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I point this out, Madam Preaident,
because I believe we have seen that
kind of escalation acrosa the board and
we have seen that kind of eecalation-
going on outside of our. view. We just
are not a part of it. We are not sen-
sitive to what those costs are until it
hits us as an uninsured person or it
‘hits us as a young couple trying to fig-
nreout.vhetherornottheyca.n.m Jected to go. In 1993, 1894, 1995, 1996,
fact, afford to even have a baby. . -=-:.-1907, 1988, not-very far-into the future,
%hﬂ.wcoontoohnolomca.lchancu. ~We.are going from about:$280 tillion to
We have. seen changes. in practices..All- All- .nearly. $500-billion in & §-year period of
oInnhnvoooenit..Wohsvaloen.l
thlnk.mbnhnudlmprovementmthe
quality of our care. - .
mmnmamm
18, again, we have to say to the Amer-
Jcan people. that one of the reasons our-
comh:nmnphwhawbmpm— .
“tected from it. < ‘kind

fgnate 27 percent of the income taxes,
corporats taxes—none of these are new
tamth&ththocnmnttuulnm
current system.

You designate those tuutndyou
match them up against where we are

wﬁn.t.huchmheronhqnwhamm
Federal spending on-health care is pro-

.of gap that we have be
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s & necessary,’in my

86629
Ouncreu. hw deﬁmuon, is undiscl-

mFoderalHedthCa:eTrmFund
provides that discipline. It contributes
to deficit reduction. It gives the Amer-
ican people an honeet assesament of
how their money is being .spent for
health care and réquires us to be re-
sponsible as adults, ‘as citizens in this .
oountry. If you want a benefit, if you"

:mcm expenditure, pay for it.:— -

Mndmi’mident.xhopein&h&rw-
oncmstiondobatewmsbletow-
oept this proposal. I think it will con- -
tribute-to deficit reduction. I think it

- will ensble us .to have the kind of de-

bate -that I think is going to be nec- -
mmuaotoommhenﬂvehealth
caré reform. ©. -

- munocalnwmtoformform It -
t,

judgment, precar-
ALl mmuuwl ha.vedma. ~revenuve that would be generated if we --sor..Otherwise, what we will.hear is ev-.

Httle of 1t:myself-—come and ssy, *Gee, . mhm‘m-h t.lw
:the problem is.0ur hospitals are ripping: ;- Xind -of gap that is ¢
you off,Ahe problem 1a.doctors are rip-.-caunse:health care.is

-pingzyou:off, insurance companics.are - -idly. . than- *our».*‘lmé.-:s-
ripping you ofL.Tha trath of the: - knoWws that. -

r,/,x ~A'

ter:is, we MAM’OL.MM - One. of the mmw n mmmmm
and abuse in our systemr 5. w0 s A-:;.u;‘.tham.uhedthmmvmcnp.y;ur B

nmumbmtmmmm-

,lmpectmwu}dbolnc.kytont anhoneatdem_e;boutw chnmwe
‘20 poroent -of the 535 people up here on’. ought-touse. . _ R R
»thonmthat'oudbo;blotom.lyon. -Xaman’ ' W~_of\im!-'l
I oertdnly;vonld not be:in that 20. per-. ‘progresaive consumption tix to replsce

st

v

H

‘g

Nd-l., “-'v,,:nf::vw:
-No.. 2, we will declare as
this great Nation—it .1s -still- a
-honer to be & citisen of this eoun L1 -0
we will say we have a responsibility to . there watching this—you are probably -
Day-the bills. A fairly stmpie thing, it ‘not watching this, -hecause you “are -
seems to me. We-are going to say, if we - working—baut if you .are -in ‘the. work -
ukoumhﬂcmmtwmorsmbunon force today getting paid by the hour,
dollars'-worth -of spending,.we .will pay . Jou.are-holding about $70 million of ex-:
the bills"and. we.will ‘deaignate what- cess deficit reduction because we- are
ever.taxes we decide to -use:-tq make overtaxing you on Social Security.
sure -that, -in_fact, t.hemoneylaoon— -You could do it with & value-added
t.ﬂo tax, lower the inoome tax, lower the

' That designation. 1n the ta.x revenue’ corporate tax. You could take action-
foroes us, No. 3, to have the kind of dis- that would unquestionably stimulate
cipline that is needed.. Frankly, what the American economy, not as new
we find 18 that the projected growth of spending, but as a way to reduce exist-
health care expenditures are golng up ing taxes. I think the-value-added or
‘80, rapidly. that right now we are re-- progressive oconsumption tax, those
lieved of the requirement to make dif- kinds of ideas are powerful economic
ficult decisions. . ... - -ideas and are urgently needed. .

