
SUSAT effectively lowers the income
tax rates to about 7 percent to 17 per-
cent for nearly all Americans.

Under my proposal, and this is one
significant departure from the Presi-
dent’s panel recommendation, every-
one gets a deduction for the mortgage
interest on their home. In addition, the
SUSAT tax allows charitable donations
and tuition deductions. To further en-
sure that the new Tax Code would be
progressive, my proposal also permits
all families to take a generous family
credit and qualifying families to take
an additional refundable work credit.
These two credits simplify and improve
the current child credit and earned in-
come tax credit.

I believe the Tax Code must also give
Americans a fair opportunity to save
part of their earnings. By taking the
taxes off of savings, we will increase
the savings rate and ultimately reduce
the cost of capital.

My proposal encourages savings by
allowing everyone to contribute to an
unlimited Roth IRA. It also repeals the
individual and corporate alternative
minimum tax, Federal death and gift
taxes. Mr. Speaker, as you can see, the
individual tax system, under my pro-
posal, is designed to be much simpler
than the status quo.
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