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The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
HYDE) and I believe that it is time to
show these children that they do mat-
ter, it is time for us as a Nation to care
as much about our children as we do
about the IRS. That is why today we
unveiled legislation to put the Federal
Government in charge of collecting
child support.

As many people know, I have a very
special interest in reforming child sup-
port collection. I know firsthand about
the difficulty of not receiving child
support because 30 years ago I was left
to fend for my three children, 1, 3, and
5 years old, when their father did not
pay 1 cent of child support.
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With no means to collect child sup-
port, even though I was employed, I
went on welfare to make ends meet.
Had we received the child support that
was due us, we would not have been on
welfare.

The legislation that the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and I are in-
troducing today, the Compassion for
Children and Child Support Enforce-
ment Act, makes paying child support
as important as paying taxes, and it
makes sure that deadbeat parents
know it. Simply put, our bill will fed-
eralize child support collection and dis-
bursement. Court-ordered support pay-
ments would simply be withheld from
an employee’s pay, just like other pay-
roll deductions. It is easy, it is effi-
cient, and it will work better than the
fragmented State-by-State system now
in place. After billions of dollars of
Federal assistance, States still collect
only 22 percent of what children are
owed.

Now, to be fair, that is an increase,
because 2 years ago child support col-
lection rates were only 20 percent. But
if we wait for collection to go up 2 per-
cent each year, custodial parents will
be collecting Social Security before
they collect child support. Our Kkids
cannot afford to wait that long.

In my home State of California, our
children will have an even longer wait
under the current system. California is
one of nine States without a State-
wide tracking system up and running.
California has wasted $200 million to
build a system which has never gotten
off the ground. Without a system in
place, our State could face $400 million
in fines by the year 2002 for failing to
meet Federal deadlines.

This failure is a shame. It is a dis-
aster for California’s children. But be-
yond that, it demonstrates the most
fundamental flaw in the current sys-
tem. A chain is only as strong as its
weakest link. One county, one State
not quite up to par, and a deadbeat par-
ent has an instant safe haven to avoid
child support collection.

With our legislation, deadbeat par-
ents will have nowhere to hide. Cross a
county line or a State border, and we
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still have a hold on the paycheck. I
know it will surprise our fellow citi-
zens who are standing in line at the
post office to send their tax returns in
as we speak, but the IRS has an 84 per-
cent success rate. We can and must
harness that success for our children.

————

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to take the 5 minute
special order of the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BURTON).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

PEACE HAWKS—WITH EYES ON
THE GROUND

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I came
down to take this 5-minute special
order because I read in the Washington
Times this morning an excellent arti-
cle by Elaine Donnelly that so aptly
puts where we are today and puts
things in perspective as it relates to
Kosovo, that I wanted to come down to
the floor and read it on the floor be-
cause it puts so well what I had been
thinking. It goes like this, and I quote:

““As President Clinton continues the
bombing campaign over Kosovo, confu-
sion abounds. Former ‘doves’ are cheer-
ing but traditional ‘hawks’ appalled by
Mr. Clinton’s command blunders, don’t
know what to say. Concerned Ameri-
cans want to support the troops, but
they are flummoxed by a President
who is misusing authority over them.

“To make sense of what is hap-
pening, it helps to recognize Mr. Clin-
ton is not conducting a serious, tradi-
tional war. If he were, the first wave of
NATO planes would have reduced the
palace of Slobodan Milosevic, Rem-
brandt painting and all, to smoking
smithereens.

“The Kosovo operation is different
and oxymoronic. It is a ‘peace war’
waged by ‘peace hawks’ pursuing a
dovish social agenda. Peace hawks are
global idealists and former anti-war ac-
tivists, including the youthful Bill
Clinton, who used to ‘loathe’ the mili-
tary because it uses lethal force. Now
that he is commander in chief, Mr.
Clinton can use the troops for more
virtuous purposes.

‘““Doing good’ on a worldwide scale
appeals to peace hawks, who are moti-
vated by altruism, not patriotism. The
sight of uniformed peacekeepers dis-
tributing food in faraway places makes
their hearts sing. As columnist Paul
Gigot wrote: ‘It’s as if liberals feel bet-
ter waging war when U.S. interests
aren’t at stake.’

“The Kosovo peace war is all about
good intentions and grand social objec-
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tives. President Clinton said so in a
speech before a public employees’
union on March 23, rambling on about
a vision of ‘diversity, community, be-
longing, and wanting our neighbors to
do well,” the President rhapsodized,
‘This is why I devoted so much time,’
quoting the President, ‘to that initia-
tive on race and why I keep fighting for
passage of the Hate Crimes legislation,
the Employment Nondiscrimination,
gay rights legislation, all these things,
because I am telling you look all over
the world—that’s what Xosovo is
about. People are still killing each
other out of primitive urges because
they think what is different about
them is more important than what
they have in common,’”’ close quote.

“Mr. Clinton conceded that the peo-
ple of Yugoslavia had been battling off
and on for hundreds of years, but exult-
ing in his own enlightened insight, Mr.
Clinton said, ‘It is an insult to them to
say that somehow they were intrinsi-
cally made to murder one another.’

“Deriding those who would say,
‘They’re just that way’ to excuse vio-
lence in Northern Ireland or mis-
behavior among children, the President
added, ‘Well, if every parent said that,
the jails would be five times as big as
they are. That’s not true. I just don’t
believe that. And I know what hap-
pened in Bosnia, where we found the
unity and the will to stand up against
the aggression, and we helped to end
the war. And later, to make sure the
peace would last, we agreed to send
troops in with our allies. And I think it
was a good investment.’