‘1 have, in my own propoaal w¢ OK, - Regrettably, the American poople——-
lot.ustakothos-pero'entmyrontax. andlt.hinkoorroctlyoo—-havomumod
the Foederal health insurance premfum If you bring a new tax into the existing
We are currently paying,-let us get the system, the -money. is  going ' to get
aloohol taxes, the cigarette taxes, des- spent on all sorts of things,. because

R

?_5

Poonlc.-‘ ‘Soeund.‘vn m tnto S

powerful ,second .
. i-thmkmmfmhmmthemngm

-erything but:the truth when it comes
- to hulmm -the mm&mu

IR WK

- The emmnm OF'FIGEE.RWRhout
objoction. lt 1: 0 ordmd. :

Mr."CRAIG, - Madam. -President, T -

.and ‘certainly . -the - American people, -

- have attempted to focus in-the Iast sev-
eoe;’. - eral-days on a phenomenally fast and

elusive target,.and that is the Btu tax-

.. a8 proposed by President Clinton -and
- uarucuhtedhy‘hlmomt.homtm-‘
.eral mont.houthepmuotmcooo-

package.::
Iuyt.hat.beoatmwhenitmﬁmt

.v-propooed, eoconomista around the coun-

try .said -“"What? What are you-doing, -

r' Madam: President; for the firet time in=~ -
. this Nation’s- history,” attempting to- - -
“apply & tax in this way on the energy

sources.. of - our country - that have
throughout - our -time beén. the great -
source of our weslth, not only in the

-abundance -of inexpensive énergy, but

in its ability to create industries that
employ people that make -us competi-
tive around the world?

He gave all kinds of excuses—that
this was the only way out of a deflcit,
.even though he had proposed major
new spending increases, and that, real-
ly, this was the kind of revenue raiser
that would be necessary If we were
going to resolve a.ll of these great prob—
‘lems. - -

Thatwuoome month.nago And of -

course, all of us began tolook at it and

tried to analyzeit, as it related to true
deficit reduction; but, more important,
what kind of impact would it have on
the economy? How.-many people would
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would it put out of work? Because any began to stand up and say: Walt a
time you drive up the cost of doing minute, we have better ideas if we are
business you drive down the competi- going to have to raise revenue, because
tiveness of business and, ultimately,
you cause those businesses to have to well-too-many people out of work.
lay off people. This President was elected on a plat-
I come from a Western State. It; 18 & form of coming to this Nation's Cap-
lot of miles between Twin Falls, ID and. 1tol, and putting America back to work
Boise, ID. Yet the commerce, to flow with all kinds of inventive, creative
back and forth, flows on rubber tires. new ideas. This one was not too inven-
Those rubber tires are driven by hydro- tive. It was not too creative. And, most .
carbons—gas; and that gas costs a lot assuredly, it was going to put [ lot of
of money. Now this President has pro- people out in the cold. .
posed it ought to cost amore money for 1 undefstand in the House yest;erday.
‘the sake of the country. . - and into the wes hours of this morning,
Sowebegn.nwa.nn.lyze not only to people tried to figure & way out of this
Idaho, but to the Nation, the kind of one. They began to work on it, in the
impact this type of taxation would sense they began to cut it back. All of
have on our State. Of course we came, & sudden that aluminum industry that -
.up with some fascinating figures. A I talked about that is a part of my
State of 1,030,000 people would.be pay- State's:employment base and a part of
-ing as.much-as a half billion dollars -the Chair's employment base—all of &~
_more in income—or Btu tax to the Eed- sudden: Exempt. You .do not:have -to-
eral ‘government, :on an annual. baau. worry about it anymore.. We are going’
'Thn.tul.phauomenuhit. s M4 .6 me s to take you out of the pleture. -All:of &'
~..8ome .smal: tarmers_ who. are,hishly sudden certain portions of agriculturé::
specializediand intensified - in*.their. Exempt, taken out of the picture.I un-:
busineeses, because this tax was spread . dentandnow.asotl&stmsht,carba.ln
~acroes fertilizers and-fuels and other' chemioal industries that sre-exporters,
energy-intensive ; kinds -of ; products, they get a rebate if- t.hey export and
would be paying a.nywhere from 310,000 - have to employ this tax. < e 1
t0:315,000-more a year inithe costs of. . Inothervords.t.lmnndofphonyoo-
.product.lon on their partiocular farm:: - onomics i8 in trouble,-and-it' appears
Enargy—lntensivebusinoasesukethe that the House ia trying to -create a
alnmlnum industry, in which a lot of  whole ‘new image-around a: very bad
people in the north end. of my State are "idea so, of course, .they can get t.his
employed, all of a:sudden would. prob- - President's economic package passed..
_ably find themselves out of work'and -~ .I am not at all confident “you ' can-
that industry wou]dbeoeekingl,new t.a.keabadideaa.ndtumitmto*ugood
home m Bdtlﬁhr Oolumbla.. in Canada, idea by a little window dreasing; a 1it-
‘where . there '  were lnexpemnve tle flurry around the edges; a little ad-
hydroenergy sources. . - - ~.7 - justment here, a little kind of political -

<A all thosa figures began t.o hit the maneuvering to make sure the-employ- -

wema. -and as the American people .fi-  ees of the Speaker of the Houss are, all'
'nallyreoognuodtheyweregomgt,obe “of a 'sudden, taken care of; that certain
hit several hundred dollars a year per dominant areas of our economy are al-
household, - and: - that .. middle-income - ready taken care “of. “What -they have-
America somehow-became lost in the' not.taken. care .of .is middle-income -

