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agroee to its passage. Circumstanoces change
and ars different in various parts of the
world. I think before we criticize others, we
should look to curselves and find cut how we
can better. the life of the indlvidlul wll:hout-
- major damage to the state.

We must consider majority rule otherwiss
there will be chaos and asarchy. however, we
nust also give priority to the rights of the
minority and protection from oppression to
the individual.

I appreciats all ol‘ the points that have
been made here by you our oolleagues. 1 do

think it is strange that whather we are dis- -

cussing the economy, the environment or
. whatever, we do come back to the basic area
of political rights and as well human rights.
_ But I do belisve we must distinguish, we
‘must define ths difference, If any, between
civil rights, political rights and human
rights. Much confusion exists in-the press
which, in many cases, bas misoonstrued and
intermingled the true meaning of what those
rights mean, and how those rights carry with

issue and are subject to the biased views of
proponents of a cause that inflaences their
reparting and undermines the professional-
ism of a journalist who then plead a cause
. ratber than report the news as it bappeus.
We must open up our discussions as we
have during this conference to fully under-

stand ‘each others problems and find solu-

tions that are beneficial ¢to all. Not just thru
. official channels which ars limited and ocon-
ditioned by protocol and diplomatic double

talk but thru the informality of legislators’

that has permeated this mesting.

- With the most gratitude I can muster that
can express to you my true feelings I convey
toyoudntdnnknoftho?(n!oryonrmr-

ticipation. .
Now coming to another . . . and that is the
co:npoduonofd:hcmp...thehokot

some numbers and some aresas of the Pacific
region being represented here. I do want you
. 10 know that the Speaker of the United
Btates Oongress encouraged members to par-
ticipate. However, bacause of ‘a legislative
problem the House and Senate remained in
possion beyond the designated recess time

[because of a Parliamentary problem of a fl1)--

fbuster in the US Senate,] and were unable
to travel, in time to make this meeting. The
Hon. Enj Faleomavenga, ranking member of
the Aslan and Pacific Affairs committes of
the House of Representatives, was delegated
by the Bpeaker as spokesman for the United
States. He most adequately fulfilled his re-
sponsibilities and was assisted by former
Representative, the Hon. Robert Leggett,
and a former member of the National Secu-
rity Council 8taff, Donald MacDopald. I am
sure you will agree we have profited nobly by
. their participation.

One aspeot of these, our four sessions, I am
happy to report has besn the unanimous de-
sire fir a continuation of this type of meet-
ing and the need to broaden the base, thru
additional oountries being represented. I
ooncur. And, 1 do believe if we are to achieve
the most productive results we must be in-
clusive rather than exclusiopary.

That we have had opposition people rep-
resented here has greatly added to the dia-
logue and the oversll information about
which we hava been availsd. I recommend
this as a pattern for us to follow in future
meetings. We should invite periiamentary
representation of all bodies that seek to join
this effort.

However, we 8180 have c gltuation, within
ths region, becanse of oertatn sensitivities,
that has precluded the attendance of some of
the major players of the region who have not
been invited to participate. I refer to Taiwan
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tndl!mxxoncsomaumomﬂhd
bawks, doves and ostriches, as well. Os-
triches are thoss who would stick their
heads in the sand and are Imparvious to the

. events taking plsce around them. Well, we

have 1o flags here. That was done with a pur-
pose. We are not ostriches. There is not a
conscious .t.t.ompt to plead any political
cause. .

visas not being available in
meeting that the Peoples Republic of China
Delegation oculd not be pressnt with us,
(even though they had their tickets and ap-
proval of their government to travel to the
oonference. The Chinese Ambasaador to Indo-
posia has graced us with his presence and

- participated in several of the events. I am as-
. sured it was their intent to fully join with us

mummdadmwoofmtx;mooung
uhuboonmpeatodlyemphmulum-
formality . . . whare we ocan talk and discuss
without the strictures imposed in diplomatic
sottings. It is throngh this informal type of
uohmnt.hszmmnbom&dowlmont

‘ths Pacific Oommunlty Institute. I cir-

culated a bookiet about our Institute among
you. I hope you have had a chance to go

thmushlt.. If ot .
The Pacific Oomnmnlty Institute was es-

Pan Asian cuiture in relation to the con-
tributions of other civilizations and soci-
oties,

PCI s dedicated to: 1. the promotion of
Asian and American bodtes, elected officials
and private sector leaders to enhance com-
munication, strengthen democracy and im-
prove cross-cultural understanding and trade
relations.

2. Providing a forum for parliamentarians
and others in trapspaocific issues in the flelds
of energy, trade, technological exchange,
business effectiveness, aocm.l welfare and
education.

3. Furthering ths davolopm_ant of research
and demonstration projects to implement
forum recommendations on modes of inter-
national business development, cultural ex-
change and joint parliamentary action on
gocpolitioal 1gsues.

4. Recruiting students for attendance at
Asian and American colleges with curricula
combining educaticn with internships and
business, Pacific nation Parliaments and the
U.8. Congress.

The PCI has had a leading role over the
yeoars in organizing conferences with other
Pactfic Rim Institutes. These have been held
in the Republic of Korea, Republic of China,
Thailand, Republic of the Philippines, Indo-
nesaia and Singapore, with the primary topics
being joint security and trade. In 1984, PCI
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bec‘anultndnntﬂ:ohwnmnmofmum-

yoars bas besn extended to Thatland, Hong
Kong and the Peoples’ Republic of China. It

-has provided the leaders of tomorrow with

vital insights into the governments and
daily life of the countries participating.

Wo Intend to expand these programs
‘through which we hope to provide for closer
relations among all nations of the Pacific
Rim, which includes the United States which
18 a Pacific nation, as well as an Atlantic na-
tion.

‘Thank you for your attention and pa.ruol-
pldon

—— R ——
EVERY SECTOR WILL PAY
INCREASED TAXES :

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to reviae and
extend his remarks.)

Mr.  BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I would just like to say to the gen-
tleman from Oregon who just spoke
that every family in America is going
to be hit with these tax increases, not
Just millionaires, not "$100,000 income
earners; every single person in America
is going to get hit with the tax in-
Ccrease. -

Let me just say to the gentleman, I
want to say to the freshmen like him
on the other side of the nisle, I wish
you well because if you vote for all
thess tax increases and go home and
tell your constitnents that you voted
for the largest tax increases in history,
that you voted to support President
Clinton’s breaking promises to every
single American he made those prom-

4ses to, and he 8aid he was not going to

raige taxes for anybody under $100,000,
that you are going to vote for all these
tax increases, you are going to vote to
send all thess people in this country
back to the bank to borrow money to
pay their taxes because you want to
spend more, let. me just say to you, 1
wish you well. I wish you well because
you are going to be doing something
new after the next election.

N ———

FBI DOES NOT SERVE AT THE
BECK AND CALL OF THE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES

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

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker and Mem-
bers, a8 a former police officer, I real-
ize the importance of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation being independ-
ent. It 18 an arm of the Department of
Justice, and it 18 an independent inves-
tigative authority. What has happened
in the last week by actions of the
White House 18 & travesty to justice in
thig country. As you know, in the last
few days, in an attempt to put a better
light on the travel agency fiasco at the
White House, the FBI was called over,
ordered to the White House in the last
couple of days in order that they be
given some guidance to help with the
press release.
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‘Many of you saw. thia morning that’

the Attorney General. Janet Reno, has
protested that type ‘of action. That

type of action is-certainly out of the
‘ordinary and should not be tolerated in .

this country.

The FBI doea not serve at the beck
and call of the President of the United
States; the FBI must maintain {its

independence, and I would hope that in -

the future that this kind of activity
_and behavior 1s certainly brought to an
unmediaw halt.

. R ——— -

= CALCULATING THE TAX

S INCREASES _

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under &
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California, [Mr. K], is
recognized for 5§ minutes. )

Mr. KIM. Madam Speaker, my re-
marks tonight should be seriously con-
sidered by the Democratic Members of
.the freshman class in this body.

When these members ran. for elect.ion
last year, did they tell the voters that
they were intending to vote for the

largest tax increase in U.8. matory?li

don’t think so.

Did they tell the voters—that they
would cast their vote to raise taxes
dramatically long before ever: voting
for any spending cuts? .

1 don’t think so. C

~1I.don’t think. my collea.gues ran as

buniness as usual, t.a.x and spend Demo-
crats.
- Well then. let me expla.in this budget
bill, the Clinton administration is ask-
ing freshmen representatives to sup-
port.

It's called the Omnibus Budgec Rec-
onciliation Act.

The name is purposely conmslng 80
that the American public 18 deceived
into thinking its something harmless
or even good.

Madam Speaker, I want the Amer-
ican public to know that this new
budget bill, really is the largest tax in-
crease In American history.

It will cost American taxpayers at
least $332 billion over the next 5 years.

As & freshman, I have a hard time
committing American taxpayers to
$332 billion.

As an engineer, I always like to
quantify figures.

Using basic math, let’s see how much
this tax hike will really mean to the
American family.

My district i8 one of 435 districts. So,
I took $332 billion and divided it by 435.
The result 18 $760 million per district.
That means my districy in California
alone would be obligated to pay $760
miilion in new taxes over the next §
Y6ears.

Then, 1 took this simpie math & step
further. There are about 570,000 people
in my district. So, I divided $760 mil-
Hon by 570,630 people.

I was ehocked to see that every man,
woman and child would hdve to come
up with over $1,300.

This means that the average family
of 5 will be assessed nearly $7,000 in
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newtaxincreases Let me repeat.:'looo
in new tax increases. America has

never had this huge a tax increase in
‘{ts entire history! But, that's not all.

“This tax bill algo includes a new BTU

.tax.. Again, let's be honest. Thio is a

hidden gas tax. . .
ThisBTUt.a.xmea.nsscentan.ganon

That might not nhould uke much, but

it 1.

We're told avg 8450/yr or new BTU
taxes per family is not that big a deal
to the average American family.

I guess this {8 true, it's only the prioce

of 2 haircuts! But, this is not all.-This .-
BTU tax is indexed o.nnun.lly for lnﬂa,-_

tion.

Thecostofthionewtaxwmgrow
higher and higher each year. .-.

But, wait . ... there is more. The
BTU tax isn't just a gas tax on auto-
mobiles, it- also translates into more
taxes on electricity, water, heating oil
and almost every other products.

80, by the time all these new taxes -

are added together, I wouldn't be sur-

‘prised if the total burden to the aver-

age family of 6 will exceed $10,000 in

new tax increases! That's outrageous..

We must stop this madness.

“The point T raise for my fellow Demo-
cratic freshmen .
vote on this tax bill. will have. grave
consequences in 1994, . -

. Good luck golng home and telling
people that we voted for the biggest
tax increase in U.8. history. :

Madam Speaker, I just wanted to
quantify this bill using simple mathe-
matics so0 that the American public

‘will be told the truth. -

Let me repeat, for the average family
of five, we're looking at nearly $10,000
new taxes.

I say don't raise taxes. No nation has
ever taxed its way into prosperity. Cut
these hundreds of wasteful government
subsides instead.

CLINTON DEFICIT DEDUCTION
PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. PICKLE]}, i8 rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PICKLE. Madam Speaker, the only way
we will ever get our deficit under control and
get out of the economic mess we're in is
through a combination of spending cuts and
revenue increases—there is just no other way.
All the nuances and natterings in the world

Let me emphasize one very important point:
The pending tax-reconciliaion bill is a bal-
anced one. It contains roughly the same in tax
Increasas as it does in program and spending
reductions. Now, it is true that it doesn't cut as
much in the first year, but over 5 years there
Is a good balance of cuts on,spending and
new revenues.

Madam Speaker, for the-first tims in more
than 15 years, a Democratic President Is pro-
posing to bring down the deficit through a re-
sponsible approach including spending cuts
and new revenues—the only real answer
we've got if we want to do the right thing for
the country.

%’ii
g

is that a “yes” by
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Madam Speaker, during 1991 and 1992,
the Subcommittee on Oversight con-
ducted numerous hearings, investiga-
tions, and site visits as part of & major
oversight initiative. In follow-up to
these activities, the subcommittee for-
warded to the committee ita findings
and recommendations to improve the
administration of certain laws and pro-
grams. Several of those recommenda-
tions are contained in the reconcili-
ation bill we will be voting on tomor-
row. They include provisions to: (1) im-
prove the administration of the Medi-
care Program in the areas of Medicare
Secondary Payers [MSP] and Durable
Medical Equipment [DME]; (2) to re-
form Customs overtime pay practices;
(3) to prevent the payment of Federal
benefits to dead people; and, (4) to pro-
tect taxpayers from deceptive
mailings. ’

This legislation affects the manner in
which the Federal Government serves
and protects the public, and manages
tts resources. In the end, I believe that
enactment of these provisions will pro-
tect the integrity of many Federal pro-
grams. It will prevent wasteful and
abusive practices which are currently
costing taxpayers milllons of dollar
each month.
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different Government benefit programs
_and identified about $5 milllon in bene-
fits being paid to dead people each
month." After checking further GAO es-
tabHshed that some of these people had
besn dead for over 6 years. Even worse,
GAO found that some of these beneflt
checks and been regularly increased to
provide - ‘cost-of-l1i ving-adjustments
[COLAz] ‘to. these deceased bene-
ficlaries. But, perhaps worst of all,

-these were beneficiaries that were

known to be dead. The Social Security
Administration had already received
information indicating that they were
dead. Unfortunately, this information
was often not shared with other Fed-

eral agencies because & majority of the -

States have, by contract, prevented
88A from redisclosing death certificate
fnformation to other Federal agencies.
This leaves the Federal Government in
the absurd position of payinx millions
of doliars each month to people we
know are dead.