‘“So there you have it—victory, as de-
fined by Bill Clinton. Like a parent dis-
ciplining an unruly child, our peace-
war commander in chief is saying to
Kosovo, ‘Can’t you just get along?’
NATO is supposed to continue the
bombing, in order to pacify warring
factions in Serbia and Kosovo. The ul-
timate goal is to duplicate the edgy si-
lence of Bosnia, and enforce it with
NATO peacekeepers for years, perhaps
for decades. This is the ‘it’ we are ‘in’,
and there is no way Americans can
win.

“The entire operation was conceived
and launched by Secretary of State
Madeleine Albright, who once said to
General Colin Powell, then chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, ‘What’s the
point of having this superb military
that you’re always talking about if we
can’t use it?’ General Powell wrote in
his autobiography that Mrs. Albright’s
outburst, made during a briefing on
Bosnia, almost gave him an aneurysm.
The general tried to explain that
‘American GIs are not toy soldiers to
be moved around on some sort of global
gameboard.’

“But Mrs. Albright is finally getting
her way, despite reported warnings
from the current Joint Chiefs of Staff.
Once again uniformed leaders are being
ordered to make war and peace simul-
taneously.”
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As the late Army Gen. Creighton Abrams,
Vietnam-era Chief of Staff used to say, “Fight-
ing in the name of peace is like seeking virtue
in a bordello.”

It is time to start over, before a bad situation
gets worse. The deployment of land troops for
combat—daintily described by Mrs. Albright as
a “nonpermissive environment”—will not bring
peace to a Kosovo that no longer exists. Why
not follow the president’s lead, and do some-
thing to make everyone feel better about the
situation?

There are lots of creative ways to achieve
the president’s stated goals—diversity, com-
munity and belonging—without passing bad
legislation or needlessly putting combat sol-
diers at risk. For starters, Mr. Clinton’s Holly-
wood friends could stage a remake of that
memorable soft-drink commercial—the one
featuring a hillside of children folk-singing
about apple trees, honey bees, and buying the
world a Coke.

With help, Balkan refugees could participate
in the production. Perhaps the International
Monetary Fund could take the $5 billion loan
that Russian Prime Minister Yevgeny
Primakov recently passed up, and divert it to
Albania and other neighboring countries that
are willing to provide clean clothes, food, and
safe, temporary housing.

Forget the usual presidential photo-ops with
deployed soldiers in fatigues. Let Bill Clinton
risk his own neck for a change. To burnish his
legacy, he could fly into Belgrade on an
Apache helicopter, and play the saxophone at
one of those rock concerts. Even with bullet-
proof glass, it would make a great picture for
the history books—just like the ones of John
F. Kennedy in Berlin and Ronald Reagan at
the Wall.

Then the belligerent Balkan leaders could
be flown back to the White House for some
friendly attitude adjustment. They could even
shake hands in front of a beaming president,
arms outstretched in a striking freeze frame
that would make everyone feel good. So all to-
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gether now . . . let's join hands, light a can-
dle, and sing “Kumbaya.” We can win the
peace war in Kosovo. Just keep our soldiers
out of it.

———

TAX DEDUCTION FAIRNESS ACT
OF 1999

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to introduce legislation that will help
restore tax fairness to millions of peo-
ple in my home State of Washington
and in other States throughout this
great Nation. The problem, Mr. Speak-
er, is the lack of a deduction for sales
taxes in the current tax code. Although
the government allows tax deductions
for a number of things, State and local
income taxes, property taxes, self-em-
ployment taxes and others, one cat-
egory is noticeably missing and that is
sales tax. Today and every year at this
time, taxpayers send their tax returns
to the IRS. It is a ritual that all Amer-
icans have become accustomed to. It is
often frustrating. But we do it because
we have to uphold our duties as a cit-
izen. But that ritual brings added frus-
tration for taxpayers in my State. A
taxpayer in my State who has identical
income and expenses to someone in an-
other State should be able to deduct
the amount they pay in State income
tax, but that is not the case in Wash-
ington. We have no income tax, and we
are not allowed to deduct our State
sales taxes.

Folks in my State have the same
amount of Federal income taxes with-
held from their paychecks, but when it
comes time to itemize their returns,
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they can only deduct nothing, because
they have no income tax and they are
not allowed to deduct their sales tax. It
is not that we pay less in taxes. On the
contrary, we are in the top quarter of
States in the amount of our personal
income that goes to taxes. But thanks
to the change in the tax code in 1986
when lawmakers decided to remove the
deduction for sales taxes, people in
Washington State were shortchanged.

Let me ask this simple question.
Should residents of Washington have to
pay hundreds more to the Federal
treasury than those who live in other
States, including States right across
the river? Does it make sense for the
Federal Government to dictate to
States how they should structure their
tax system? I would assert that the an-
swer is clearly no. Federal taxes should
be levied on all of our Nation’s citizens
in a fair and equitable manner, not in
a way that gives preference to some
who happen to live in one State with
an income tax while penalizing resi-
dents in States with sales taxes.

That is why today I am introducing
legislation to correct this inequity. My
bill, the Tax Deduction Fairness Act of
1999, would reinstate the sales tax de-
duction and direct the IRS to develop
tables of average sales tax liabilities
for taxpayers in every State. It would
then give the taxpayer an option, to
deduct either the State income tax or
their State sales taxes paid in the pre-
vious year.

Frankly, this is nothing new. Before
1986, taxpayers were allowed to use
simple tables to deduct their sales tax.

Mr. Speaker, I enter into the RECORD
a sample of the form that was used in
1986.
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