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When any major department or agen-
cy of the Federal Government can be
described by a mainstream magazine
like Newsweek as lawless, abusive and
out of control, things have gotten to a
pretty sad state. It is especially sad
when an agency as intrusive as the In-
ternal Revenue Service can be accu-
rately described in that way. So I
think we basically should just take the
Internal Revenue Code that we have
now and junk it and start over again. I
think about 85 or 90 percent of the
American people feel that way.

Mr. SCHAFFER. On the matter of
constituent input, how helpful do you
find that representing your district in
Tennessee?

Mr. DUNCAN. I find it very helpful.
For those who think that we have cut
taxes too much, a few years ago we had
a $90 billion tax cut spread over 5 years
because that was the most we could get
through at that time. Some of the
more liberal Members Kkicked and
screamed about that, but that was
spread over b years.

That was a tax cut of slightly less
than 1 percent of Federal revenues over
that 5-year period. Now the average
person pays about 40 percent of his or
her income in taxes and another 10 per-
cent in government regulatory costs,
at a minimum. So today you have one
spouse working to support the govern-
ment while the other spouse works to
support the family.

I know the President said in Buffalo
that he could not support a tax de-
crease because the American people
would not spend it wisely. I can say I
think they would spend it much more
wisely than this wasteful, inefficient
Federal Government that we have
today.

Mr. KINGSTON. Following up on the
comments of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN), it is amazing that
the President would say that the hard-
working people who earn the money
cannot spend it as well as some of the
people here in Washington, maybe in-
cluding the four of us. But I can say
one thing. I believe people can spend
their money better than we can spend
their money.

The tax cut that you alluded to last
year, it was an $18 billion tax cut for
one year; $18 billion out of a $1.7 tril-
lion budget. It was just a slither of a
slither in this huge $1.7 trillion pot,
and it was killed by the Senate.

Now, the Senate and the White House
ganged up on the House to kill the
Marriage Tax Penalty Relief Act, and I
think that it is ridiculous to have that
kind of obstruction to doing something
that is common sense for the tax sys-
tem. I hope this year that if we pass it
that the other body will find their
senses and quit siding with the liberal
White House on everything and act like
conservatives and pass tax reductions.

Mr. SCHAFFER. In the remaining
minute, I would ask the gentleman
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from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH), is there
anything he can do to dramatize the
difference between the Democrats and
the White House and what they stand
for and the Republican majority in
Congress and what we stand for?

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is
funny my colleague from Colorado
should ask me that question. Because,
just as our good friend from Tennessee
pointed out in paraphrasing the words
of our President, Mr. Speaker, these
are the words of the President, if mem-
ory serves, one day, probably less than
12 hours, after he outlined 80 new pro-
grams involving close to 80 new taxes.
Mr. Speaker, he said in Buffalo, New
York, and I quote, speaking of the
budget surplus, ‘“We could give it all
back to you and hope you spend it
right but,” closed quote. There, Mr.
Speaker, therein lies a major dif-
ference. It comes down to a question of
who do you trust? The President thinks
you ought to trust him to spend your
money for you.

We say, if there is ever a choice be-
tween Washington bureaucrats and the
American people, Mr. Speaker, then we
side with the American people, be-
cause, Mr. Speaker, Americans know
best how to save, spend and invest for
themselves and their families. Therein
lies a difference, a difference of free-
dom and a real contrast between the
politics of fear from those who make
outrageous claims about Social Secu-
rity and our budgetary process and the
true policies of hope that we embrace
with lower taxes, stronger schools, a
stronger military and a real plan to
save Social Security and Medicare.

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my Republican colleagues
who joined me here on the floor to-
night to talk about our Republican vi-
sion for America. I want to thank the
thousands of constituents who write to
our offices individually virtually on a
weekly basis. Their voice does matter.
We are here tonight to assure them
that the Republican majority is listen-
ing. It is important for the American
people to express their thoughts and
sentiments on whether the government
should continue to grow as the Presi-
dent would propose or whether the gov-
ernment should be constrained in its
growth as the Republican Party pro-
poses.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OSE). The Chair reminds all Members
that it is not in order to cast reflec-
tions on the Senate.
———
RITALIN AND THE ROLE IT PLAYS
IN THE LIVES OF STUDENTS IN
NORTHEAST OHIO

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

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
my colleague, the gentleman from
California (Mr. OSE), I am glad to see
the gentleman standing up there. He
looks wonderful.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in this
great Chamber to talk about a report
recently aired on my local NBC affil-
iate, News Channel 3. The report high-
lighted ritalin and the role this drug
now plays in the lives of students in
northeast Ohio. The report raised such
concern that the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KuciNICH) and I met with Depart-
ment of Education officials today to di-
rect their attention to this problem
and request an investigation into the
indiscriminate promotion and use of
this drug and the potential harmful ef-
fects.

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
KuciNIcH) and I believe the decision to
prescribe ritalin to a child should rest
with that child’s physician and their
parents.

Oftentimes, ritalin is prescribed to
address attention deficit disorder or at-
tention deficit hyperactivity disorder.
It is widely accepted as the remedy of
choice for people who suffer from this
brain disorder. Unfortunately, the med-
ical community has not been able to
develop a definitive test to properly di-
agnosis ADD or ADHD related behav-
ior. This oftentimes leads to a misdiag-
nosis.

The report has highlighted many ex-
amples. One, for example, is of Pam
Edwards whose son Romeal attended a
Catholic school in my district and was
instructed to have her son use ritalin
to address his behavior problem. In the
alternative, her son would not be al-
lowed to return to the school the next
year if she did not. She refused to put
him on this drug because she knew the
root of her son’s problems resulted
from outside factors instead of an ill-
diagnosed case of ADD.
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I am happy to report that Romeal is
doing fine in a new school and he did
not need Ritalin. This is a success
story, but there are many more
Romeals out there whose parents
might not have the insight to seek al-
ternatives to Ritalin.

ADD or ADHD is a multiple symptom
disorder coupled with the fact that
many children exhibit a wide range of
behavior that might be attributed to
ADD or ADHD. In actuality it may or
may not be that. Kids in fact will be
kids.

ADD or ADHD is defined as a per-
sistent pattern of inattention or hyper-
activity that occurs at four times more
frequently in boys than girls.

When a person has been properly di-
agnosed with ADD or ADHD and
Ritalin is prescribed, it has a remark-
able track record of success. Often-
times the drug is viewed as a godsend
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