Unfortunatley, Madam Speaker, thin
is not a new issne. Last year the House
passed H.R. 3837, legislation specifi-
cally intended to address these issues,;

but it was not acted on by the Senate..

This legislation was also included in

H.R. 11, last year’s tax bill;, which was’

vetoed by the President. This is the
kind of bureaucratic and legislative
" gridlock that the public cannot under-
stand. There is no justification for pay-
ing. millions of dollars each month to
people we know for a faot are dead.
There is no excuse for wasting many
millions more as the result of mis-
management in the area of Customs
overtime pay, fraud and abuse in the
Medicare program, and con artists
bilking the public with deceptive
mailings. But, if we do not pass this
legislation that is exactly what will
happen. .

Now, the bill does spend some more
on the vulnerable of America's citi-
seng—our children. We do epend a little
money on immunirations and on fam-
ily preservation, but we pay for these
DFOETAINE &8 We 0.

And, Madam Speaker, that is the cru-
cial point: We've had a party over the
last 10 or 15 years, and now it's time to
clean up after ourselves and pay the
bills.

That's what this plan does, and if we
are serious, it's time to fish or cut bait.
Support this plan for America’s future.

———— R ——

WHERE 18 THE RULE ON BUDGET
RECONCILIATION?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previocus crder of the Houss, the gen-
tleman from Californiz, Mr. DREIER, 18
recegnired for 5 minntes.

Mr. DREIER. Madam 3peaker, I took
thie time out thic evenirg to &8k a spe-
cific question: Where 18 the rule under
which we are going to consider this
reconciliation biil? I frankly did not
know that I had requested the time,
but I see several of my Rules Commit-
tee colleagues here in the House, the
distinguished ranking Republican on
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theRuleeCommlctoe a.ndltlsnown
minutes ‘before midnight and we are
anxious to have a rule reported to the

' floor so that we can proceed to do ev-
_erything that we posaibly can to defeat
_the largest tax increase that has ever
been proposed on the American people.

- Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DREIER. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. -

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, has

the gentleman, as a member of the

Rules Committee, been given any word
whatsoever as to when we may see this
rule emerge onto the House floor? !

Mr. DREIER. Madam S8peaker, re-
claiming my time, I am happy to yleld
to my very dear friend, the gentleman
from 8S8outh Carolina, Mr. DERRICK, the
deputy majority whip. :

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Speaker, we
are hoping to get a rule out here within
the next half an hour or so. We are
wa.ltinc on some negotiations. .

Mr. DR.EIEB.. Reclaiming my
time—

Mr. DERRICK. Sothntweeantake
up the greatest budget cut in thehis—
t.ory of this Nauon. ’

. - g 2350 ) »

We are waiting on some negotiations.

Mr. DREIER. 80 the next half-hour?

Mr. DERRICK. 80 we can take up the
greatest budget cut in the history of
this Nation. -

Mr. DREIER. I would like to pose a
question to my dear friend from South
Carolina, if I might. I would like to ask
that, if we are supposed to have this
rule. reported out within the next 30
minutes, at what time can we expect to
have a meeting upstairs on the third
floor to begin the markup of this rule?
Because & number of us have a wide
range of amendments we would like to
propose. I would be happy to yleld to
my friend from South Carolina to re-
spond. .

Mr. DERRICK. Would you mind re-
peating that?

Mr. DREIER. I would be happy to re-
peat 1t if my friend did not hear it: 1
would like to know if we are going to
be holding or when we are going to be
holding our meeting upstairs 8o that
we can begin marking up this rule that
we hope to consider here. I am happy
to yleld to my friend from South Caro-
lina to respond.

Mr. DERRICK. It 18 my understand-
ing that the Committee on Rules will
be meeting, oh, probably within the
next 20 minutes and hopefully to get
out & rule in time to take it up tomor-
row end vote on the matters that are
before us.

Mr. DREIER. Great. 1 tmank my
friend for his response.

I am happy to yleld to my friend
from East Petersburg.

Mr. WALKER. That timing scunds
Uke it i8 going to take you to after
midnight, Now, does that mean that
the rule then would not be eligible to
be brought to the floor tomorrow and
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wemgoingtohsvotogoovaruntﬂ
Friday?

Mr. DREIER. I t.hjnk we ahould pro-
pound that question to the chief dep-
uty whip, my friexd from South Caro-
lina and colleague on t.he Oommlttae
on Rules.

If we go past midnight, will be able .
boﬁlet.hlsmlen.ndbﬂngltuponthe
same day on the House floor?

Mr. DERRICK. As the gentleman well
knows, being the great student of the
rules of this body that he is, that it is
the legislative day that determineh it.
As long as we are in this legislative

Mr. DREIER. ] have heard that it is
the legislative day, but we are now at
9 minutes to midnight, and it seems to
me that we might recognize the clock

. in this matter.

I am happy to yleld to my triend
from East Petersburg.

Mr. WALKER. Those legislative days,
we have found in the past, are kind of
floating concepts ' that, you know,
sometimes they stop in the middle of
the day and create a new leguh.uve
day. I remember that happening at one
time." 80 obviously. it will not matter

‘when you mark it up, we will have it

pn the floor tomorrow.

Let me ask the gentleman: Do we
have any idea what mlght be contained
in this rule?

Mr. DREIER. Reclaimins my time,
that is a very interesting question. ’

1 would say to my friend from East
Petersburg that there is no indication
whatsoever as to what shape this rule
will take. We want to have a chance to
vote on this package when it comes
down here, but no one really knows.

I am happy to yield to my friend, the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. KINGSTON. I say to the gen-
tleman from California that I am new
here. I am a little bit confused. It is 10
until 12, and we have been in session
since 11 a.m. today. Am I understand-
ing that 12 o’clock, when the day ends
for the rest of the Eastern time zone, it
does not end for the United States Con-
grese? I am real confused about this,
gentleman.

Mr. WALKER. They move to Pacific
time at that point.

Mr. DREIER. I have to tell you that
my watch right now is on Pacific time,
and it is now 6 minutes to 8 o'clock,
and according to my schedule, we have
en additional 3 hours before the end of
the legislative day. I try to stay on
California time even when I am in
Washington, DC. It helps me maintain
a semblance of reality when the legis-
lative day can in fact here move weil
besyond midnight.

Mr. KINGSTON. 80 we have got a
time deficit along with our other defi-
clt?

Mr. DRETER. Absolutely &8 well as
tongue lock, which I know scmething
my friend has referred to when he Las
referred to the closed rules that have
come out of our committee onto the
floor.
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Mr KINGS'I‘ON Are we likely to
have voice lock on this largest tax in-
crea.uo in the history of America?

+Mr. DREIER. 1 would not:be sur-
prlsed 1f we were to get something

- other than an open rule allowing for
" the free flow of debate on the House
floor-as we consider this measure.

1 would like to bring into this discus-’

-sfon my  friend, the gentleman from
New York, from Glens Falls, the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Rules, to see if he has any
thought he would like to pose to us.

- The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. EB. -

JOHNSON of Texas). The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

MANAGED CARE: THE DARK SIDE;
A DOCTOR SPEAKS OUT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. STARK] {8
" recognized for 5 minutes.

" Mr. S8TARK. Madam B8peaker, Dr.
Robert L. Weinmann of San Jose, preai-
~ dent of the Union of American Physi-
“clans and Dentists, recently wrote an
excellent article about the ‘dark side’
- of managed care operations.

The " article, which appeared in the
April 2, 1993 San Jose Mercury News,
makes the excellent point that enrolles

 in these managed care plans need to
know what kind of financial incentives

and barriers exist to their being pro-

" vided with care. While the fee-for-serv-
ice system has too many incentives to

~ overcharge and overbill, the movement
toward managed care 18 also fraught
with dangers—the danger of
underservice and underutilization.

Dr. Weinmann'’s article follows:

MANAGED CARE: THE DARK SIDE

) . (By Robert L. Welnmann) .

Is’ “managed competition’ the promised
land of health care reform? These plans
promise complete health care for fixed pre-
miams. ‘“‘Managed’’ means that oversight is
applied to the plan’s doctors, who agree that
the diagnostic tests and treatment plans
they prescribe may be abbreviatsd or dis-
allowed by the plan's cost controllers.

Bubscribers do not know that their physi-.

cians have made such agreements with man-
agement because the contracts signed by the
dootors are not made avallable to the plan's
subscribers. Yet nobody bhas a greater need
to know about the limitations a plan places
on its doctors' ability to prescribe than the
patient.

Prospective patients need to know about
the ‘‘gatekeseper’ concept by which patients
may be diverted from obtaining care.

The gatekseper {5 a patient’s first point of
contact with the health care plan. The gate-
keeper may be a primary care physician,
nurse, or other health counselor. The gate-
keeper decides {f referral to a specialist is
nesded or even if the patient should see a
primary care physician.

An early flashpoint may develop in this en-
counter if it turns out that the gatekeeper
may be penalizad if he allows ‘“‘too many”
patients to see specialists. In some cases the
,penalty is that the specialty referral is dis-
allowed and the cost thereof is charged back
to the gatekeeper physician. Patients might
be dismayed to learn that & speciality refer-
ral wasn't made because the gatekeeper was
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afraid to make it Butthlnph.nkmmthe
plan to save money because it reduces the
frequency and cost of speciality referral.

.- SBpeaking as a physician, I never wanted to

be a gatekeeper. I only wanted to take care
of sick people. Taking oare -of sick people
when they need it and being a gatekeeper
don’'t mesh together.

Why don't physicians speak out?. Most
plans contain an anti-whistle-blowing clause.
One form this clause takes is & provision in
the doctor's contract that allows the plan to
fire the doctor without specific cause. This
“termination-at-will" element serves .ita
purposs. The doctor who wants to stay {n his
plan will not ‘‘cause trouble.” .

What about emergencies? While most plans
promiss emergency care, most subscribers do
not learn that their plan may have its own
definition for what will be accepted as an
“emargency.” Everything else {s called
“elective.'”” This handy distinction allows
elective care to be legally delayed or de-
ferred. Deferred medical care is cost-effec-
tive on annual reports because expenditures
are postponed. Is this version of cost con-
tainment what subscribers want? -

Managed care plans generally employ well-
paid administrators whoee salaries come
from the premiums paid into the pian by
subscribers. The trick is to provide health
care while minimizing expenses. Subsecribers
sign up for these plans because they believe
they'll got better medical coverage at a fixed
and affordable premium. Doctors sign up for
these plans becauss that's where the patients
are. Patients are then told that they may
choose their doctors and hospitals only from

the list approved by the plan. This skewed ~

selection ia then called '‘free cholce™ by the
plan’s sales force.

Subacribers to managed health care plans
may have a greater need to know about the

financial machinations of their plans than do

the doctors. The message is to make sure
that the health care plan to which you sab-
scribe takes as good care of you as it does of
itself. .

THE QUESTION REMAINS: WHERE
IS THE RULE ON BUDGET REC-
ONCILIATION?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. KINGSTON] i8

- recognized for 5§ minutes.

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Speaker, 1
wanted to continue on the discussion of
this rule, if I could engage the gen-
tleman from California a little bit
more.

Now, on February 18, when President
Clinton stood right over there in the
well of the House, I heard him say,
along with the rest of America, that if
we had specific ideas about the budget,
to come up with them, and he was open
to them, and he welcomed bipartisan
support. And I do remember him say-
ing, “But be specific.”

Mr. DREIER. If the gentleman would
yield, I think the terminology used fol-
lowing his address here was, ‘“No more
hot air, show me where,” and that was,
in fact, his challenge to us to be spe-
cific on the iasue of spending cuts.

My friend 1s absolutely right.

Mr. KINGSTON. Well then, clearly,
he meant by that to have an open rule
80 that {f we have specific ideas to fur-
ther cut the deflcit, reduce the deficit,
that he certainly would want to have
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those debated on the ﬂoor of the
House. .

Mr. DREIER. Ia.mnoteure theProal ’
dent has been a proponent.of open rules
on these issues. I have not heard him
voice an opinfon on it. It would stand .
to reason, having made a statement-.
ke that, that the best way to ap-
proach it and allow us to have an op-
portunity to be specific would be open
rules, but I am not sure that President
Clinton would join us in our challenge

.against the Democrat leadérahlp here .

on the open-rule issue.

