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What the Bush campaign has to do is Hft
this campaign out of the rut it has drifted
into, and tell the American people what is at
stake

This isn't an election just about issues.

It isn't an election just about ideas.

It is an election about whether or not we
can assure the American peopls that
government can indeed work for them again.

My friends, Ross Perot is one of the most
amazing political phenomens of our tims.

vorld at various times in this century.

That siren call has enchanted good, dscent

people who are frustrated and disillusioned.
And on every oooasion, people are at-
tracted to such simplicity and ignorance be-
musoofmninosﬂevmoév‘lththelrm
ernment.
Thoroloofthonepubnmhrty in my
view, is .to tell the American people we
ugm'm&n‘troonuhthilwlonnr
We need a new way in Washington.
Bntmokmdo{mmwmoducnom
which the President and the Congress share
oertain basic values.
nhdoom’tmu.ntha‘?rmdantwmn-
ways got what he wants. -

anknnnmnlt.wlthtremondoum- .

Jorities, d1dn’t always got what he wanted.
What it means is that on the basic issunes—
of jobs, education, health, and the econ-
omy—thoPreﬂdnnthuumrchmoetom
his programs enacted, with the minority in
Congress there to kesp him honest.

The Demoorats have had that chanos undar

Roosevelt, KXennedy, Johnson, and Carter.

Prexident Buzh deserves that chance.

But he has to fight for 1t.

" He has to fight for it by making clsar to
the American pecple that our system oan
wark if we can get that trailer-truck marked

problem 1isn't “Congress”—the problem is a
Congress ruled by a party that has been in

power t00 long and has become a government -

unto itself.

Roes Perot is the wake-up oall for all those
who believe that democratio government
must be made to work and who are willing to
spell out the ways it can work in the old-
gahlonod American way—before the elsc-

ons.

Ross Perot, for all I know, may fade away
once he comes under public sorutiny.

But recent media disclosures about his
wtdonotuemtohanltoppodhnn.lol
wouldn't count on it.

But I'll say 1t again, Perot isn't important.

It 1s what he represents that is important:
hs 13 the focal point of legitimate grievanoces
with gridlocked, irrelevant, divided govern-
ment.

If Ross Perot nover existad, those griev-
ances would be real.

Itmnytumoutthatthoblcstoryofthu
campaign was how Ross Perot awakened
both political parties.
ln‘w,holmldtmohllot:vuntryt¢rettlorv-
o8,

[From the Wuhmcton Post, May 17, 1992]
BOB MICHEL'S CHALLENGB
(By David 8. Broder)
House Minority Leader Robert H. Michel
‘(R-111.) is one of those familiar Washington

figures who usually draws more affection.

than deference. Since he cams to Congross
from Peoria in 1856, he has been Xmown to

“own

one
‘but because—to . Michel's eye,
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oolleagues as & great companion for & song-
fsst or a round of golf. But as ons of the per-
manently cutnumbered Republicana, he rare-
ly put his stamp—and never his name—on a
major piece of legislation,

S0 there was great surprise last woek that
it was old-ehoe Bob Michel, 69, who defined
the political, oonstitutional and instito-

.tional crixis facing this country in 1952 more

bluntly than anycne else in either party has

done,
Ina that reflectad more of Michel's
ons than any outaide advioe, he
mdetourbuiopointa:
The candidacy of Roes Perot could very
throw the cholce of the naxt presi-
dent into the onuofRenruenhtlmby
denying any one of the three candidates—
Perot,  George Bush and Bill Clinton—an
electoral-college mjoﬂty.'rh.otmido-mo-
Bonupon kln( th each state delega-
tion oasting a mm vote, no matter its
sizse—would be “an utter disaster” for the
oountry, an outrage to the whole oouooptof
popular sovereignty.
Perot as a possible emhtmry
prospect, not only because “he dossn't have
a clue how to solve even major issue,”
At least—he
has ‘‘the demagogue's gift
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uthnuzlywoutofAmoﬂoa.npou-
Washington's failure. But it has
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the White House.” He won—barely. Party
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The members of that “permanent'’ Demo-
oratic congressional majority oertainly did
not tell their constituents that they were
wrong to split their tickets. They wanted to
pretend that they would be “effective” no
matter who was in the White House. Maybe
they are bringing home the bacon, but they
are not dealing with national problems.

