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killer. INS officers detained him as he at-
tempted to cross the border illegally. But, with-
in 24 hours, they quickly deported him back to 
Mexico even though the FBI suspected him of 
being involved in four murders. 

As the previously mentioned incidents clear-
ly illustrate, the INS must improve their com-
munication with state authorities. In 1998, the 
Inspector General notified the INS that only 41 
percent of deported illegal aliens were being 
processed by INS’ new border patrol database 
system. In a letter to INS Commissioner Doris 
Meissner, he told her that ‘‘this results in pre-
viously deported aliens (including aggravated 
felons) being released from INS custody when 
subsequently apprehended because INS is 
unaware of their immigration or criminal his-
tories.’’

Some progress has already been achieved 
in remedying this breakdown of KYL and I 
have held with local prosecutors, magistrates, 
and INS officials, actions have been taken in 
my State to address this situation. Our meet-
ings also prompted Judge Reinstein, the Asso-
ciate Presiding Judge of Maricopa County, to 
issue a memo to his judges that directed them 
when determining bond to ‘‘consider the factor 
whether the accused is an illegal alien and 
that they have a hold placed on them.’’ He 
continued that ‘‘if you don’t give these factors 
consideration you are practically guaranteeing 
they will not appear in the future.’’

Additionally, the INS and Maricopa County 
Attorney’s office have agreed to change their 
procedures and communicate more regularly 
and efficiently so that, among other things, the 
county attorney’s office will be armed with 
greater information when they fight for appro-
priate bail. More importantly, the new proce-
dures should help ensure that no illegal immi-
grant (who commits a felony) is deported with-
out the knowledge of all parties. 

These significant advances should help re-
duce the number of illegal aliens charged with 
violent crimes from being deported without 
facing justice. I commend all of the state, 
local, and federal officials I met with for imple-
menting important changes on their own ac-
cord. However, legislative language is still 
necessary to close the loophole in current law 
which allows INS to deport criminal illegal 
aliens before they face justice. 

Under the Salmon bill, local or federal offi-
cials may request that INS not remove an indi-
vidual accused of a state crime. And if the 
crime is a serious, violent felony as defined by 
18 U.S.C. 3559, the Attorney General must 
detain the accused. For all other crimes, the 
Attorney General has the final say. The bill 
would only apply to individuals who have en-
tered the United States illegally. This change 
in law will protect us all when, for whatever 
reason, an illegal alien accused of a serious 
state crime succeeds in posting bond. It is our 
safety net. 

Of course, performing these new respon-
sibilities likely will require additional resources 
for INS and the states. To that end, I will work 
to help secure the appropriate funding needed 
to carry out these duties. In the meantime, my 
legislation will provide the authority to act now. 

It is an insult to victims and their families 
when an illegal alien accused of a violent 
crime in America is deported before he or she 
faces trial. The Illegal Alien Prosecution Act 

would close the loophole in current law which 
allows INS to remove illegal aliens accused of 
a serious state offense prior to trial. I urge my 
colleagues to cosponsor my bill.
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Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in paying tribute once 
again to a pillar in my hometown, Mr. Mack 
Willie Rhodes of Sumter, SC. It is with great 
pleasure that I rise today to congratulate Mr. 
Rhodes on his 102d birthday. An African-
American great great-grandfather, Mr. Rhodes 
has been a champion in his community for 
many years. He is continually offering his as-
sistance to neighbors, friends and family in 
many capacities. Mr. Rhodes is the oldest 
member of Melina Presbyterian Church, where 
he has worshipped since 1915. Mr. Rhodes is 
an Elder in his church and was a Sunday 
School Superintendent for many years. He 
also taught Sunday school at the Goodwill 
Presbyterian Church and has been a member 
of Masonic Lodge Golden Gate No. 73 since 
1948. 

Mr. Rhodes was born in Sardinia, SC, on 
February 25, 1898, to Robert and Olivia Wil-
liams Rhodes. Mr. Rhodes is the second old-
est of 15 children. Family, good values, and 
good living are Mr. Rhodes’ most cherished 
possessions. 

At an early age Mr. Rhodes married Annie 
Elizabeth Hammett Rhodes (deceased). They 
had 14 children: Calvin Oliver Rhodes, John 
Tillman Rhodes, Adranna Olivia Cooper, Su-
sanna H. Hannibal, Annie Elizabeth Muldrow, 
Hattie Jane Burgess, Mack Willie Rhodes, 
Sam J. Rhodes, Daisy B. Sims, Willie Rhodes, 
Albert Rhodes, Viola Rhodes Montgomery, 
MacArthur Rhodes, and Paul Rhodes. Mr. 
Rhodes later married Mrs. Carrie Smith 
Rhodes (deceased), who brought two children 
to their union: Maggie and Johnny Smith. He 
is affectionately known as ‘‘Papa’’ by his 7 
children (9 deceased), 41 grandchildren (5 de-
ceased), 48 great-grandchildren (2 deceased) 
and 10 great great-grandchildren. 