Mr. KINGSTON. Well, the reason why .
I am real curious about that, again,
being & newcomer, is because I under-
stand that- there were 35 -separate
amendments that were offered in the
Committee on the Budget that would
have further reduced the deflcit, and
surely, out of 35 separate amendments, '
that some of them were good and some
of them would certainly merit biparti-
san support. I would think that par-
ticularly freshman Democrats . who
were elected under this idea of change
and let us kind of buck the system and
stir things up a little bit for the better
of America {n Congress, then, I cannot
understand why these amendments
would not be offered. And I am very .
disappointed.in that process as a new-
comer. )

1 hope the freshman Demacrats will
join in a bipartisan manner to t.ry to
further reduce the deficit. -

Mr. WALKER. If the gentleman will
yvleld, my guess i8 that the freshman
Democrats are more likely to be some-
where at the present time having their
arms twisted so that the deal can be

.cut 8o these .gentlemen can go back to

the Committee on Rules, having. had
the deal cut without any input from
them, 80 that, you know, we can actu-
ally write the rule based upon the deal

that was cut. :

You know, the only reason for hang-
ing around here that I can imagine and
waiting for another 20 or 30 minutes is
because they still have not cut all the
deals necessary in order to bring the
rule out.

Mr. DREIER. If the gentleman will
vield, if I could respond to my friend
from East Petersburg, I would say that
we are going to take votes on these
amendments up in the Committee on
Rules; the gentleman from New York
[Mr. SOLOMON] and I and the gentieman
from Florida [Mr. Goss] and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. QUILLEN)
plan to offer some of the very thought-
ful amendments that were proposed
during 10% hours of hearings today,
and we will have votes up there.

The fact of the matter is that the
ratio is 2 to 1 plus 1 against us, 9 to 4,
and so the outcome is really predeter-
mined, I am afraid. We are going to
make & vallant effort up there with our
4 votes to try and make some of those
35 amendments, to which my friend
from Georgia referred, in order.

I thank my friend for yielding. .

Mr. KINGSTON. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.
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" Mr. SOLOMON. If the g‘entlemt.n

would yield, and I am just really con-

-cerned about what is happening in this
body. I guesas it can best be explained
by these editorials that I have from
“around the country. They come from a
wide spectrum of newspapers. -
~ One is from the Wall Street Journal.
Another is from Mary McGrory, who I
.do not always quote on this floor. But
another is here, and here is one that
says, “‘Ruling with rules in the House,"
and I think I will just take a moment
and read this to the membership, be-
cause it really speaks to the point of
what is happening here.
- It says, ‘““The Democrat leadership in
-the House of Representatives is used to
getting its own way not in the least
part because it has a stranglehold on
the legislative .process in the lower
House.” It goes on to say, *“From even
the most cursory glanoce at the rules of
the House of Representatives, one
would be impressed with the complex-

- ity of the procedural maneuvers open.

to Members. But those rules almost
never come into play when a bill mat-
ters to the powers that be, the Demo-
crat Party. The House Rules Commit-
tee, a wholly-owned subsidiary of the
House Democrat Caucus, simply walves
the rules to protect measures from op-
position.”

Madam Speaker, has the time ot the

‘gentleman from Georgia expired?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, the
gentleman's time has expired.

RULING WITH RULES IN THE °
HOUSE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. WALK-
ER] is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, I

yield to the gentleman from New York -

[Mr. SOLOMON].

Mr. SOLOMON. Madam Speaker, if I
may continue with this editorial be-
cause I think more editorial writers
around the country are beginning to
pick up the problems that exist in this

House today.

This editorial goes on to say that:

That is what Speaker of the House Tom
Foley and Rules Committee chairman Joe
Moskley have in mind for President Cln-
ton's budget bill, which is acheduled to be
taken up by the Rules Committee tomorrow.
But the tactics that usually raise only the
tre of Republicans (who suffer the most at
the hands of the partiszan Rules Committee)
now have ralsed the dander of conssrvative
Democrats who fear that Mr. Moakley and
Co. will try to stifle their amendments to
the tax-and-spsnd packsage. Having gotten
too high-handed in trying to control the
agenda, the House leadership and the presi-
dent may now suffer a humiliating defeat if
enough moderats and conservative Demo-
crats join Republicans to defeat the rule
under which the bill will be considered on
ths floor.

Mr. Foley may fnstruct Mr. Moakley to try
to buy off enough Democrats to pass the rule
by giving them a few amendments to offer.
But it may be too late for that (aside from
the fact that the leadership is not ready to
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cm the rebels serious amendments that
would directly challenge the president's tax
plans) and by tomorrow the House leadership
mydnoldotoholdoﬂonthovholom
nnultheyoundﬂnmolruoou. -

‘And here is’ the intarestinx pa.rt.
Madam Speaker a.nd my oolleaguea It
goes on to say, -

!t:mlolsbrouxhttormd,thmﬂn
probably be some provision to allow the Re-
publicans to offer an alternative package.
But again, tricky games with the rules allow
the Democrats to keep the Republicans from
gotting an honest vote on the Altomt;!vo of
their choice.

- Keep that in mind, and I wﬂl talk
about that in a minute.

The Rules Committee has told Baopubllc.l.n
leaders that any alternative will -have to
oomply with the Budget Control and Im-

poundment Act of 1974. The act requires that.

to offset any tax increase, cuta must come
only from entitlement spsnding. That pre-
vents the GOP from trying to get rid of Mr.
Clinton's tax inoreases by subsetituting cuts
in discretionary spending. In other words,

“the Rules Committes has told Republicans °

that they can offer a plan different from the
president’s, but to do it they have to offer
cuts in such politically volatile areas as 8o0-
cial Becurity and Medicare. Doing-away with
mohair gubsidies and the like is out of
bounds and out of order.

" Democrats 1in the House reeuh.rly waive

the institution’s rules when it is in their best

interest but become punctilious when it al-
lows them to force Republicans into a no-win
corner. Could Mr. Moakley explain, please,

why 1t 1s that in 47 percent of other revenue.

bills to pass through his committee, the
Budget Act has been waived?

.-And it concludes by saying., ‘‘These
tricks, these games and procedural
sleights of hand, perfected by the ma-
jority of the House of Representatives,
are an embarrassment to this Con-
gross.” Now, what the gentleman is

saying, a few minutes ago, about what
-kind of amendments have

publicans
and Democrats been as for in the
Committee on Rules— ,

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Spealker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. Thie gentleman con-
trols the time. I yleld to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. KINGSTON. The way I under-
stand i8 that these rules actually pre-
vent us from working in & bipartisan
manner with moderate and conserv-
ative Democrate becauee one of the big
points that I am getting from letters
back home is, “Work in a bipartisan
manner.’”” And we on the Republican
side are ready to be bipartisan on our
approach to these things. What the
goentleman 18 saying 18 that these rules
are preventing us from doing that.

Mr. WALKER. I yleld to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. SOL.OMON. The gentleman i8 ab-
solutely right. As a matter of fact, Re-
publicans meeting in the last 12 hours
in the Rules Committee have asked for
27 amendments. They are all signifi-
cant amendments dealing with such
things as repealing the Btu energy tax,
repealing the tax increase on social se-
curity benefits that Americans have al-
ready paid taxes on once or twice be-
fore. Democrats and Republicans have
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been coming to the Commlt.t.oe on
Rules testifying before me and others
asking that their amendments be made
in order. We as Republicans have been
offering to make their amendments in
order, the Democrats, if the Democrat
leaderaship would allow those amend-
ments to come on the floor. .Now here
we are at midnight. We still-are in re-
cess walting for sonie kind of deal to be
put together behind closed doors, and
we do not know what the outcome is
going to be. I am very much afraid that

. what was. in the last editorial that 1
--just read to the gentleman 15 going to
© come to pass.

" Mr. WALKER It t.he " gentleman
would permit, then, reclaiming my
time: Isn’'t one of the big differences

. here, though, that a-number of major

groups across the country have made a
decision on-this particular rule to score
this rule, however.

~ Mr. SOLOMON. That is correct.

TAX INCREASES DO NOT STIMU-
. LATE THE ECONOMY; INVEST-
MENT, JOBS, CONFIDENCE PICK
UP THE ECONOMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

‘previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from New York [Mr. HOUGHTON]
is recognized for 5 minutes. = -

Mr. HOUGHTON. Madam Speaker, 1
am sorry to interrupt this discussion
on the rules, because it ig an important
subject, but what I would like to do is
to gbt back to the real kernel of the
whole 1ssue. .

Today, because it is past midnight,
we are going to be discussing probably
as important an economic package as
we have ever. faced, certainly as I have
ever faced during my time here in the .
House. I would just like to talk a little
bit about it. ]

I know there are not t00 many people
here, and I wish there were more people
here; it 18 late and we are all tired. But
I think it is important, important to
everyhody in this country who 1is inter-
ested in jobs, in security, in deficit re-
duction.

You know, I give President Clinton
great credit for asking for change, and
I think the American people responded
to that. He held the torch high and he
said, “Believe in me, and we can have
change, and it is for the better, and we
are going to concentrate on the econ-
omy.”

You know, a lot of people could have
done that, and they have not; he did.
We should appreciate that fact.

I guess where I come down is that I
do not think that he ia being properly
served by those people who are putting
the economic plan together, because I
think what he wants and what he says
and what actually 18 coming to this
floor for votes are not the same thing.

Let me tell you why: I do not think
ever in the history of mankind has a
tax increase stimulated the economy.

You may say, ‘Well, you don’'t want
to stimulate the econcmy.” But the
President does. We all want to. One of
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thethingawemlookmsoutonnowu
unemployment. We want paople to be--
Heve, we want them to invest, we want
them to. employ. But if I say to you -
who are business people, who are indi-
viduals who own homes, who are inter-
ested in your own -.otlvltleo. “Please
employ, please invest,” becauss we
needtopjckthlseconomyupbeoam
if the whole tide comes up we all bene-
fit.:

We cannot do this in mdivldua.l pock-
ets. .
8o you say. “Fine, what are -you
going to do here in Congrees?’ And
what we say is this: “Look, we have
got to fix the deficit and, therefore, we
are going to increase taxes.' And then
you say, “But, you know, there must
be another way of doing this. You ask
me to invest and to employ, and yet
you say I am going to throw on you a-
huge new cost.” And furthermore,
there is a train coming out of the sta-
tion which says, “health care,” which
may be up to another $100 billion, they
say, in additional costs.

80 what are you going to do? Are you
going to buy & new car? Are you going
to invest in your business? Are you
going to employ somebody else? No,
you are not. You are going to wait be-
oansoyoumtdonotknowwhatu
going to happen.- - -

is timing and peychology. One of the
big problems I have with this particu-
lar package is it flies in the face of
what we want.

Now, you have all theee fancy 3-story

minds and you have these brilliant’

Rhodes Scholars, but at the same time
people like us are out there and we are
in the real world. We have met pay-
rolls, we have to renegotiate our loans,
we have got to go down and ask for ex-
tensions on our taxes.

80 why should we do the things

which the President wants with these
huge new costs and expenses on us? We
are not going to do it. And, frankly, it
does not make any sense.
- 8o what you have got to do, you have
got to balance what you want to do
with the economy with deficit reduo-
tion.

Now, let me talk a little bit about
deficit reduction. I was down here in
1882 st the time of the Grace Commis-
sion and I headed up one of the tsams.
Our expenses at that time were $800 bil-
lon.

Now it is $1 trillion 500 billion.

Our income at that time was $600 bil-
lon.

If T had said to you, “I'll tell you
what I'ii.do. I'll increase your income
by a factor of 2 in the next 10 vears.
Can ycu hoid ycur expsnses to a 50-per-
cent incragee?”’

Any family cculd do that. Ary busl-
ness could do it.

No, we cannct. So gefleit reductior ie
not a matter of taxes. It is a matter of
cost control, and that is expensive.

I gueess that i8 what we are pleading
for. It 18 a perfectly human reaction. It
i8 & reaction we understand. You do not

whenyoumintroubletnabnnmeu
increase your prices. You cut your
_costs, and . that is wha.t we a.re not
Letmou.yoneothermng Thilua
high-risk economio policy, and I will
give you an example. We have a debt of .
_$4 trillion 200 billion, & 1ot of money. $4
trillion, you can hardly pronounce it. -
Do you know that 70 to 76 percent of
that debt is in so-called Treasury bonds
which have a maturity of less thm b

Now, 1! there is anything we learn as
we are growing up, you do not borrow
-short to pay long. You do not borrow
on a short-term basis to pay something
long, and that is going to come and

Furthermore, we are further shorten-
ing it so the deficit package and the
debt package does not make any sense.

I am sorry about this. I want to sup-
port our President, but n_ndor the c.lr-
oumlmeo, Icannot.