Still less did Republican presidents and
presidential candidates want to say, plainly,
that it made no sense to elect them unless
they had enough allies on Oapitol Hill to
pass their programs. Ronald Reagan came
closest to doing it in 1880—and the results
showed: a Republican Senate and a oonserv-
ative-oontrolled House. But only for two
years. He retreated into the usual Repub-
lican tolerance of divided government when
the recession swamped the GOP in 1983, .
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Now Michel has broken the code of silencs
and showed the guts to plead for a Bush cam.-
paign that would say “the only way" to
break the impasse that is 80 frustrating to
the voters is to end divided government,
Give one party—he'd prefer it were the Re-
pablicans—control of the White House and .
Congress and if they fail to deliver, “kick us
out” in the next election.

Will Bush take the challenge? At the mo-
ment his campaign is so desperate and defen-
sive, in the face of the Perot surge, that no
one knows.

Will & leading congressional Democrat step
forward to say what Michel has said—that
the voters are simply courting more frustra-
tion if they reflsot Democratio congressional
incumbents and t.hcn split their tickets for
Bush or Perot?

What is noodod 13 a steady drum-nro of
messages from the leaders of both parties at
both ends of Pennsylvania Avenue informing
the publio of the lesson that has been forgot-
ten: that the collective responsibility that
results from giving one party at & time “a
ohanoe to govern,” as Michel put it, is the
onlym.lmt.oemrowoonnubmt.yma

tative government.

WhatBobmowmdutruc.Youund-
ther vote for further frustration in the form
of divided government, or you can pick a

'tthanthnunnknownlbouthurwm

and all that is untested about his ‘self-re-
muntmmmdnstm.

SUPPORT FOR PUBLIO  TELEVISION
HON. JOHN D. DINGELL

OF MICHIGAN .
Wednesday, May 27, 1992
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Detroit, MI, May 7, 1992
Mr, THOMAS BRAY,
Editorial Page Editor, Detroit News, Detroit,
MI.

2 and May 8 that criticized federa.l funding
for public broadcasting.

- Above all, pablic television works, It has
acocomplished what Congress has asked of 1t
and what the 1967 Carnegie Commission
promised. It has produced programs that



May 27, 1992
have enriched our lives at home and im the

classroom. Yet it faces psrennial attempts to
shut it down. .

falsehood and reflscts more confldenoe

- foundations, corporations, and - individual

completion
- college degrees. They are a good investment
for the Amerioan taxpayer, and only one dol-
lar per citizen per year goes to public tele-

under $10,000. In general, more than half of
all public television viewers (69%) live in
households with inoomes under $40,000 a
year.,

Nor i{s public television merely - foderally
subsidized competition_for the commercial
channels, It is an enterprise which has en-
larged the vision of the entire industry. If
commeroial channels and television produc-
ers entered into areas of educational, public
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affairs, and cultural programming that were
onoe largely a public television monopoly, it
is becauss public television demonstrated

and made superfiuous by a

technologies and channels?
© WTVS8

has entered what we belisve will be
the most dynamio, challenging, and useful
period in its history. It is engaged in an ad-
venture that employs pew technologies and

religious
press, and commsercial radio and television
in order %0 work together for a better future
for the children of SBoutheastern Michigan.
WTVS has been a forum for individuals and