Mr. Rhodes’ favorite pastime is reading the 
Bible, newspapers and magazines. He also 
enjoys watching baseball, the news, and news 
related programs on television. He still takes 
time to visit the sick in his community to offer 
any assistance he may be able to provide. His 
favorite Bible scripture is the 23rd Chapter of 
Psalms. Mr. Rhodes also lives by a motto, 
‘‘Treat others as you would have them to treat 
you.’’

Mr. Speaker, please join me in wishing Mr. 
Mack Willie Rhodes a prosperous and happy 
102d birthday, and the best this year has to 
offer.

TRIBUTE TO SUSAN B. ANTHONY 

HON. SUE WILKINS MYRICK 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 15, 2000

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, Susan B. An-
thony is well recognized as a towering figure 
in the struggle for equal rights for women. 
Today, on her birthday, she will rightly be 
celebrated for her indispensable role in setting 
our nation on the course towards recognizing 
the full equality and dignity of women. All 
women and especially those of us who serve 
in this Congress are indebted to her pio-
neering work. 

Susan B. Anthony’s advocacy of women’s 
rights included a concern for the rights of oth-
ers as well. The same passion for justice that 
made her a fierce advocate for women also 
made her a fierce opponent of slavery. And in-
evitably, it led her to oppose abortion. 

Today, abortion advocates equate their po-
sition with women’s rights. But Susan B. An-
thony knew better. She vigorously denounced 
abortion, calling it ‘‘child murder.’’ For her, 
abortion was not evidence of women’s rights, 
but just the opposite: it is evidence of the lack 
of such rights. Anthony wrote that women ‘‘in 
their inmost souls revolt from the dreadful 
deed’’ of abortion, but are nonetheless driven 
to it precisely because women could be treat-
ed as property and less than equal. Thus, An-
thony’s opposition to abortion arose from her 
fight for equal rights for women, and she saw 
no cause to separate the two. 

Without a doubt, if Susan B. Anthony were 
alive today, she would be fighting to reverse 
Roe vs. Wade. But more importantly, she 
would fight for true choice by supporting crisis 
pregnancy centers and other organizations 
that offer resources to help both the mother 
and the child. She would also be promoting 
advances in prenatal surgery and working to 
help families pay for these medical miracles. 
She would also work to eliminate barriers to 
adoption. 

As we celebrate her birthday and the gains 
for all women that her legacy bestows, let us 
also honor her life’s work by doing as she did 
and make pro-life inseparable from pro-
woman.
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Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take a moment to recognize the outstanding 
commitment and years of service given to 
Carbondale, Colorado by Dr. Rick Herrington. 

Dr. Herrington arrived in Carbondale in 
1975, just out of residency and recruited by a 
leader of concerned citizens, Betty DeBeque. 
He was so excited to be in this small Colorado 
town that he donned cross country skis and 
took a night tour of the town. The town recip-
rocated the feeling of joy and embraced its 
new doctor. 
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True to any small town, when the clinic 

opened under Dr. Herrington, more towns-
people came in to ‘‘check the doctor out’’ than 
because of illness. Dr. Herrington’s staff in-
cluded himself and a handful of volunteers to 
keep the clinic running. After two years of run-
ning the clinic as the only doctor, his wife, 
Sherry, told him that he had to find a partner 
or a new wife. In 1978 Dr. Gary Knaus be-
came Dr. Herrington’s partner. Today, the clin-
ic is still serving the community with as much 
dedication as it did when it opened in 1975. 
The community of Carbondale will forever be 
grateful to a young man from Nebraska who 
came to help out a small town. 

It is with this, Mr. Speaker, that I would like 
to offer this tribute in honor of Dr. Rick 
Herrington, celebrating 25 years of service.
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Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, one of the most 
indefensible aspects of our current Tax Code 
is that 28 million working American couples—
over 40 percent of married couples—pay more 
in taxes than they would if they were unmar-
ried. Over 65,000 couples in my District suffer 
this penalty, which on average is $1,400. 

Just as indefensible as the marriage penalty 
is the notion that Congress should overturn 
the principle of fairness embedded in current 
law which dictates that different families with 
the same total income should be treated 
equally for tax purposes. The leading bill last 
Congress sought to fix the marriage penalty in 
a manner that would have inadvertently penal-
ized families that chose to have one parent 
stay at home. 

I made this point when I testified before the 
Ways and Means Committee in support of a 
marriage tax proposal Representative BOB 
RILEY and I developed, which doubled the 
standard deduction for married couples to 
twice that of singles. The legislation essentially 
also doubled the tax brackets of married cou-
ples to twice that of singles. One income fami-
lies often have the toughest time making ends 
meet, particularly if they are raising children. 

I am gratified that the marriage penalty bill 
the House will pass today embraces the ap-
proach developed in the tax bill I proposed 
with Mr. RILEY. The Marriage Tax Relief Act 
would eliminate or substantially reduce the 
penalty for virtually every couple currently bur-
dened by the tax. Furthermore, marriage pen-
alty relief would be targeted to primarily ben-
efit low and middle-income families. 