. ——— B -
TBE CL]N'I‘ON BUDGET PROPOSAL
"The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen--
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON].
1s recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. SOLOMON. Madam Speaker ‘and

my colleagues,. we are still here wait-
"You know, businees is two things; it -ing for the Rules Committee to recon-
vene to put out & rule which is going to
set the levels of spending, taxing and
reeulatinx in this country, for the next

Much has been eaid about this -so-
ocalled Clinton Budget Proposal. As I
look at it, I am very much concerned.
I have here before me a chart which
shows, for one thing, the tax increases
called for by President Clinton over the
next five capsecutive years starting in
1994, : :

- It shows under tax increases, tax in-
creases of $332.4 billion over that cumu-
lative five-year period, and $346 billion
of the $332 billion 1s & net tax increass
because there are some so-called tax
incentives in there, but the truth of
the matter is that it 18 a cold hard $246
billion being taken out of the private
sector and put into the public sector,
which means we are going to grow gov-
ernment by $246 billion over the next

Now, much has been sald that the
American people are willing to sac-
rifice. They are willing to pay & little
bit more if something can be done
about this unconscionable eea of red
ink that hae developed over the years
because of what the gentlemar from
New York [Mr. HOUGHTON) was explain-
ing akcut the Congresz not iving with-
in its means.

The alarming thing is that Mr. Clin-
ton 1g ssking for $248 biilion in new
taxes, bat ke 18 pisc asking for $231 bil-
lon in new spending.

Now, that mears we are going to
take X245 tillion cut of the pocxeis of
American business snd irdnstry and
the American people and we are going
to take almost all that money, $231 bil-

uon.mdwemgoinstospenditon

‘Nnow

programs.
Now, what does that do.to the daﬁcit

-levels? We have been running: deficits

in ‘this Congrees for many yoars.now.
The projetted deficit in 1994, even with
this huge tax increase, which I8 the
biggest tax increase in the histdry of
the United States of America or any
other country, the deficit level for 1994
is still going to remain $268 billion.
That means we are going to add to the
$4 trillion debt another $268 billion in
just one year.

In 1995, wemgolngtodotheume
thing.

Now,'tharemnforthatuthatt.here
ars no spending ocuts in those first two
yeoars of the Clinton budget, 1994-1985.

add to the
lion existing debt todayweadd an-

est to those note holders, those foreign
countries. That means that the inter-
est that we are going to pay on that
debt is going to exoceed what we now
spend on our national defense budget.
That 18 how bad that debt is becoming.

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?.

Mr. SOLOMON. I am more than glad
to yield to my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALK-
BR].

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, let
me see if I understand what the gen--
tleman just told us. It 18 rather stun-
ning figures, given all the rhetoric we
have heard on the floor in the last few
days.

Thegantlemaninaaymgtousthat
the deficit never really goes down in
the whole five years of the Clinton pro-
gram, and by the time you get to the
last year of the Clinton program, the
deficit starts up again and that during
this period of time the Clinton eco-
nomic program adds $1.2 trillion to the
overall national debt, is that what 1
hesrd the gentleman say?’

Mr. SOLOMON. Well, that is not
what I am saying. That is what the
Congresajonal Budget Office is saying.
They ere the ones who have given me
these authentic figures.

Mr. WALKER. Well, Madam Speaker,
if the gentleman wiil yield further, I
have heard a lot of criticism on the
House floor in recent weeks about the
12 years of the Reagan-Bush adminis-
tration where in each of these four-
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yeu' periods they addod a trillion dol-
lars to the national debt, for a total of
$3 trillion, and we have been told that
was terrible economics, that somehow
‘the economy was devastated by that.
What I hear the gentleman telling us
is that the Clinton administration is
going to add that much again with this
so-called changed economic -program

that we have. That does not seem to fit °

the rhetoric that we have heard ®so
much about on t.he House floor re-
cently.

Mr. S8OLOMON. It does not fit t.he
rhetoric at all.

) Iwmuyt,ot.hegent.leman&om
Pennsylvania, this is the alarming
part. I wish the gentleman would take
8 look afterwards at the chart I have

."here. I talked about the tax increases
of $246 billion being the highest in his-

tory, and I talked about new spending.

- Mr. WALKER. The highest in human

history, is that not right? Literally we N
have had civillzsations collapse as & re- -

sult of the tax burden and none of them
- ever imposed taxes as high as this. -

- Mr. BOLOMON Never, not in this
peroentage. . -

The alarming t.hing is"and the thing
that bothers me is the:sincerity about
really trying’ to:get a handle on the
deficit, because when they talk about
spending ‘reductions,-I mentioned that
‘in the first two-years of the Clinton
budget they only have spending cuts of
$8 billion and $10 billion respectively,
and then when you add all this up for
the five-year totdl, they talk about
cutting spending by $151 billion, but in
the fifth year two-thirds of that spend-
ing cut comes in the fifth year.

In other words, of the $150 billion in
cuts, $85 billion of it comes in the last
yvear of the flve years. That is after
Clinton has been out of omoe for one

- Yyear.

80 in the first four yeoars of the Clin-
bon Administration of which the Preai-
dent will probably actually serve those
four years, he is only going to cut one-
third of that money, which 18 about $50
billion over four years.

I mean, that 18 $10 billion a year, and
yet we are running up a $1.2 trillion
debt during that same period of time.

0 0020

Mr. WALKER. So, {f the gentleman
would yield further, we are to believe
that the Clinton economic program
consists of the spending machine con-
tinuing to role out the spending for 4
years, and all of a sudden in the fifth
year heaven is going to open, the sun is
going to shine, and. all the spending
cuts are going to take place in the fifth
vear of the deal.

I mean 18 that the kind of econcmic
program that we are working on hera?

Mr. SOLOMON. Well, that is a disas-
trous program becauee I do not have to
tell the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WALKER] what happened 12 years
ago during the Carter administration
when we had inflation running ramp-
ant at 12 and 13 percent, and we had in-
terest rates, prime interest rates, at 22

percent. and amall’ businmmen ‘and

farmers throughout this country had to
borrow. at 3 percent above prime=I -
‘mean that. is what could be borrowed

then. I was a small businessman then,
and I know that means borrowing at 24
percent. There is fiot a amall business
in: America that can do that. .

- But think what would-happen to this
$6.2 trillion debt if interest rates go
back from what they are now, and, my
colleagues, if we continue on this pro-
posal, this 5-year projection that is be-
fore us now, thoee interest rates are
going to soar, and that means the Fed-
eral debt, the annual debt payment on
that accumulated debt, is just going to

‘be beyond what we can spend. We will

be spending one-third of the entire Fed-
eral budget just to pay the debt pay-
ment to these foreign countries that
own the debt if we continue this -fiscal
irresponaibility that is bankmpdng
this Nation. - -

Mr. DREIER. Madam Bpeaker, if the
gentleman would yleld—

Mr. SOLOMON. Madam Speaker.
am glad to yield to my fellow member
of the Committes on Rules from Cali-
fornia who has been ‘meeting with me
in the Committee on quea for a.lmoat
13 hours now today.

“Mr.- DREIER. I have t,o t.hank my
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cast those votes based on his promise
to be flscally responsible, to put into
place a middle income tax cut, to stim-

‘ulate the economy and help middle in-
-come wage earners.

.And we know that the Wa.slnngt.on
Post's David Broder has talked a.bout
this trust deficit.

Madam Speaker, I want him to suc-

.ceed, but the-fact of the matter is 1

want him to succeed with the promises .
that he made to those of us who fol-
lowed his campaign for President, and
tragically he has moved dramatically
away from that by proceeding on the

course which was outlined by my col-

league from the Committee on Rules,
and I think that that is a overly sad
commentary on where we have gone,
and I hope very much that we can de-
feat this proposal that he has for the

largest tax increase in American his-

tory, if it gets down here to the floor,
if we ever report it out of the Commit-
tee on Rules tonight, and come back .
with an economic growth package that
is _modelled after the one he said he
supported during the campaign, a
meaningful capital gains differential
which will create jobs, and stimulate
investment and productivity, and to

" ‘put into place that middle income tax

cut t;hat he promised during t.he cam-

friend from QGlens Falls for ylelding,- paign

there that entire period, and he criti-
cized me for going to & number of other
‘meetings today, but I was there for a

good part of it, and I have to say, as ..

the gentieman knows, that it seems to

me that we should really sort of follow .

along the line that our good friend, the
gentleman from New York [Mr. HOUGH-
TQN], was on.

As my colleagues know, I have in Los
Angeles County an 11.2 percent unem-
ployment rate, and, as my colleagues
know, California boomed during the
19808, and we are undergoing some ex-
traordinary times in southern Califor-
nia, especially because of cuts tn the

. defense and aerospace industry, and

there is a wide range of other problems.

And it seeme to me that to have
President Clinton fall really does noth-
ing to help us. I see my friend from

_and he knows full well that T was not -

California who represents the San Fer-

nando Valley here. He knows full well,
too, that the failure of President Clin-
ton does not help us. And 1 have said,
when posed with this question, what
would I like to see happen, I would like
to see President Clinton comply with
the commitments that he made to the
American people duriug the campalign.

After all, Madam Speaker, the 43 per-
cent of those who voted in the election
ware Democrats, Republicans and Inde-
pendents, pecple who clearly wanted
change, and he did make that promise.

Many of our friends and supporters,
people who voted for the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER], the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SoLoO-
MON], the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
3088} and the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. DREIER] voted for Bill Clinton
because they wanted change, and they

Mn.da.m Spea.ker these are the kinda .
of incentives that we desperately need,

-not. moving in the direction of & mas-

stve tax on the so-called rich.

One of ‘the issues that I raised with
the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. ROS8- -
TENKOWSKI] in the Committee on Rules
today was the fact that we are repeal-
ing many aspecte of the luxury tax in
this measure. Most of the luxury tax is
repealed. Why? Because it was labelled
a8 a tax on the rich, which we were
going to raise, and we found, within
monthe of its implementation, follow-
ing the 1990 budget summit agreement,
that people who were in the boat build-

“ing industry, the small aircraft indus-

try, a wide range of other industries,
the working people were thrown out of
work, and the luxury tax ended up
costing, rather than raising, revenues.
It costs revenues because people who
had jobs, who were gainfully employed
building boats and small aircraft, were
thrown out of work.

Well, unfortunately this measure
gets to the point where we repeal much
of the luxury tex, but the mindset
which put into place the luxury tax is

‘being utilized in this bill because we

are moving in this so-called tax-the-
rich mentality, bzlieving that we can
stick it to those in upper income
brackets and that we will continue to
have people who are working Ameri-
cans, middle income wage e&arners,
have jobs and opportunity, and unfor-
tunately this bill continues to move in
wheat I belleve {8 a very, very negative
direction.

And I hope that we will be able to
make these argumenta when we get
down here, and 1 do sincerely want
President Clinton to succeed because it
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will address the problems that we have
in - southern California. and In other
‘parts of the country, but the kinds of
-things that have been proposed here
anathema to the rhetoric that we
last fall during the campaign,
d I thank my friend, the gentleman
Glens ‘Fa.nn NY, for having yield-
.me. .
Mr. WALKER ‘Madam’ Speaker, wul

“the gentleman yield to me? :

© Mr. SOLOMON. I will be glad to yleld
to the gernt.lemn.n_ A

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker. Ido

-not want_1t to get in the way of what
"18 & very good philosophical discussion
here, but I seem to recall 45 minutes
ago' that these gentlemen were told
- they were going to be called back to
the Committee on Rules in 20 to 30
minutes. I ask my ocolleagues, ‘‘Have
you been called back yet?”

§§5§5

Mr. DREIER. 1t 1s 9:25 in southern

California right now, West Coast tima,
and the legislative day 18 not over for
my oonstituents yet, but 1t 1s almost
“12:30 here, and 1t ssems that my friends
from the Committee on Rules have va-
cated the ﬂoor. thooe on the majorlty
side. i

Mr."WALKER. And the gent;Iemen
‘have not been oqlled back yst. )

Would this seem to indicate, and this

is my question, would this seem to in-
dicate they may be having some trou-
‘dble cutting a deal that is going to get
a majority of them on the floor?

My understanding that I will tell my
colleagues, speaking as the chief dep-
uty whlp, my understanding was at the
-time we left that they do not have the
votes. The reason why they do not have
the votes 1s there are an awful lot of
Pemocrats who are having trouble
swallowing the .economic philosophy
down in this bill. “They have decided
that President Clinton has been guided
poorly, that some of the people on Cap-
ito]l Hill that have attempted to give
him advice have guided him poorly,
and he has come up with an economic
program that 18 imposeible to vote for.
Many people on the Democrat side of
the aigsle are, in fact, in & bipartisan co-
alition with Republicans who belleve
that this is & bad economic package.