‘We have boen seoking to discover how tele-
communications e¢an advanoes community
problem solving. It is not encugh to produoce
brilliant programs. We want to find out how
this community resource can support the
work of others in the community. In Detrott,

city square where ideas and opinfons are ex-
changed and where people who have been
separated by racial and economic and cul-
tural boundaries can come together tn a new
oontext. This 1s what we have been attempt-
ing to do in Detroit, and we believe that we
are venturing out into the future of public
tolevision. In a time of enormous economio
transition, urban decay, and resurgent rao-
ism, public television will be distinguished
by the attention we give to our immediate
geography, the communities we serve,

_;rom‘muon of
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- Public television will continus to be & ve-
hicle for the dramas of Broadway, the musioc
of our cities, and operas of Lincoln Center,

television. Again to Mr. Will we say, we have
fast begun, and the dollars we are requesting
to support public broadoasting will be multi-

ONE PERSON CAN MAKE A
DIFFERENCE - :
HON. GERRY SIKORSKI
. . OPMINNEBOTA = - -
Wednesday, May 27, 1992

THE S60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION
OF DAYTON AND THBR MIAMI
VALLEY

HON. BOB McEWEN
OF OHIO .
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, May 27, 1992
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'“Ti;m.tm,”mm;boutm
Itisn'tan e just about ideas.
Rumdmw‘boutvhothuormt

can assure the Awwrican peopls that

%:&% orot 1s ons of the most

amaszing political omena of our time,

In himself he 98 ©7% ll that important. 16

is what he rep and won's be the last to

H’mlﬁ'z the 1sn't working and thas if
gou trust me with power, T'll solve all your -
! et .
problems. ,smetimes ginister, some-
‘”m:u:w” been heard all over the

That siren osfl
people who are tremtrated and

And on every

view, 18 tell .
: ¢ go oo like this any longer.
agroo: ashington. -

w'n““n"mmmnmoduwm

of
whnlnclt:%kl’mr:ﬁ“”" and the Congress share
certa basio Y1908, enf Presitent will i
ways got what he WaDtS. - L

t, with tremendous ma- _

t what he wanted. .
Jort muwm‘&?@tﬁomm
What 1t means 44 health, and the eoon-

t 1s the wake-up call for all those
wm. that democratic government
must be made to work and who are willing to
spell out the ways it can work in the old-
fashioned Ameriuan way—before the elec-

u% Perot, for sl 1 know, may fade away

under pablic scrutiny.

onge he Ooeat. medis about his
Mdonammxhavolt?ppodhlm.ml

't count on

'gg‘rﬁ say it axain, Perot isn’t important.
It is what he re ts that is important:
e is the fooal point of legitimate grievances
with gridlocked, jrrelevant, divided govern-

m:?ti_o” Perot never existed, those griev-

ces would be real. -
'nn wnéum out tiat the big story of this
raign way how Ross Perot awakened

litical parties. o
“I}h,gf’h. has done his country a great serv-

fce. —_—
rom the Washington Post, May 27, 1892]
(F Bop MICHNL'S CHALLENGE
(By Dav!d 8. Broder)
Leader Robert H. Michel

usually draws more affection
m’:“'::n“ @ince he came to Congress
mmmpmm;m,hohuboonknmto

snAwed work for them again,
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oolleagues as & great companion for a song-
fest or & round of golf. But as ons of the per-
manently cutnumbered Repablicans, he rare-
ly put his stamp—and never his name—on a

 The acuroe of the frustraticn—the real rea- -
son tiiv grievances exist—is “the faot of di-

if- the Oongress is dominated by the other
party.” : K o
That is the ugly secret of American poli-

wrong to split their tickets. They wanted to
pretend that they would be “‘effective” no

are not dealing with national problems.

