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openly mock the feelings and sensibilities of
the victims and their descendents—to once
again victimize the victims.

This is why it is so important to recog-
nize—openly and freely, officially and infor-
mally, every single day—the events of the
Armenian Genocide.

America, along with the rest of the world,
is famous for using the words ‘‘never again,”’
when speaking about the Armenian Genocide
and the Holocaust carried out by Nazi Ger-
many. Unfortunately, ‘“‘never again’’ happens
over and over again—in Cambodia, in Rwan-
da, in Kosovo, and now in present-day Sudan.

It has been a blessing to me in my work
that when genocide threatens any people,
anywhere in the world, the Armenian-Amer-
ican community has always worked to bring
these events to my attention and to the at-
tention of U.S. and international policy-
makers. The Armenian-American commu-
nity has always joined with other organiza-
tions to educate the public about present-
day horrors and to organize relief and sup-
port for victims and survivors.

In this way, through these works, the trag-
edy of the Armenian Genocide is transformed
into a legacy of life, of hope, of survival and
resistance.

So, | come here today not only to remem-
ber and honor the martyrs, survivors and de-
scendants of the Armenian Genocide, but to
honor and celebrate this community, which
has given back so much to this city and our
country.

Please let me thank you—each and every
one of you—for allowing me to share this day
with you.

———

CELEBRATING THE 20TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE INTERNATIONAL
REPUBLICAN INSTITUTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 2 min-
utes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise be-
cause today marks a very important
anniversary. We all know that Ronald
Reagan in the mid-1980s talked about
the fact that as we pursued an end to
the Cold War militarily, one of the im-
portant things for us to do was to also
engage in democracy-building around
the world. Today actually marks the
20th anniversary of the International
Republican Institute, which is an arm
of the National Endowment For De-
mocracy.

We all remember the anxious final
years of the Cold War, when President
Reagan, in a speech he gave in 1982 to
the British Parliament, envisioned
moving toward a world in which all
people are at least free to determine
their own destiny. Now, that speech led
to the creation of the National Endow-
ment for Democracy, and within that
is the International Republican Insti-
tute. Since that time, the IRI has con-
ducted programs in over 75 countries,
from Haiti to Kazakhstan. Its efforts to
train political parties, encourage voter
participation, and enact institutional
reforms within governments have no
doubt contributed greatly to President
Reagan’s goal.

IRI’'s continued commitment is evi-
dent in its current efforts in Iraq and
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Afghanistan. As we confront the threat
of terrorism in the post-September 11
world, I am confident that the Inter-
national Republican Institute will con-
tinue as an important contributor to
the cause of freedom.

MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, this week
the House will take aim at a looming
injustice. The marriage tax penalty
was a relic of 40 years of persistent tax
hikes codified by Democrat Congresses
into Federal law. In essence, it pun-
ished married taxpayers simply for
being married. The standard deduction
married couples could take was less
than that allowed for two single tax-
payers, thus the Tax Code discouraged
marriage and sent a message to mar-
ried couples around the country that
they were not as entitled to their own
money as singles were.

In 2001, a Republican Congress passed
and a Republican President signed a
tax relief package that corrected this
injustice and brought marriage equity
to the Tax Code. In 2003, as the econ-
omy worked to recover from 2 years of
recession, terrorism, and war, we
moved to expedite marriage penalty re-
lief. Unfortunately, the marriage pen-
alty, like some B-movie vampire, just
will not die. It keeps rising from the
dead to wreak more havoc on the pay-
checks of American families.

The marriage penalty is hoping to re-
appear next year in a smaller form and
to be fully revived in 2010. So this week
the House will take up legislation to
make sure that the marriage tax pen-
alty does not get its sequel. Instead, we
will pass a bill to extend full marriage
penalty relief through 2010 and beyond
so that marriage tax equity becomes a
permanent principle in Federal law.

Any way you look at it, marriage tax
equity just makes sense. In the first
place, any time we can establish flat-
ter, fairer, and lower taxes on working
families, we are doing right by the na-
tional economy. We are creating jobs,
careers, and opportunities all across
this country. And, second, we are tell-
ing those married couples struggling to
make it that we will not turn our
backs on them.

Allowing the marriage penalty to re-
surface in the future would represent a
targeted tax hike on married couples
and a direct attack on family budgets
around the country. We can and must
protect families from such an attack,
and the bill we will take up this week
will accomplish that goal.

Though the economy continues to re-
bound, working families still need our
help. This week we will have an oppor-
tunity to provide it to some of the peo-
ple who need it the most.
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STOP THE FISCAL MADNESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER) is recognized for 5
minutes during morning hour debates.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, this week
the American people will see that what
our Republican friends lack in policy
candor they more than make up for in
chutzpah. Why do | say that? This
week, as we have just heard, the Re-
publican majority is expected to take
up legislation that would permanently
eliminate the marriage penalty. Every-
body on this House floor is for that ob-
jective.

But do not be fooled. Democrats and
Republicans both agree that married
couples should not have to pay more in
taxes than they would as unmarried in-
dividuals filing separately. That makes
sense. That is fair. We are for it. Mem-
bers in both parties agree that the so-
called marriage penalty should be rem-
edied.

However, here is the crucial dif-
ference between the Republican bill
and our Democratic substitute. Our bill
is paid for, theirs is not. What is the
difference? The difference is that the
penalty that we are eliminating in
terms of marriages will be passed along
to every young family in America,
every young person in America. All of
my children and my grandchildren will
pay an additional penalty in the inter-
est they will have to pay because of the
irresponsible policies being pursued by
the majority.

That is right. With a record budget
deficit this year of more than half a
trillion dollars, and with a projected
10-year budget surplus of $5.6 trillion
inherited by this administration
turned into a projected deficit of more
than $4 trillion, an almost $10 trillion
turnaround to the negative, our friends
on the Republican side of the aisle plan
to drive us even deeper into debt.

The chairman of the House Com-
mittee on the Budget, the gentleman
from lowa (Mr. NuUSSLE), perhaps
summed up the Republican fiscal pol-
icy best on March 17 when he said, and
I am quoting, ““We don’t believe that
you should have to pay for tax cuts, pe-
riod.” Well, Mr. NUssLE and my Repub-
lican friends, of course you do not; but
our children and grandchildren will
have to pay that bill. Somebody, some-
time, sometime in the future will have
to pay the piper.

According to the Joint Committee on
Taxation, this Republican marriage
penalty bill will cost $96 billion over
the next 10 years. None of it is paid for.
And to make matters worse, House Re-
publicans intend to bring up bills in
the next 3 weeks to make the 10 per-
cent tax bracket and child tax credit
permanent. We are for that. It ought to
be paid for. And to temporarily fix the
alternative minimum tax. We are for
that. It ought to be paid for.

Again, Democrats support such legis-
lation, but it must be paid for so that
we do not simply say to our children,
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