Now the way they are trying to get
around that is by cutting some back-
room deal that buys off enough people
to get them 218 votes. What appears at
12:30 at night is they are having trouble
cutting - that deal, they are having
trouble getting Democrats who have
promised the folks back home that
they will not vote for Btu taxes, that
they will not vote to raise Soclal Secu-
rity taxes, that they will not do a 1ot of
the things that are down in this eco-
nomic program-—they are having trou-
ble finding the deal that brings them
on board, and I just have to guess, as
weo stand here at 12:30 at night, that a
lot of Democrats are In rebellion
against their own leadership and
against their own President, not be-
cause they want him to fail, and not
because they want the country to fail.
They are in rebellion because they

CONGRESSIONAL RBOORD—HOUSE

agree with what the ‘gentleman from
California [Mr. DREIRR] said & minute

ago, thntthiljuaha.deoonomicpa.ck~ :
age, that this 18 not the way that the
.country gets back on: the right eco-

nomioc footing, that this 48 a package
being driven by a liberal mindset that
belleves that now there are all kinds of

rich people out there that we tax into.
poverty and nomehow hn,ve the Na.tdon.

move forward.
a 0030
It Just does not add up. because what

they have then labeled the rich turn

out to be m,mo-n-yea.r working fami-
lies, and those working families simply
cannot afford the bill that the Demo-
crats want to pass along to them. And
many Democrats understand that.
Even some of the people who have lined
up and told them that they were will-
ing to vote for the package, willing to
swallow hard and vote for the Presi-
dent's pa.ckaxe. do not like it. They are
‘walking across the alsle here and say-
ing, “I have got to do this, but, boy,
what a crummy vote I am being asked
to cast.”

You know, that is not the WAy t.hn.t
you défine the Nation's future. If this

18 change, there are an awful lot 6f peo- -

ple in this.country, and, for that mat-
ter, & lot of people in the Congress,
that think it 1s the wrong kind of

Mr. SOLOMON. If I may for just one
minute make & point, because it goes

to the point of- what the gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER) in .the -

well was speaking about, while I was in
the Committee on Rules meeting I had
a call from a amall businessman back
in my district. He has a small plant
employing about 100 people and he was
calling me for two reasons. One, he was
concerned with this Btu tax, and 1
would like to discuss that Btu tax in a
couple of minutes.

Because his company is an older com-
pany, 1t operates with oil to produce
the energy to produce the product that
he makes. He is a marginal small com-
pany and he is afraid that he will no
longer be competitive if this Btu tax
goes through.

He was planning an expansion which
would take in about 75,000 square feet
of additional manufacturing epace and
employ posselbly 25 more people. Now
he has canceled that because of this
threat of this Btu tax going through,
and also because of another tax that 1s
going to be retroactive, and that is the
corporate tax increase and the individ-
ual tax increase that is proposed in
this reconciliation bill we are golng to
be voting on tomorrow that is retro-
active to December 31, 1992.

Now, that means that that business-
man has already given raises to his em-
ployees effective for this year. Those
raises are going to bave to be rescinded
for those employees.

It means that he can no longer go
ahead with that expansion because he
no longer 18 going to have the cash flow
that was expected from that small
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mnrghml profit thn.t, he was going to be
able to make. ]
Now, just picture that. 80 here he.is. -

‘He is not hiring 25 more people, and he .

18 probably going to end up laying off

+10 or 15, so that is 40 jobs in a county
that has less than 70,000 people. _

All my district s rural. I-do not have
any big cities. The City of Saratoga
Springs, 25,000, is the la.reut munici-
pality in my district.

Mr. DREIER. By the way, what is the
population of Glens Falls? 1 have al-
ways been curious.

Mr. SOLOMON. Glens Falls has a
population of 16,000. It used to be called
by Life Magazine back .in 1945 “‘Home-
town, USA."" It has all the elm trees
down the streets. It is a -beautiful town.

Let me just tell you about those peo-
ple. We are talking about that amall
industry. That was an induatry of 100
people. We have-another industry that
employs over 1000 people called the
International Paper Company. It is one
of their older plants. I have .a iot of
paper making plants in the Adiron-
dacks, International Paper Campany,
Scott Paper Company, and the list goes
on and -on. But this one particular
Dlant :located in -Corinth; New York,
with. & population of 6000 people, is.
going to probably go out of businees be-
cause they operate this paper plant
‘that uses imported oil coming in from
out of the country to produce their
goods. They are marginally profitable
now and they are compet.ing with i‘or—‘
elgn competition.

That plant, if this Bt,u t.a.x goes
through, can no longer operate. It can
no longer be profitable, and therefom it
will probably close.

Here 18 & little town. 6000 people, that-
may lose over 1000 jobs. Those people
do not stand a prayer of getting a job

. anywhere. That {8 how serious it is.

. But let us look at the Btu tax, pe-
rlod, because where I come from in this
rural area with Glens Falls, New York
at one end of it, the average person
drives over 100 miles a day roundtrip to
work.

Can you imagine what. an 8, 9, or 10-
cent gasoline tax does to that person?
What does it do to the home heating
fuel, where we had for about eight
weeks running thie paet year tempera-
tures below zero, 5, 10 above zero, for
almost 8ix weeks straight, and it
stayed cold and we had snow on the
ground through May?

Those people up there have an in-
come of about $16,000 after tax for a
family of four. Now, you are going to
take $500 out of their after-tax income
just to pay for the gasoline, home heat-
ing fuel, and those other direct costs
that are attributable to this Btu tax.

You would think that that would be
bad enough, but let me tell you about
something else. Who is8 going to pay
the tax for the municipalities? Each
one of these municipalities, they have
municipal bulldings, they have police
cars, they have the sheriff's patrol, -
they have fire trucks, they have snow
plows and highway equipment. All of
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those municipalities have to pay the
same Btu ta.x that the mdhdduala Aare
going topay. " -

. Now, you add. tha.t up The cit.y. the
town, the county, the villages, all four
municipalities have to pay this Btu
tax. That individual family-of four llv~
ing on $16,000 has got to pay through
property taxes. They are going to have

to pay on. top of the $500 in additional .

Btu tax. .
Now, 1t doas not stop ‘there. The

State of New York, and it is a big state
and in my district I have eight state
prisons and one federal prison, they all
run on energy produced by oil. Those
prisons have to pay the Btu tax. There
is no exemption in this bill.

All of the psychiatric hospitals and
‘all of the municipal hospitals that are
run by the state government, all of
that expense, the state trooper cars,

the highway trucks, all have to pay a

- Btu tax. All that has to come out of
the state 1ncome tax. So that is going
to go up. ‘

~ You would think, it would end there.
We have & military in this country. Do
you know what it is going to cost the
military, our Pentagon, in Btu tax?

Over $1 billion to fly the airplagnes and
for the tanks-and the training.

‘Now, where does all this end? What
about the Post Office? Do .you know
how miuch gasoline the Post Office uses
and how much energy it uses to run all

“those post offices? Do you think the-

price of a 29-cent stamp 18 going to
stay there? It is-going to go up. .

. So what I am driving at is this poor
family of four, earning after-tax dol-
lars of $16,000, by the time they get
through paying the additional property
tax, the additional state tax, the addi-

_tional state income tax, because they
are going to have to pay more, some-
body has to pay fqr all this Btu tax.

How many people here know what
Btu stands for?

. Four months ago 90 percent of the
American peoplse, including me, did not
know what it was. What is it, British
Thermal Unit?-

Mr. WALKER. We need the gen-
tleman on the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology. We would
teach you those kinds of things. .

Mr. SOLOMON. Along with S0 per-
cent of the American people, I did not
know what that meant. Do you know
what? Back four months ago, 68 -per-
cent of the people supported the Presi-
dent’s package because they did not
know what was in it. Now they have
found out what Btu means. It is an en-
ergy tax at all levels.

Now, four months later, they found
out what the Btu tax is, they found out
what the Social Security tax is, they
found out what the increase in cor-
porate income taxes 18 on small busi-
ness. Now they know what 18 in there.
Now the President’s support for that
economic plan has dropped from 68 per-
cent, to what was it the other day, 46
percent? And 49 percent of the people
disapproved.
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" Mr. Speaker, by the time they rea.lly
find out what {8 in this thing, 80 per- -
cent of the people are going to. dis-
approve, because this is a bad, bad bill. -

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, if my edu-
cated friend from Glens Falls would
yield for just a moment, I would just
lke to share a little quip with the gen-

.tleman. The last person to stand in
this well a little while ago, 1t has been

an hour and a half ago now, was my
colieague, the gentleman from Califor-
nia (Mr. Kmd), who is an engineer and is
very famililar with British Thermal
Units. He referred to the fact that
when this proposal came out 2 woman
came up tOo him and said, ‘It is about
time we start taxing those British,”
when she had t,hat underst,andlng
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So there clearly has been a misunder-
standing of British thermal units and
this entire tax bill. The thing that has
really concerned me, as we have pro-
ceeded with the package, which my
friend from East Petersburg referred
to, the proposal that has come down

here by Preeident Clinton, a massive.

tax increase, s massive spending In-
crease, I think about the fact that why
is it that we a.re adjourning this week-
end.

It is for Memorial Da.y Now, my

-friend from Glens.Falls is a former Ma-

rine who fought courageously in the
Korean War. I suspect he will be giving
more Memorial Day speeches on Mon-
day than I. I am giving four of them in
Whittier and Monrovia and some other
cities in Southern California Monday
morning.

The fact of the matter is, when we
think of why it is that so many veter-
ans sacrificed on behalf of this country,
it 18 for the cause of free economy, lim-
ited government, freedom and oppor-
tunity. And yet someone quipped to me
the other day, a8 they look at this pro-
posal, and it is interesting to think of
it as it relates to Memorial Day, the
United States of America tragically
today seems to be the world's only
emerging socialist country, because
this bill, which we have been listening
to amendments on for 103 hours today
up in the Committee on Rules, 18 a hill
which clearly moves us in the opposite
direction of the rest of the world. In
fact, unfortunately, we may be headed
to the point where we have to use Po-
land as our economic mode! for the fu-
ture.

Why? Because they truly have moved
towards a free economy, free of regu-
latory burdens. And we, now, under
this administration and this Congress,
we are moving in a direction which is
imposing a greater degree of regulation
on the private sector of the economy, a
higher level of spending from the Fed-
eral Government and, of course, a dra-
matic increase, this proposal, the larg-
est increase in taxes in American his-
tory.

So it seema to me that we really have
little alternative other than to do ev-
erything that we can to get President
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Clinton and the majority in this House
back on track to what it was they -
talked about last fall. That is our obli-
gation. That 18 our responsibility. And
I know .that we will, when we finally
got our Committee on Rules meeting,
which was supposed to have started 30
minutes ago now, back on track with

" the amendments that we will propose
‘to offer up there.

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman was
discussing what Btu means. It i8 Brit-
ish thermal units,” but the American
people have come to the conclusion it
means being taxed to unemployment,
because we now have a Tax Foundation
study indicating the kinds of job
losaes.

- For 1natance. in the gentleman's
St.at,e he mentioned all the placea in
his district that will be impacted. In
his State, the Btu tax alone is going to
cost New York 31,857 jobs, over 1000 of
those jobs in the gentleman’s 22nd Dis-
trict of New York.

In my State of Pennsylva.nja., 21,827
people are going to lose their jobe as &
result of the Btu tax. 1,488 of those peo-
ple are in my Congressional district. In
California, over 54,000 people are going
to lose thelr jobe in California a8 a re-
sult of the Btu tax.

Now, I do not see how you can have
an economic recovery where you have
got a tax that is killing the jobs, not
by the hundreds, not by the thousands,
but by the tens of thousands in each of
our three States. .

Mr. SOLOMON. How ma.ny jobs is
that nationwide?

Mr. WALKER. Overall in the Nation,
it tndicates, let me see if I can find the
figure here, it 18 about & half a million.
Here 18 the total, 463,000 jobs nation-
wide are going to be lost just on thé
basis of the Btu tax. That does not
take into account -the corporate in-

-come tax, all the rest of the job-killing

taxes that are down in the package.

Just the Btu tax is going to cost the
Nation 463,000 jobs.

Mr. SOLOMON. Do you know what
that means? Do you know what hap-
pens when you raise the unemployment
rate 1 percent in the United States of
America? Do you know what that does?
It triggers {n almost $40 billion in total
social programs at the county, town,
city, village, State, Federal 'level. So
here we are, by enacting this Btu en-
ergy tax, we are going to raise the un-
employment rate by almost 1 percent.

Now, we are raising $70 billion in rev-
enues from the Btu, and we are going
to lose 40 billion of it, 40 billion just to
pay welfare benefits. We are going to
create a Btu tax, put people out of
work, put them on welfare and take
the money and give it to them.

Mr. DREIER. Do you really think
that we will raise $70 billion from the
Btu tax itself?

Mr. WALKER. Not when the econ-
omy collapses.

Mr. DREIER. Exactly. How can we
possibly believe that the $70 billion fig-
ure is going to be on track when you
have a tax which is going to force so
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mn.ny pebple out of work? Those people
who commute 100 miles a day in your

district are people who will not be able
to have jobe-if they are thrown out of
work.-otheywmnotbepuyinginbo
‘the Btu tax, paying that tax. So obvi-
“ously, as we found with the luxury tax,
-we are goinx to see a decrease in that

flow of revenues. And it is going to end .

up costing.

We saw in this moonciunt.ion bﬂl
they increased the level of food-sta.mp
funding, funding for food stamps, be-
cause it will be necessary for an offset
for the acknowledged jobs that will be
lost by the imposition of the Btu tax.