8till leas did Republican presidents and
presidential candidates want to say, plainly,
that it made no sense to elect them unless
they had enough allies on Capitol Hill to
pass their programs. Ronald Reagan came
olosest to doing it in 1960—and the results
showed: & Republican Senate and a conserv-
ative-controlled House. But only for two
years. Ho retreated into the usual Repub-
ltcan tolerance of divided government when
the recession swamped the GOP in 1682,
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Now Michel has broken the code of silence
and showed the guts to plead for a Bush cam. -
paign that would say “the only way” to
break the impasse that is so frustrating .to

‘the voters is to end divided government,

Give one party—he’d prefer it were the Re- .
publicans—control of the White House and .

" Cangress and if they fail to deliver, “kick us

out” in the naxt election.

Will Bush take the challenge? At the mo-
ment his campaign is so desperate and defen-
sive, in the face of the Perot surge, that no

Will a leading congressional Demoocrat step

SUPPORT FOR PUBLIC TELEVISION
- HON. JOHN D. DINGELL
mmnomormmmsmzmm
* Wednesday, May 27,1992 .
* Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, several weéks
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for public broadcasting. : )

. Above all, public television works. It has
acoomplished what Congress has asked of it
and what the 1867 Carnegie Commission
promised. It has produced programs that
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have enriched our lives at home and in the
claszroom. Yet 1t faces perennial attempts to
shut it down. .

stimulating discussion, 1t is aloof and unin- -

volved.”

But why any faderal funds? Thoese are the
crucial “seed monies” from which have
grown The Oivil War, The MacNeil/Lehrer

sounding “elitist” in asserting that peopls
not in that *“upper middle olass’ aren't
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affairs, and oultural programming that were

onoe largely a public television monopoly, it
is because telovision demonstrated

1o broadoasting. unanimous for the
oontributions of Nature, Nova,
Thoater, Joseph Pavarotti, Bes-

- We have bestt seoking to discover how tele-
ocommunjcations can advanoce oommunity
problem solving. It is not encugh to produoce
brilliant programs. We want to find out how
community resource can support the
work of others in the community. In Detroit
we have focused our resouroes on two prior-
ities: the welfare of our children and raoce re-
lations. These two challenges will cocupy us
for years to ocome. Not content with provid-
ing a mirror to our regions, we have acoepted
& more active rols as a catalyst and agent
for change. We shall be public broadcasters
by participating in the life of the community
To Mr. Wil we eay, stretch a little. Free

new opportunities for public colloquy and
ocommunity action.
Public television can bring people together

can in & quest for understanding and common
Public television reaches 87 million people & purpose. It can be our electronic town hall, a
week. SBesame Street reaches nearly & quar- city square where ideas and opinfons are ex-
ter of all U.B. houssholds. with incomes changed and whers people who have been
under $10,000. In general, more than half of separated by racial and economic and cul-
all public television viewers (56%) live in tural boundaries can come together in & new
households with incomes under $40,000 a oontext. This is what we have been attempt-
year. ing to do tn Detroit, and we believe that we

Nor 1s public television merely federally are wenturing out into the futurs of public
subeidized competition for the commercial television. In a time of enormous economic
channels. It i3 an enterprise which has en- transition, urban decay, and resurgent rac-
larged the vision of the entire industry. If ism, public televiston will be
commercial channels and television produo- by the attention we give to our immediate
ors entered into areas of educational, public geography, the communities we serve.
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Pnbliotolcvidon'moon_tmnotobocv‘o-
- hicle for the dramas of Broadway, the music

. serious
around us. But it will also expand its role as

‘Nipping at our hesls will only make us run &
'utmmmmmtmmqtpnbuqmd-

i % OF MDONEBOTA' i

IN THE HOUBB OF REPRESENTATIVES
. Wednesday, May 27,1992 . .
~" Mr. SIKORSKI. Mr. Speeker, In & couple of

"THE S0TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION
OF DAYTON AND THBE MIAMI
VALLEY

HON. BOB McEWEN
OF GHIO :
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, May 27, 1992

Mr. MCEWEN. Mr. Speaker, it gives me
great pleasure 10 rise today f0 recognize that



