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AMERICA’S GOAL: DO NOT SPEND

THE SURPLUS
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.

BIGGERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, tonight the President of the
United States will come before this
Chamber in joint session, and I suspect
he is going to talk about three areas
that should be important to all of us.
One is what do we do with taxes and
how much should they be lowered, and
should we continue a wartime tax rate
in this time of peace that is now bring-
ing in an estimated $5.6 trillion of sur-
pluses over the next 10 years, and prob-
ably that is going to be much higher;
and, is it reasonable to say that sur-
pluses are really overtaxation.

The next question I think that he
will also address is Social Security and
the importance of keeping Social Secu-
rity solvent. If we were to have a per-
fect world, or, if you will, a perfect
Congress, we would probably not have
a tax cut and we would start a program
keeping Social Security solvent. But
the danger in this body and over in the
Senate is, if the money is laying there,
all this extra surplus money coming in,
if it is sort of laying there on the
counter, if you will, Congress tends to
increase spending.

The President will also talk about
the importance of continuing to pay
down the debt. And, if you will join me
on this chart for just a second for what
is the debt of this country, the total
public debt as defined in law is made up
of three areas where government is
borrowing. One is the debt held by the
public, the Wall Street debt, the Treas-
ury bills that are issued on a regular
basis. That is approximately $3.4 tril-
lion. On the top we see the pink area,
and the pink area is about $1.1 trillion
of money that has been borrowed from
extra Social Security taxes coming in,
so what government has been doing for
the last 40 years is taking this extra
surplus from Social Security and
spending it on other programs. At least
now we have decided to, even though
we are not doing anything to fix Social
Security and keep it solvent, at least
we are not going to spend that money,
we have decided. The other area is
about $1.2 trillion that is the other 116
trust funds of Federal Government.

So what we are doing, if we do not fix
Social Security and do not use some of
that money to invest better than the
job we are doing right now with Social
Security, we are lending it to the gov-
ernment, government writes an IOU
and says, you cannot cash this in, but
we will write you an IOU from the
money we are borrowing from Social
Security, we are taking the actual cash
dollars and using it to pay down the
debt held by the public. So over time,
the debt held by the public will go
down, but the amount that we owe the
Social Security Trust Fund and the

other trust funds will go up, to keep
the total debt of this country about
even and not have the total go down.

Madam Speaker, this represents what
has happened to the public debt, all
three of the previous charts. If my col-
leagues will join me on this chart, we
will see that the public debt of this
country has remained relatively low up
until the last 20 years, and now it is
skyrocketing. What that means to me
is that whether it is the debt held by
the public or what we owe the Social
Security Trust Fund or what we owe
the other trust funds, somehow, some
place, some time, government is going
to have to come up with the money to
pay that loan back.

So that is the challenge for us. Where
do we come up with that money? How
do we come up with that money? If all
we do is shuffle boxes around and use
the surpluses coming in from Social
Security and the other trust funds to
pay down the debt held by the public,
the debt will go way down low; but
when the baby boomers start retiring,
then we have to come up with the extra
money needed to pay Social Security
benefits, and the debt will soar. So
again, if we are looking at the previous
chart, the debt of this country has been
going up tremendously, and now, if we
use a little bit of the money of the So-
cial Security surplus to pay down the
debt, the debt will actually go down,
but then again on the chart we just
looked at, we just reviewed, it will
again soar.

The challenge before this body is
what do we do with the surplus money
coming in? Madam Speaker, listen to
the increased spending dilemma that
has faced this Congress. In 1997, we set
budget caps. If we had stuck to those
budget caps that we set in 1997, the in-
creased spending over the next 10 years
would have been $1.7 trillion less than
it is today. Because of that increased
spending, because of the propensity of
this Chamber and the Senate and the
White House to spend more money, we
have increased spending more over the
next 10 years because of what we have
done in the last 5 than what the Presi-
dent is suggesting as a tax cut. Some of
the tax cut will help get some of the
money out of town so we will not spend
it. That is our goal.
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HOUSE MUST ADDRESS ISSUE OF
INTENTIONAL DISENFRANCHISE-
MENT OF MILITARY VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GOSS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSS. Madam Speaker, I had the
great privilege and honor to travel
with colleagues during this past Presi-
dents’ break under the leadership of
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BE-
REUTER) to visit parliamentarians who
deal with NATO concerns. As most
Americans know, we have valuable
partners overseas providing defense for

peace and well-being all across the At-
lantic, including the North American
countries and our allies and friends
overseas in Europe. We get together a
couple of times a year to examine pol-
icy and, of course, at this time there is
a great deal of interest in the new ad-
ministration and where it is going. We
had useful meetings, timely meetings,
and there will be reports coming forth
on those in time.

I wanted to speak about an aspect of
the trip we took this time that I think
is more important, because there is
some business for our House. As is cus-
tomary, we quite often visit our troops
when we are out in these areas. We go
to remote areas, places like the Sinai
on this trip, and dangerous areas,
places like the Balkans; and we go to
support areas, places like Italy and
places where there are active oper-
ations in places like Turkey where our
troops are flying, our Air Force. We
talk to our troops. We get right out
there; we do not get just the red carpet
treatment talking to the officers. We
talk to the men and women in uniform,
hearing what their gripes are, their
concerns, worries and wants; and we
try to get the message back to them to
say thanks for what they are doing. We
talk to the Army, Marines, Air Force,
and Coast Guard when we are in those
places.

There was a lot of concern this time
in our conversations with the troops;
but we did find a common thread on a
subject that this House needs to do
something about, and that was the fact
that their vote was not counted in the
last election. There is a concern out
there that the extra efforts they took,
because it is tough to get their votes
cast when they are involved in military
duty, because they are doing things in
remote parts of the world and it is not
like the pleasures that we have and the
convenience and the logistics we have,
just going and casting our votes on
Election Day in this country or even
doing an absentee ballot in this coun-
try. It is very complicated for them.

So the fact that their vote may have
been thrown out is particularly dis-
turbing to them, whether it was be-
cause of technical problems like the
postmarks on the ballots or the rules
for witnesses or whether or not there
are time deadlines that could not be
managed and so forth because of where
they were. These are correctable
things, and between the work of the
States and the supervisors of elections
at the local level and the Federal-level
rules, I think we can get this corrected
and taken care of.

Madam Speaker, what troubled the
troops the most was that there are ap-
parently some people who actively
wanted to disenfranchise the military
vote because it did not measure up
ideologically with the views of their
candidate. Unfortunately, as we read in
Florida, and I am proud to represent a
good part of Florida, southwest Flor-
ida, we read public reports in the news-
paper that indeed, efforts were under
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