A oouple of hours ago I was talking
across the street to the Cannon build-
ing with one of our donservative Demo-
crat oolleagues. I talked to him about

the fact that we were bouncing back -

and forth up in the Committee on
Rules, and my friend from Sanibel was
referring to the different levels of cost,
‘whether 1t was going to be $424 for the
average family with the imposition of
the Btu'tax.’ And the chairman of the
Committee on Rulea claimed t.hp,t. lt
would be $110.. .

‘We went back and !ort.h a8 to wheth-
erornotthlamjustguoune or other
items. And he said to me, “I'm not con-
oerned about the issue of the ocost to
‘the consumer of the Btu tax. I am con-
oerned about the tremendous numbers
of people who will be 1osing their jobs

‘as the result-of the Btu fob. That is -
why I am considering voting against.

this-measure."’

And to listen to these numbers in the
tens of thousands, it is staggering and
very disconcerting for thoee of us who
truly want to get this economy mov-
ing

Mr. SOLOMON. Let me say to the
gentleman, he gaid it 18 3 hours earlier
out in California. I hope the people out
there are watching, because tomorrow
the Democrats are going to deprive us
of our right to offer an amendment on
this floor for legitimate debate, to wipe
out that Btu tax. And the only way we
oan get it on to the floor i8 to have 45
Democrats come across the aisle and
vote with us. That 18 less than 20 per-
cent of them.

If they will come with us and help us
defeat the rule, we will come back with
the amendments. And there will be no
Btu saddled on the backs of the Amer-
ican people.

8peaking of another good member of
the Committee on Rules that has been
meeting with me for the last 13 hours,
I am getting aick of looking at you, let
me yield to the gentleman from
Sanibel, Florida (Mr. PORTER GO8S].

Mr. GOSS. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me, espe-
clally with such a gracious greeting.

Mr. SOLOMON. I was being facetious.

Mr. GOSS. I eurely know that. It has
been a long day, and it may only be 3
hours earlier in California, but I think
it 18 actusally & lot later in California
than you think it is.

I think that we have talked a lot
about the numbers, and I think our
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numbera are probably as ‘good as any-
body can make them in terms of the
economic consequences. But we are
‘tallking about people. We a.re not talk-
ing about.numbers.

Andwhenyouta.lkabout&OOOOjobs :

oryou talk about 1,000 in your district,
and I do not know how many are in the

distriot of the gentleman from Penn-~

sylvania, 1,400 in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, in that district, I did not
hear the gentleman from California,
how many in his district, I am sure it
is in that range or more, thoaearesort

. of abstract numbers.

Behind those numbers are real peo-
ple. And for every person out of a job,
there are several dependents involved,
other people, members of the family
who are also suffering consequences.

Now, sometimes those consequences,
sadly enough, lead to the need to go to
other Federal agencies and get support
from them. 8o there really is no way to
calculate either in terms of human suf-
fering, human misery,-loss of dignity,
Joss of productivity to Amerlca. what
the exaot figure is..

The _point is that anything that
trends this way in causing those bad
kinds of things to happen seems to be
a poor idea, especially when there are
other choices.” And as the gentleman
from New York has so cleverly pointed
out, so consistently pointed out, thare
are choloes., -

The issue is going to be, a.rewogoing :

to be able to debate those choices so

that the full will of this body can make

& meritorious decision on some of those

other good choices, particularly in the

areas of cutting some of the spending,

much of which {s frivolous, as we know.
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Mr. SOLOMON ‘The gentleman has
one of those amendments that I was
talking about that is 8o significant,
and in his amendment he actually
knocks out not only the Btu tax but it
knocks out probably the second most
onerous tax of all, and that 18 the tax
increase that Prestdent Clinton and the
Democrats are calling for on Soclal Se-
ourity benefits that have been earned
by the American people and have al-
ready paid taxes on it once, a.nd some-
times twice before.

The gentleman heard me discussing
it upetairs. We had one member of the
Committee on Rules gay. that he re-
sented the fact that his children had to
pay higher taxes than some people on
Social Security. As the gentleman
knows, I became very exercised about
that.

I happen to oome from a Scotch
background. I was raised by Scotch
grandparents, and they taught me how
to be frugal. I recall right after I got
out of the Marine Corpe and got mar-
ried and my wife and I immediately
had five children in seven years. Dur-
ing that time in raising those children
my wife chose to stay home. We had a
one-earner family, and I remember
making $50 a week with five children,
and that did not go far.
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: The polnt I made upeta.lrl wu that
every single week of my life my wife
and I on that limited income managed

-to save $1 a weok or more, and we have

done that for 87 oonsecutlveysm -

Who are the people that.are getting
hit with this new tax increase on So-
cial Security benefits? It 1s going to be
people like me and thousands and thou-
sands of frugal Americans who have
saved all their lives, who have accumu-
lated a little bit of money, and now are
going to have to pay a tax on a tax on
& tax on a tax.

Ramember when FDR back in 1832 ee-
tablished the first - SBoclal Security
Trust Fund, which was supposed to be
a supplemental retirement? All that
was, quoting FDR, was a foroed savings
account, so that the American people
who were frugal and lucky and were
able to save a little bit would not end
up having to support those who were
lazy or unlucky. or unfruga.l ln their
later lives. - i

Is that right? That 18 what the Preai-
dentistryingt.odo.Heiatryinstom
those people.

We even had Democrats from New .
York City come and testify before the
Committee on Rules asking to repeal,
to knock out that Soclal Security tax.
Even  they realized it, and they are
being shut out, you are and they are.-
We will not be able to allow that on the
floor tomorrow.

Mr. WALKER. Madam Spea.ker. will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SOLOMON. I yield to the gen- :
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, isn't it
also true that one of the most egre- .
gious parts of the social security tax is
the fact that it breaks faith with the
trust fund, because the way in which it
i8 structured means money is going to

.be pulled out of the trust fund and put

into general revenues, which does
break faith with the trust fund con-
cept.

Mr. SOLOMON My good friend, the
gentleman from Florida [PORTER
Go0s8), made that point in the Commit-
tee on Rules.

- Mr. GOSS. ‘Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SOLOMON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. GOSS. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for ylelding.

I think that is & very scary point. 1
think that this is the first time that
line has been crossed, and that line
truly is. a breach of faith, if not a
breach of contract with the people who
have pald into the Social Security
Trust Fund all these years.

We have always made this great
promise that we will protect that fund.
No longer are we going to be able to
gay that we have done that and pre-
served the purity of that fund if this
piece of legislation passes. That will be
a significant breakthrough.

I think the gentleman for ylelding.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman ylield?

Mr. SOLLOMON. The gentleman from
California [Mr. DREIER] has a point to
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make.. I yleld to the gentlema.n trom
. Californm. .
- Mr.. DREIER.- Muia.m Speaker. 1
thank .the gentleman for yielding. I
- would like to reiterate the point that I
- made .upstairs -in_ the' Committee on
Rules on this issue. My good friend, the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SoLo-

. - MON] talks about the baais of the social -

security system. Bince 1937 when it
went into place it has not -been op-
tional. Americans have been forced by
law to pay into that aystem. What we
have done is we have, along with that,
tried to encourage Americans to save
and plan for retirement.

I remember that the.only ta.x bill
that I voted for in the twelve years I
have been privileged to serve here was
the -Economic Recovery Tax Act of
1881. we had in that bill individual re-
tirement accounts, whereby we were

. encouraging people to put dollars
aside, plan and save for retirement. We
constantly ‘-would say, ‘‘Be prepared so
that you do not have to totally rely on
the social security system for your sole
source- of income.” One of the things
that we have come to is that when peo-
‘ple reach .retirement, we-end up re-

- warding those who have.not saved and
not planned for retirement, and we pe-

-nalise those ‘with this proposed tax,

"ahd with the’ present tax system, quite
frankly, that .we have, the earnings
test and the penalty for those who earn

outside earnings above . $10,000, you _

. know,. from working, and these who

earn above $32,000 a couple from out-

side inocome.  We penalize those who
plan for retirement. I think it is & very

tragic thing that we have come to that -

point.

We are in fact, as my Mend. the gen-
tleman from Sanibel [Mr. Goss] has
said, violating that contract which the

- United States Government has with

the American people, having forced-

them to pay into that system.
" Mr. SOLOMON. While I am yielding
to another good friend, I see another
good friend, the gentleman from Mis-
sourl (Mr. WHEAT] sitting over here
“ yawning. I just wonder, while I am
~ yielding to my good friend from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DREIER], if the gentleman
from Missourl [Mr. WHEAT], another
member of our Committee on Rules,
can enlighten us as to when we may be
going back into the Committee on
Rules meeting.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, if the
gentleman will yleld, I would like to
report on behalf of my good friend, the
gentleman from Kansas City, who just
told me what basically was happening.

_We were informed one hour and five
minutes ago by the distinguished Dep-
uty Majority Whip, the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. DERRICK] and
our Committee on Rules colleague,
that we would be meeting in the Com-
mittee on Rules in about 20 to 30 min-
utes, I think was what he said.

I am eaddened to report to the House,
based on the report that I just heard
from my good friend, the gentleman
from Kansas City, that we have yet to
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have a meeting time eeta.bltahed. My
friend went upstairs to the Committee
on Rules and has nothing to6 report as
far-as a time for us to meet un!ortu-

‘nately.

Mr.. SOLOMON. Tlme 13 running
short. I yleld to the distinguished gen-

tleman from California [Mr. HUNTER], -

the distinguished chairman of our Re-
search Committee for the Republican
Caucus, the gentleman from San Diego,
California. I hope his ba.ses are still
open.

Mr. HUNTER. Ma.da.m Speaker. I
thank the gentleman for ylelding to
me. I want to thank all my friends on
the Committee on Rules who have been
working hard to try to fashion and
draft a rule, and also-the true patriot-
on the floor, who is not here because he
is & member of a committee that is
still meeting—Mr. WALKER, who 18 out
here making a few points for the Amar-
ican taxpayer.

Let me just address . the fact, the
statement that has been made by the

" Democrat side of the alsle on a number

of occasions when they have claimed
that they are cutting spending signifi-
cantly to go along with these tax in-.
creases. :

The spending cuts that.the Demo-.

crats are talking about are mostly de- -
fense cuts. They are talking about $127
billion worth of defense cuts over-the
next flve years. That 18 a very signifi-
cant flgure, because in real terms the

United States has been cutting defense

ever. gince 1886. That is six years now

-we have been cutting down the level of

money we are spending on defense.
Most of the time what we do is evalu-

ate what has happened in the world,

look at how dangerous -the world is,

and then we build a defense budget

that allows us to have enough planes,
enough people, enough aircraft car-
riers, and enough equipment and per-
sonnel to meet that threat, whether it
is & Desert Storm operation that we
think we are going to need or defending

the Korean Peninsula against the

North Korean attack, a contingency
there, or maybe having: the capability
of making a Panama-type contingency
operation, we basically build to the
threst.

President Clint;on did something a
little different this year. He took the
$50 billion cuts that George Bush had

- made after the Berlin Wall had fallen

and he just arbitrarily came up with
$127 billion additional, that 1s $127 bii-
lion in additional defense cuts.

As Senator SAM NUNN, the chairman
of the Senate Armed Services, said,
‘“This number was pulled out of thin
air.” That means that the fact that the
North Koreans are building a nuclear
weapon, we know that now, we know
they have withdrawn from the nuclear
nonproliferation treaty; the fact that
Byeloruseia and the Ukraine and
Kazakhstan and Russia all have nu-
clear weapons now, those are the four
states that made up the former Soviet
Union. They all have nuclear weapons
now,
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We know there is instability in those

nations. There is a dispute as to, now,
who has the pink slip on nuclear weap-
ons, some of them top.end nuclear
weapons. We-know our adversaries in
the Middle East are acquiring nuclear
capability and the missaile technology -
with which to deliver those weapons.
We knowalso that Red China is olaim-
ing all the territory that is-available in
the South China Sea. They are moving
in warships, they are moving in air-
~ craft’ landing areas, building a.lr bases
for warplanes. - -
- We know all these dangem are aris-
ing around the. world, and all of these
dangers, incidentally, are since and in
-addition to those dangers that we had
in the cold war era.
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And yet, in the face. of those dangers,
we are cutting $127 billlon’ out of de-
- fense. . . !

So t,his new, so-called new Democrat
plan. that camé from the so-called new
Democrat,.. President Clinton, is not
new at e.lh It ia the same o0ld thing. It
is the sa.me pattern that was utilized
by -Jimmy  Carter, . t.he same pattern
that was espoused by George MoGovern
and many other-liberal Democrats, and
that is raise taxes,’and match those in-
‘creases in taxes wnh ‘spending cuts not
in. social programs, because in social
programs the Clinton pla.n actually in-
creases social spending, but in fact cut
only defense spending, even though you
have not evaluated the world situation
and even though it could be very dan-
gerous,

I thank my friends for yielding.
cause I think it is an important point
to make, that before he became Sec-
retary of Defense, Les Aspin, who was
the chairman of the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee on which I sat, made
an analysis. In this analysis he said
what will we need in terms of planes,
and tanks, and personnel, and aircraft
carriers, and all of those other parts of
national defense, what will we need to
handle three contingencies, none of
which involve the Soviet Union. Those
three contingencies were a Desert
Storm-type operation like we had in
the Persian Gulf, defense of the Korean
Peninsula, and lastly a Panama Canal-
type contingency. And he came up with
the dollars we needed to do that. He
thought that was-an important thing.
And Bill Clinton cut that level by $60
billion.