‘shuffle, - and” -the .campaign promises America, about 74 percent of the Amer-,.

that.our President had made had some- ican people who are going to be hit
how disappeared, we. all know what right in their pocketbooks by this kind -
begantohappentothattax.ltbeeame otntax.becauneattheverybeﬂnning
abnrdent.ooheavytobea.r B it was a bad idea. - - -

Yet, of course we know in the budget = I am not ‘going t,o argue about deﬁ-
resolution passed by this Congress and' cits. My voting record shows I-do not
by this Senate it was a burden that was vote for massive. new spending. Pro-

-locked 1n because it'was a major reve- grams and I-vote to- reduce spendlng :

' nie -souroé “for- this President's - eco-- anywhere and ‘everywhere -I" can,  be--
nomio program. Was it going to cost T cause I do belleve in limited govern-
to 10 cents a gallon for gasoline and 8 ment and I do not believe that the Gov-
or'9 cents for diesel? Annual costs per ernment’s magic wand creates jobs and
family? The Preeident -said ‘in Feb- builds up economies, as this President
ruary, $204; and then Hazel O'Leary and others do. So I would vote against
said in March, $322; and Treasury gaid a Btu tax. And I plan to do just that 1f
todayaboutﬂoo't.heCa:terEnergy that kind of program gets to the floor
Secretary, James . Schlesinger, said of this Congress, because, no matter
maybe $470 per family: Alloftheee how you try to make a bad idea good,
- kinds of speculations went on.- . in the State of Idaho it damages our

Monw-Hm caloulates 400,000 jobs economy tremendously as it will in all
lost; the National Assoclation of Manu- other working St.s.tes acroes thls Na—
facturers, 610,000 jobs lost; American tion.

Petroleum Institute, 700,000 jobe lost. I do not want to have to say to cer-
All of a sudden this Preaident was in° tain people in certain households, *‘Be- -
:trouble with his'economic package be-- cause we are- going to make- it more
‘cause . the maipstay, the.plank, that costly for you to operate, we are.going -
which locked 1t together, -all of a sud- . to give you more food stamps.” What &

_ den did not-work or-could not work or humiliation. Or, “We are going to pro-
would not work. Senators on this floor vide other kinds of spending programs .
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this kind of approach simply will put
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in thie Government to cover up for a
bad idea. as it came along.” That is
what is going on in the House today.

I hope Republicans and Democrats
alike,.in a bipartisan way, recognize, as
many of them already have, that no
matter how much you try to change,
no matter how much you burn the mid-
night oil, bad ideas-do not become good
ideas overnight. They were bad going
in, and they will be bad coming out. I
wish this President would simply go
back to the -drawing board, recognize
there are other ways to get at revenue.

But, before he: talks revenue, I think
the American people .are beginning to
"show him a little by the way they are
demonstrating their disfavor in the
polls:-Madam- Prestdent, revenues are
not the. issue. Spending is the issue.
Get off the Btu tax kick, get on 'with
the business of reducing the growth of
_Government, and’all of a' sudden I
" think you will ‘find your popularity in

‘the polls takes a dra.ma.tic.purn for t.he

g L. Felh

good.
I yieId the remn.inder o{ my time.- . -
'The . -PRESIDING - “OFFICER. -;The
Chair recognizea the Sena‘.torirom Ken-

[
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Lo -
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CONGRESSIONAL: SPENDING  ‘LIMIT
- AND ELECTION -REFORM -ACT'OF
1988

" The Senate continued with t.he Jcon—
.- sideration of the bill.’

"Mr. MOOONNELL; Ma.da.m Preaident
I-rise in opposition’ to:the Hollings-
Specter- sense-of-the-Sénaté resolution

-that the Congress should. pass-a-con-

stitutional ‘amendment to-revise the
first' amendment - part of our Bill of
.Rights for the first time in 200 years. I
‘understand the frustration of my good
friend from. Bouth Carolina. He philo-
sophically supports spending limits. He
has said very eloquently, and correctly,
that the underlying bill before us is
-clearly unconstitutional. The bill could
" be made constitutional. The bill before
us could be made constitutional "by-

" making it truly voluntary and by pro-

viding adequate public funding so that
candidates would elect to limit . their
_speech in return for a public subeidy.:

But the Senator from South Carolina
is absolutely on the mark and correct
that the bill we are considering doee
not have a chance in the courts. -

But the issue before us- that 13 pre-
sented by the Senator from South
Carolina is the question of whether we
should, for the first time 'in the 200-
year history-of our country, amend the
first amendment. I would say, Madam
President, -there is not much of a con-
stituency for that. Even the advocates
of the underlying bill, such as the
Washington Post, oppose a first amend-
ment amendment, if you will, which is
what - this wnwof-thewSenate ca.lls
upon us to enact. - - :

-, The Washington ‘Post, in an edit.orla.l

of April 6, 1688,.1n connection witi an

. earlier effort by Senator HOLLINGS to
amend - the. Conatltutlon. came-out 1n
oppoeitlon saying, in effect, it'is a bad-