Critics complain that this legislation is too 
expensive or would provide so-called bonuses 
to families in which one spouse stays at home 
to raise children. Indeed, it would require 
Washington to give back billions of dollars to 
America’s families. and yes, the bill as drafted 
would lighten the tax burden for certain fami-
lies sustained by a single income. However, 
the preservation and security of the smallest, 
yet most important unit of government—the 

family—is too important to shortchange with 
more economical, but less effective proposals. 
Additionally, it simply isn’t fair to require mar-
ried couples who prefer parent-care over day-
care to pay more in taxes. 

For years, the Tax Code has been used to 
penalize the creation and maintenance of co-
hesive family units. This is foolish and unfair. 
The Marriage Tax Relief Act of 2000 will put 
an end to this discrimination and I urge the 
Senate to immediately pass this legislation 
and send it on to the President.
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Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
bring to the attention of my colleagues the re-
cent announcement by Honda of South Caro-
lina Manufacturing, Inc. (HSC) located in the 
Sixth Congressional District, to expand its cur-
rent all-terrain vehicle (ATV) plant in 
Timmonsville, South Carolina. On January 21, 
2000, HSC broke ground on a new $20 million 
engine manufacturing operation. The new ex-
pansion will allow HSC to produce an engine 
currently made in Japan and will lead to the 
hiring of an additional 200 associates. 

HSC began ATC production in July 1998. 
The expansion will increase Honda’s total in-
vestment in HSC to more than $70 million. 
When the new engine operation reaches full 
capacity in 2001, HSC will have an annual 
production capacity of 150,000 ATV’s and en-
gines and will employ approximately 625 asso-
ciates. Construction of the 50,000 square foot 
expansion for engine machining and casting 
will begin immediately and will be completed 
by late summer. Upon completion, the plant 
will total 330,000 square feet. 

Honda’s ATV sales in America grew more 
than 20% in 1999. In addition, 20% of the 
products manufactured at HSC are exported 
to overseas markets including Australia, New 
Zealand, and the United Kingdom. 

Mr. Speaker, please join with me in saluting 
Honda of South Carolina Manufacturing, Inc. 
on their newest expansion. The Sixth Con-
gressional District and the State of South 
Carolina are grateful for Honda’s investment in 
our State and look forward to a long and pros-
perous business partnership.
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Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to nec-
essary medical treatment, I was not present 
for the following votes. If I had been present, 
I would have voted as follows: 

JANUARY 31, 2000 
Rollcall vote 2, on the motion to suspend 

the rules and pass H. Con. Res. 244, Author-
izing the Use of the Rotunda for Holocaust 
Memorial, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’. 

Rollcall vote 3, on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass H.R. 2130, the Hillory J. 
Farias and Samantha Reid Date-Rape Pre-
vention Drug Act, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’. 

FEBRUARY 1, 2000

Rollcall vote 4, on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass H.R. 764, the Child Abuse 
Prevention and Enforcement Act, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’. 

Rollcall vote 5, on passage of H.R. 1838, 
the Taiwan Security Enhancement Act, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’. 

Rollcall vote 6, on the motion to instruct 
conferees for H.R. 2990 the Bipartisan Con-
sensus Managed Care Improvement Act, I 
would have voted ‘‘nay’’. 

FEBRUARY 2, 2000

Rollcall vote 7, on passage of H.R. 2005, 
the Workplace Goods Job Growth and Com-
petitiveness Act, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’.
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in 
October of last year, I expressed concerns in 
this Chamber on the condition of democracy in 
Croatia. At that time, the leadership of Croatia 
was resisting the transition towards free elec-
tions, stalling the construction of democratic 
institutions, flaunting the rule of law, and 
squashing ethnic diversity. Those that held 
power were maintaining it in two significant 
ways. The first was through the manipulation 
of the political system to their advantage, in-
cluding, in particular, efforts to control the 
media and the unwillingness to allow free and 
fair elections. Second, there was heavy reli-
ance on nationalist passions for support. Za-
greb’s policies swayed the loyalties of Croats 
in neighboring Bosnia and made it difficult for 
the displaced Serb population to return to the 
country. 

Since last October, things have changed 
drastically and for the better. In the Parliamen-
tary election of January 3, the desire of the 
people for change was manifested as the 
party that had ruled since the fall of com-
munism was defeated by an opposition coali-
tion led by the new Prime Minister, Ivica 
Racan. Meanwhile, in a special presidential 
election on February 7 to succeed the late 
Franjo Tudjman, Stipe Mesic won on promises 
of reform, of a more democratic political sys-
tem with diminished power for the presidency, 
of greater cooperation with The Hague in the 
prosecution of war criminals, of progress in 
the implementation of the Dayton Accords in 
Bosnia, and of the return of Croatia’s dis-
placed Serb population. These changes have 
been universally applauded, specifically by 
Secretary of State Madeleine Albright during 
her visit to Croatia on February 2. In fact, Mr. 
Speaker, I join the Secretary of State in com-
mending the new policies of Croatia’s leaders, 
and I compliment our able Ambassador to 
Croatia, William Montgomery, for his role in 
pressing for democratic change. 

Mr. Speaker, it is good that Croatia’s new 
leadership is talking about substantial reform. 
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