So the facts are that this package,
which is put together, guts national de-
fense, throws 2% million defense work-
ers out of work, and has done all of this
with no backdrop of national security
agalnst which to analyze and define ex-
actly what we needed.

And I thank the gentleman for yleld-
ing me time to come over and talk just
a little bit about national seourity, and
the fact that the Clinton plan that we
are going to be voting on, that we have
already voted on in part, guts national
defense, and those are where the big
cuts are, to go with these big tax in-



H2928

croases thn.tmlevlodonthe Amer-
ican people. And I thank the gentleman
ﬂ-om New York for giving me & little.

ur BOLOMON 1 t.ln.nk the gen-
tleman.

‘Madam Speaker. how much time do
we have remn.in&ng on tlun spocm.l
order?” -

The SPRAKER pro tompore (Ms. E.
B. JOHNSON of Texas). The gentleman
from ‘New York has 11 ‘minutes remn.ln
ing.

Mr. SOLOMON. Ma.dam Speaker, we
are running out of time. -

‘Mr, WALKER. Will the gentlema.n
yleld?
~ Mr. BOLOMON. I am glad to yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, it oc-
curs to this gentleman, and we have
Just been discussing here on the floor

,while  the gentleman from California .

was speaking, it is now 1 o’clock in the
‘mornihg. The House has had absolutely
no guidance whatsoever from the Dem-
oorat - leadership. We have . no 1ides
where we are in the Rules Committee.:
Wemetoldmhonrtcothat they

were-going to be called back in session -

in 20 minutes, ‘and it has not been
-oalied back.1n order:yet. It seems £to me
that the House at.least deserves to
have some Member of the Democrat

leadership come out here and explain -
to us where woe are and when the-Rules
Committee 18 going to meet, and what

18 going Yo happen here.

“There 8 ‘a privileged motion to ad-

journ. We have the capaoity to offer a
privileged motion to sadjourn here at
any time, and it ts going to cause-
havoo, 1t seams to me, 1f that happens.
But I think we are entirely within our
rights to prooeed with that motion to
adjourn If this special order.runs out
and we have not had an explanation of
where we are and what is going on, be-
causs it i{s simply not right for the
membership to be held in the lurch
with absolutely no idea what is going
on behind the closed doors of this Cap-
1tol. And at the same time we have the
Rules Committee held in abeyance
about the prooedures that are going to
g0 on later on tonight.

8o I think it is absolutely essential
that someone from the Democratic
leadership come to the floor and give
us & full explanation of where we are
‘and what 1s going on here, or it scema
to me that we are going to be, as &
group, oonstrained to move adjourn-
ment here in the very near future.

Mr. SOLOMON. The gentleman
makes & good point, and I hope we do
not do that if there is going to be
somecne. I understand that Mr. ALAN
WHEAT from Missour!, & member of the
Rules Committee from the other stde of
the aisle, who we spoke to a few min-
utes ago, has gone to consult with the
Democrat leadership, and I would hope
that he would return in the next few
minutes, and perhaps with a Member of
the leadership to enlighten us so that
we know what is going on for the rest
of the morning.
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'Mr. GO8S8. Madam Spea.ker. wul the
gent.leman yleld? -
,‘Mr. SOLOMON. I am glad to yield to
my good friend from Sanibel. - )
Mr GOSS. One of the reasons that I

'n.'akod the gentleman vo yield, and the

distinguished vanking member of our.

- Rules Committee along with the pres--

ence of another distinguished member
of the -committes, and other’ distin-
guished members of our conference, 1is
that we have got a lot of work to do'in
the Rulee Committee before we finish
our business. This 18 not just a ques-
tion of wanting to know what 1s going
on. That 1s ‘extremely important, and I

- believe the gentleman from the Com-

monwealth “has ‘properly echoed the
sentiment of many of our colleagues
probably in their offices and elsewhere,
watching on C-8PAN who would want
to know what the impact of what is
golng on would be, and where we are

headed. But we have got work to do in -

the Rules Committee. We have. got

some very important motions to make. -

‘We have three dosen or so amendments.

vtodea.lwlththatoameuptodny We"

had 13 hours df testimony.
.Mr. BOLOMON. With recorded wotes.
'Mr. GOSS8. And with recorded votes.
Amnd we darn well need to have -thoee.

t has got to be disposed. of
even before we can report back to the
: & Tule, well understand-

full
ing that the majority will have their
a.y

we have work to do, no mat-
way it is. We have got to
mako & good mm attempt to make

those amendments that deserve to be

in order to be put {n order, as the rank-
ing member knows. And I believe it 18
reasonable to work 24 hours a day
every so often, but I do not see any rea-

‘son for this. And I think maybe the

gentieman from - Pennsylvania “has
struck .a chord that other Members
feel. Somebody had better give us a
reason why we are doing what we are
doing.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BOLOMON. I am glad to yield to
the gentleman from California.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding. I would simply say that the
gentleman is abeolutely right. It will
probably take us 30 minutes, I would
guees, to go through and offer each of
the amendments that those of us in the
minority want to offer to this rule, be-
cause I rather doubt that the majority
iz going to ellow for consideration all
of those amendments that we want to
have included in ths rule and we want
to come down here. And while it is only
b after 10 in the evening for me, some
of the reat of you who live on the East
Coast, I know 1t 1s & little past your
bedtime, and it seems to me that we
are in a position right now where we
should be able to-have some direction
a8 to how late we are going to be stay-
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1ng up, _whenwe ‘can plan for 80 min-
utes to begin offering onr amendments
and start the fight this thordlpg up in
the Rules(}omnﬂftoe And T hopé very
much that we ure able to move ahiead .
with 1t, and ’I tha.nk my Mend fm‘
yield_lng L

Mr. SOLOMON: 1 would )ust fbll “the
gentleman that he might look ‘bright-
eyed and bushy-tailed, but: this gen-
tleman just got dback from- Berlin, ‘Ger-
manywhérelmmoeﬁngwithmols

other NATQ ocountries, telling them
point blank that Americans ‘were mnot
going to put- troops on- ‘the, ‘sofl of -
Bosnia and fight a civi]l war. “over there

‘while our European allies sat back and

let our kids come home in body bags.
-Mr. DREIER. Itookt;heredeyabaok.
from California tm: week the ‘over-.

‘night flight.

Mr. SOLOMON: So 1 would juat as -
2001 g0 to bed this hour. -
“Mr. WAL’KER. WiB the gantleman
yleld? ~ -
Mr. BOLOMON I y‘leld to tho gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.
" Mr. WALKER.Ia.mhoarlngl.rumor'

.that what we might do'is use one of the

new rules of the House 10 suggest that
the recess agthority of the Bpeaker-is
of equal weight to the motion-to ad-
journ, claiming. ‘that that is e part ‘of.
the new rules of the House, and that
they might declare a recess. If-that is
the .case, they should be Torewarned
that some of us are probably willing to
stay around here for a long time, and
when they declare an end to that recess
could come:in fact, be back out here
causing 'some real difficulty if, in fact,.
we- do not get those kinds of expla-
nations. I mean, this is the ultimate in
silliness that they can go behind closed
doors, outside of the view of the Amer-
ican people, shut out the Republicans

from these kinds of decisions, and then

not even report to the House what is.
going on. And then, you know, begin to
use recess authority and all kinds of
things in order to further cover up the
processes of the House, and then try to
keep the House. from adjourning so
that they can bring this deal, struck
behind closed doors, out here at some 3
or 4 in the morning, evidently, and
drop it on the House floor, and think
that they can do it under the cover of
night.

Well, 1 assure them tha.t somebody
will be here during the cover of night,
and will be asking for plenty of expla-
nations when it is dropped.

We may well have a motion to ad-
journ at that point, which could be a
bit of a problem.

Mr. SOLOMON. If I might reclaim
my time just for a moment, it 18 not a
question of being dilatory at all. You
know we have staff, particuilarly our
Budget Committee staff, our Ways and
Means Committee staff, and there are
about nine committees involved.

Mr. DREIER. And Rules Committee
stafl.

Mr. SOLOMON. Including the Rules
Committee staff, including the men
and women who are still hers, and we
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ha.ve-,tthe endofthuvotinswooou,

and when we see what is left, we have

to be able to put together our plans for
the rest of the night. And I just hope
that we can get some cooperation with
the Democrat leadership, . .

If the - gentleman  from Missouri
would like me to yleld to him, I would

be glad to yleld to the very distin-’

guished gentleman from Missourl, -Mr.
ALAN WHEAT, a very honorable member
of the Ruleas Committee. .

Mr. WHEAT. I thank the gentleman
for yielding and for giving me time to
make a determination as to what time
the Rules Committee expects to go
back into session. As the gentleman
knows,. we have been in session for
most of the day and part of the evening
hearing witnesses. We expect to at-
tempt to put together L rule very
shortly
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There have been some very com-
plicated negotiations going on. My un-
-derst.anding 18 that these negotiations

. are completed. It is strictly & matter of

drafting ' some amendments for- ‘the .

Committee on Rules to consider at this
point in time.-

There 18 every expectation that all of
the information would be placed upon
your desk for consideration; there
would be every expectation that there
would be a minimum of 30 minutes
from the time the legislation would be
DPlaced on your desk until the time we
considered it so that you would have

“adequate time to review it before any
votes were required, and it is with
every expectation that that would
occur by 1:30, which would mean that
the Committee on Rules would be
going back in session approximately 2
o’clock, give or take a few minutes.

Mr. SOLOMON. Will all due respect

~ to the gentleman, since no Republicans
have been a part of those negotiations,
and 1t has strictly been a one-sided af-
fair, can we be enlightened at all as to
what kind of deals have been struck
and what we might expect? :

Mr. WHEAT. I am not sure that it ig
appropriate to say that deals have been
struck in any regard, .

There have been people who have
been working on the language of legis-
lation, and that will be available and
will be available for a perlod of time
for you to consider before anyone has
asked that you be asked to vote on
that legislation.

Of course, if you wanted to suggest
that you could review that legislation
in less than the time that is currently
planned of 30 minutes, I am sure that
many of us who have families waiting
at home would be happler to start be-
fore 2 o'clock in the morning in terms
of considering this legislation.

Mr. DREIER. So the 3-day layover ia
obviously waived for us, for those of us

“on the Committee on Rules?

Mr. SOLOMON. Even the 3-hour lay-

over is waived.
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‘debated on .this noor. would pass over-

But I know that -the eontlom;n is
very honorable, and I know that he 1s
sincere in what he is aaying..

I would just hope that the amend—A

ments they are laying on our desk are
not something that has not been testi-
fled to, you know; in the last year I re-
call they laid an amendment there
called double triple X which had no

-parent, no one claimed it, and yet it
‘was put in, self-executed into the bill,

andthatisnowaytomnzahip Ihope
that is not what is.going t.o happen up
there this morning.

Mr. WHEAT. That is not nw expecta.-
tion. It is my understanding that the
legislation we are referring to, the
amendments we are referring to are

.amendments for which we had pro-

ponents, witnesses, who came and tes-
tifled before the Committee on Rules,
80 in that regard all of us would have
the opportunity to be equally familiar
with the legislation.

Mr. SOLOMON. That is somewhat re-
assuring. I thank the gentleman for
checking it out for us.

Did the gentleman from California
[Mr. HUNTER] leave? The gentleman
from California was worried about the

defense budget, and I just wanted to
-worry him a little bit more, because

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WALKER] and I have been engaged in a
colloquy with the so-called spending
cuts that are proposed in this 5-year
budget.

We pointed out that during the first
4 years that there was only a minus-
cule 345 billion in spending cuts pro-
posed with the heavy cuts, $95 billion,
coming in the fifth year after the Clin-
ton Presidency, and a large part of this
is, if there are any kind of spending
caps and spending controls put into
this legislation, what will happen after
we have not met these goals in that
fifth year, you know, there is going to
be a movement to take the vast
amount of that $95 billlon out of the
defense budget, because there will be
no place to take it, according to those
who occupy the majority in the House

‘and in the Senate.

So perhapse I could continue that dis—
cussion with the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. HUNTER]) when he returns
tomorrow.

I would just point out again that 1
am quite worried at what is going to
happen. I will run down again through
these amendments that we had re-
quested to be offered.

The one amendment, of course, the
most important one as far as I am con-

cerned, is the amendment by our Re- -

publican leader which would have
knocked out the energy, the Btu, tax
entirely and offset it with additional
spending cuts equal to that lost reve-
nue of $71.5 billion.

