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pass the bill to support our troops this 
week, not drag it down with a series of 
unpopular, unrelated and unacceptable 
anti-environmental riders.

f 

TAX FREEDOM DAY 
(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, today 
is the first day of the rest of our life. 
Kind of an old 1960s pop culture saying 
that Jonathan Livingston Seagull was 
very proud of. 

If we look at this week, today is the 
first day of the rest of our taxpaying 
year to be tax free, because as of yes-
terday we start working for ourselves. 
We have paid off our debt as a serf for 
Uncle Sam and big government. We 
will all continue to pay lots of taxes 
here and there, but generally speaking 
we are through. From now on we get to 
keep our money. 

Think about the tax burden just in 
income tax. Today, the average Amer-
ican family pays 24 percent. In the 
1970s, it was 16 percent. In the 1950s, it 
was 5 percent. 

Now, what does that mean? Every-
body is busy. Everybody is busy as 
heck in the 1990s. I know, I have four 
kids, and all my friends are running 
around. It is nothing but a treadmill. 
Because of that, we do not have enough 
time as families to sit down and impart 
information to each other, to train our 
kids, to help them with their home-
work and bring them up with the good 
moral values we need to run a country. 

One of the by-products becomes trag-
edies such as what happened in Little-
ton. Families need to spend more time 
with each other, particularly with 
their children, and our tax burden pro-
hibits it right now. We need to lower 
taxes. 

f 

INTELLIGENCE SERVICES DO NOT 
NEED MORE MONEY 

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, on the 
other side they are talking about lower 
taxes. That means saving money. On 
the other side they are talking about 
dumping more money into the intel-
ligence services, who already have a $30 
billion a year budget. Sometimes this 
place reminds me of Alice in Wonder-
land. 

Think of a parallel. When our kids 
fail the achievement tests, what do 
they say, more money for education? 
They say, no, we need to reorganize, we 
need to overhaul, we need to revitalize, 
we need vouchers, we need change. 
Now, when the CIA fails in its most 
basic mission on a multibillion dollar 
budget, they say they need more 
money. 

Guess what? Here is the information 
they needed. Where did I get it? This 
came from the Congressional Research 
Service. It is publicly available. Maps 
of Belgrade on line. Here is the em-
bassy. That is where it has been for 5 
years. Here is where it used to be 5 
years ago. 

Well, maybe they did not know the 
current address. They could have gone 
to the web site, which is put up by the 
City of Belgrade and the government of 
Yugoslavia, which has the address. 
They could have got a phone book, but 
they probably do not have anybody 
who can read Serbian. I guess that is 
why they need more money. Maybe 
they need more money to go down to 
the bookstore and pay $19.95 for a 
Michelin map. 

They do not need more money. They 
need to spend it better, they need to be 
reorganized, and some people need to 
be fired. 

f 

WILL CHINESE ESPIONAGE SCAN-
DAL BE DISMISSED AS EASILY 
AS OTHER SCANDALS 
(Mr. SCHAFFER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I can 
only guess what the response of the 
knee-jerk Clinton defenders will be as 
the whole country learns just how bad 
the Communist Chinese espionage 
scandal is. Will they dismiss this scan-
dal, too, claiming, ‘‘Everyone lies 
about treason.’’ 

We have heard so many excuses so 
many times about so many scandals 
during the most unethical administra-
tion in history. It does not matter, 
they say. Everyone does it. 

The President stated he was unaware 
of any Chinese espionage and that it 
had taken place on his watch. But now 
we have Energy Secretary Bill Rich-
ardson admitting that, in fact, a report 
was prepared and delivered to the 
President on exactly that subject in 
November of 1998. 

Even more amazing is that the Presi-
dent’s and the Vice President’s first re-
action to the news of this Chinese spy-
ing scandal was to, that is right, blame 
it on Ronald Reagan. 

Then we find out the most serious 
stuff occurred during the Clinton years 
of 1994 and 1995. Why? Why, I ask, did 
the Justice Department sit on its 
hands for 31⁄2 years, 31⁄2 years, while 
Americans have to rely on a New York 
newspaper to get to the bottom of it? 

f 

NUCLEAR WASTE AND THE 
ATOMIC TRAIN MOVIE 

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

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, not 
only are the nuclear power industry 

lobbyists trying to conquer common 
sense with dollars in Congress, they are 
trying to do the same thing to the en-
tertainment industry. 

I was shocked and dismayed to read 
in The Washington Post TV column 
that NBC has caved in to nuclear in-
dustry pressure and politely changed 
the name of the atomic train’s cargo 
from nuclear waste to hazardous mate-
rials. What semantic nonsense. 

If anyone is able to tell the difference 
between the two, it would be the people 
of the State of Nevada, who are fight-
ing a bill that would dump all of the 
Nation’s nuclear waste in our back-
yard, 77,000 tons of it. 

This just is not Nevada’s fight. Most 
of America would be put at risk by 
H.R. 45, the Nuclear Waste Transport 
bill. On April 28 I sent a ‘‘Dear Col-
league’’ letter to my fellow Members of 
Congress, pointing out that although 
the movie is fiction, the threat is real. 

Let me ask my colleagues this: When 
the first inevitable crash occurs, where 
would they want to be living? Would 
they want to be living in that neigh-
borhood? 

I challenge NBC to stand up for pub-
lic health and safety rather than cav-
ing in to the nuclear power industry 
lobbyists. 

f 

REPUBLICANS STAND FOR EM-
POWERING INDIVIDUALS BY 
LOWERING TAX BURDEN 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
been listening to some of the speeches 
from my very distinguished colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle, and I 
have yet to hear anyone talk about 
this issue of tax freedom day. 

I was stunned when I first saw the 
chart the gentleman from Staten Is-
land, New York (Mr. Fossella) used 
during his speech, which sees this con-
tinued increase in the time during 
which people have to work for the gov-
ernment before they can keep even a 
nickel for themselves. 

We in this Congress stand firmly for 
empowering individuals and making 
sure that they can make choices for 
themselves. How better can we do that 
than by allowing them to keep more of 
their own hard-earned dollars? 

I have introduced legislation calling 
for a reduction in the top rate on cap-
ital gains. We are considering a com-
plete overhaul of the Internal Revenue 
Code, whether we go towards a flat rate 
tax or a consumption tax. We want to 
make sure that rather than May 11, 
that people much, much earlier will be 
able to begin saving some of their own 
dollars rather than having to work to 
keep this Federal Government going. 

So we stand, on this side, firmly for 
reducing that tax burden on working 
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