There was another amendment by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. AR-
CHER], ranking member on the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, to knock
out the tax increase on the Social Se-
curity benefits. Either of those two
amendments, if they were allowed to be
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Whelmingly.

I montloned 1n the Committee on
Rules that.we have kept track of the
press releases and bills sponsored by
various Members from both sides of the
aisle, and there are at least 267 Mem-

‘bers who have tried to take credit for

attempting to repeal this proposed Btu
tax. Two hundred sixty-seven Members

48 almost 60 more than is neoeded to

pass a bill in this House. The same
holds true for the Social Security tax.

Another very important amendment
that we wanted to offer was one by the
gentleman from lllinois (Mr. PORTER)
that would have. repealed the taxes
that are going to be -enacted in this
reconciliation bill tomorrow.

‘Mr. DREIER. If the gentleman would
yleld on that point, I do not want him
to give up the ship yet, because we
have yet to vote on those amendments

up there. My friend just said “would

have” and it seems to me if we are-
going to meet at 2 o'clock this morn-
ing, we are going to have a chance to
wage a fight in behalf of .the Michel
amendment to.repeal the Btu tax with
that offset and the Porter amendment
and the other amendments .that have
been proposed, so I would just say to
my friend that I plan to fight upstairs
in behalf of it, and I hope we can put
together a compromise that will gain
the votes we need so we have free
and fair debate and consideration of
those amendments on the floor here,

Mr. WALKER. If the gentleman will
yield further, my guessing is based
upon what we are hearing just off the
rumor mill- here which is that what we -
are going to have is probably some deal
that has been struck with those people
who wanted entitlement caps, and that
that is going to be the cover for some
people to jump on and say that they
can now vote for this package.

. I would simply want to point out
that the fact that they get some enti-
tlement caps and they get some sort of
process, whatever that ends up being,
and I think you will probably find out
when you go up to the Committee on
Rules what that involves, it etill does
not change the fact that there is atill
going to be this huge Btu tax that is
going to cost 463,000 Americans their
jobs, and there i8 still going to be this
Boclal Security tax and all of those
things which will still be in there, and
the entitlement caps will do nothing to
stop the undermining of the economy
by those massive new taxes.

8o those Members of Congress who
run for cover tomorrow and now sign
on to this wonderful deal because they
have now won a major victory for enti-
tlement caps will still be in a position
of destroying American jobs with this
massive new tax increase that will atill
be a part of the package.

Mr. SOLOMON. First of all, I cannot
belleve that there has been a deal
struck that will put the entitlement
cape in, that you and I apd the Amer-
jcan people want.
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Second, I nnd 1t hn.rd to believe that
there would be that many Members of

Congress that would sell out their prin-
ciples for whatever reason, to go back

on what they have prominod the Amer- -

ican people, that they would not vote
forchututhntnobodymumthu

untry.

Bo it wm be interaetinc to so0 what
does happen when we get up to the
-Committee on Rules in less than 20
minutes, I understand.

Mr. - GOSBS. If the gentleman will
yleld further, I just wanted to point

. out that you were talking about this -

msaasive tax and the Social Becurity
tax. I do not think people realize just
how onerous this Soclal Security tax
is. . . R
We had & couple of hypotheticals in
testimony in the Committee on Rules
today, and I believe several were star-
tled in the: room in the Committee on
Rules that s very modest inoome situa-
. tion with 8ocial Security payments

and soms modest outside income, the

tax impact of consequence per year
~ would be 81,084 for a couple. That is a

lot of money, and particularly for

thoseinubrwke;thatmmthe

$40,000-income range. Tha,tlnnota.n'

-isolated case.
There are somethmx ke 10 mulion

.senior citizens that will be impeacted

- who are on 8Social Security, so this is
.not just a few people on Social Secu-
rity somewhere who have a lot of
money who will not notice this. This is
everybody out there at all levels, fixed-

"income levels, and there will clearly be -

some very, very unhappy consequenoes.
And there will be unexpected con-
sequences,

Even in the Committee on Rules
today, Members who know about these
things, who have been dealing with
these things, I think 1t is fair to say,
were startled at some of the con-
sequences in these hypothetical cases
where the people who were testifying
before us were actually challenged a
couple of times. They said, ‘“Now, that
cannot be right. That 18 too high. The
tax consequence cannot be that bad,”
and in fact it 18 that bad when you go
through the numbers that have been
-8et up by Ways and Means and the ap-
propriators and the others involved.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. WALKER. If the gentleman will
yleld for just a queetion: I also under-
stand that none of thosee figures, for in-
stance, the $25,000 figure and the $32,500
flgure for Social Security people to
begin paylng the taxes, none of that is
indexed, and 80 rot & very far place
down the pike you are going to have
lota more people than the 10 million
you are talking about, because as infla-
tion pushes retirement incomes up, you
are going to have a whole host of peo-
ple who then will come undor that cat-
egory, and so this tax will continue to
‘expand and continue to Impact on more
and more retired couples as the time
goes on.

Mr. GOSS. The projection is that 10
million that are affected now will be 14
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not golng to allow his Democrat

“million as this Clinton a.dmlniotra.tive
package, tax package, workn out over
t.he next b years.

© D oo ,
Mr GOSB Under those projections 1t
/\./

" could double, that is correct.
‘Mr.; BOLOMON. I yleld to the ren-.-

tleman from California.

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentlaman )

from Glen Falls for yielding to me.
T would just like the record to show
that it is in the job description for

Messrs. GO8S, SOLOMON and mysself.

to be here because the Committee on
Rules has not met. But the distin-
guished chief deputy whip [Mr. WALK-
ER] has chosen to stay here at 1:20 in
the morning, and I simply would. like
to congratulate my friend from East
Petersburg for having the strength to
remain here, as I said.
Mr. WALKEB.IHamomsteatofmy
u.nlt.y. is the question. -
DREIER. And the zent.lema.ns

~oommltment to the causs of trying to

bring about a aembhnoe of fairness

‘here,

I simply would like the gentleman to
know that Messrs. Goss, SOLOMON and

‘I congratulate him for taking the time

to be here, and, we look forward to see-..
ing him bright and early at the Repub-
lican Conference at 9:00 in the morning. -

- Mr. SOLOMON. While we are handing.

" out accolades, I would like to hand one - -
out to the acting Speaker in the chair.
He is suffering a.long with the rest of us -

and it shows.

"Well, as Ronald Bea.g'a.n used to say,
Imrehopewemxomgtogett.heae
amendments in order.

As I look down the line, we did not
finish going through these amend-
ments. But Mr. CoLLIN8 of Georgla, a
new Member, had a very, very new idea
which he was able to enact when he
was & Republican in the minority in
the Georgia State Legislature. What
that did was to mandate a loss of bene-
fit to families if children of recipients
drop out .of school. There has been a
dramatic turnaround.

One of the problems we have with
education today 18 not because of a
lack of money to fund the educational
system, but it {8 the lack of discipline
in the school and discipline in the
home. When these funds were threat-
ened to be taken away from the fami-
liea, they doggone well made sure that
their kids went to echool, that they did
not drop out, and that the accomplish-
ments, the academic accomplishments
went up considerably.

I think that would have been a great
amendment to have on this floor to
offer. 7

The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr.
BAESLER, who 18 a Democrat, a new
Member, he had an amendment to
eliminate this Btu tax, working with
ue on a bipartisan besis. He wanted to
offset it with spending cuts gimilar to
those that I have recommended and
also some other Republicans.

Yet he has been told point blank by
his Democrat leadership that they are
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amendment. That goes ‘back to the

. same old editorial that I was reading.

Back in the days of T1p O'Neill— every-
body remembers Tip O'Nelll, from Bos--
ton, Massachusettas—there never was a

‘ more partisan human being who ever

served as Speaker of this House. But

-t.here never m e more ta.lr Speaker. :

too.

Back in t.hooe dayn—whjch was not so
many days. ago—Tip O'Neill, presiding
over ‘the Rules Committee—and after

‘all, the Speaker does call the shots on

the Raules ' Committee—only closed
about ‘15 percent of the rules. That-
means only 15 percent were reetricted,

‘all of the other time, 85 percent of the

time when major legislation came on
the floor, it was brought on this floor
so that every single Member, all 435,
regardless of whether you are Repub-.-

" Hcans, Democrats, liberals or conserv-

atives or even the socialist from Ver-
mont now, anybody would have an op-
portunity to help work his will on the
fioor of this House. It 18 too bad that
we have gone into this structured rule
situation. that now deprives over 80 per-
cent of all the Members of this House
from ever being able to take an active
part in- enact.ing leginla.tion on the
floor. )

Mr. Spea.ker. I yield to the gentlemm
from Florida. -

Mr. GOSS. 'I‘he gontlema.n mentlonod
several amendments. There -were sev-
eral amendments, such as immuniza-
tion, ways to inorease the efficiency of
getting our youngsters immunized,
ways to do that. There are a lot more
good amendmenta up there. .

The ultimate irony of this today is
that the American people are talking
at least to me and many other Mem-
bers about cutting spending. We spent

‘most of the day, at least the majority.

leadership spent most of the day de-
fending taxes rather than welcoming
ways to cut spending. And I think that
is the ultimate irony because there is
not a voice in America saying, “Well
done, Congreas, you have stamped out
all the waste, you have cut out all the
fat, you have chopped out all the pork
in Washington. Now, since we can’t pay
our way, 1 guess it 18 okay, we will
have to raise taxes a bit.”’

We are not there. We have not cut
where we need to cut, where we could
cut, where we should cut, and we are
spending all our time right now watch-
ing the leadership defend higher taxes
when we should be entertaining these
very good amendments to allow us to
find new ways to cut.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. SOLOMON. I thank the gen-
tleman for those words. There were &
lot of good amendments. For example,
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
HOUGHTON], who was in the well here
earller, had an amendment that would
have required payment of social secu-
rity tax on domestic help if paid more
than $800.

We all know what that problem was
with people who either deliberately or
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coming in to cut the grass or someone
who might come in and- ‘help in clean-
ing a house for 1 day & week of 1 day &

month. That would have been an excel- - ..

lent amendment. People want that
amendment. It would save so ~much
- bookwork. o

Mr. KNOLLENBERG of Michigan had
an amendment- that would have held
the proposed income tax rate increase
to 31 percént if that party were en-
gaged in amall-business
Small-business activity: Small busi-

cent of all the new jobs in America.
You let that tax go up to 36 percent,
how many new employees do you think

a amall businessman is going to be able -
to hire? This would have given him bet-"

ter incentive.

We will be voting in.a tew minutea.'

"The : gentleman knows we are out-
numbered up there by 8 to 4. There are
4 Republicans and 8§ Democrats, all
handpicked, all extremely partisan.

That is why they are up there. And our

chances of pulling them across the
aisle and getting them to vote for these
" reasonable estimates are alim at best.
But that 18 not where the real chance
will -come. The real .chance will -come
tomorrow on this floor where we can do
what we did in 1981, and both of the

gentleman were here. That was the..

year-that Ronald Reagan came into of-
fice. He had.been elected in 1980. He
. brought with him Republican control
of the Senate. We had about 45 solid

conservative Democrats from all over -

- this country, and they put together a
coglition with us Reagan Republicans,
and we rammed through Reaganomics
that brought back this country and
brought back economic growth and cre-
ated 21 million new jobs in & period of
about 6 years: 21 million, not to men-
tion hundreds of thousands of new busi-
nesses, small and large, across this
country.

You know that is wha.t we need to-
morrow. Back in those days in 1981 we
defeated a rule in this House by 4
votes. We wrote our own rule. We made
all these amendments in order. That is
how we got the economic recovery. La-
dies and gentlemen, that is what we
need tomorrow on this floor. All we
need 18 45 solid Democrat conservative
votes tomorrow to go with us, and we
will carry the day tomorrow. Let us do
it.

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman.
It sounds good to me.

Mr. SOLOMON. Since the acting
Speaker pro tempore assured us we
would be back in session in 30 minutes,
and the 30 minutes is almost there, at
this time I would yleld back the bal-
ance of my time for-the purpose of
going off to the Rules Committee to
see what has been laid upon our desk.

I would yleld back the balance of my
time.

‘activity. .

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

not deliberately, not paying eocial so-
curity taxes-on.young kids who‘were )

Mr. BPEAKERpmtompore,(Mr

WHEAT). Pursuant to clause12ofrule I,

the Chair declares the House in recees,-
subject to the call of the Chair. .

. Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 81 min-
utes a.m.) the House stood in recess

_subject to the call of the Chair.

] 0 0338
The recess having expired the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro

in this country tuce 6 per'-‘f tempore (Mr. BEILENSON] at 3 oclock .

and 46 minutes a.m.

"REPORT- ON RESOLUTION PROVID- .
ING FOR CONSIDERATION OF

- H.R. 2264, OMNIBUS BUDGET REC-
. ONCILIATION ACT OF 1943 .

" Mr. MOAKLEY tromthaCommitt.eo

on Rules, submitted & privileged report
(Rept. No. 103-112) on the resolution (H. -

Res. 186) providing for consideration of

“the bill (H.R. 2264) to provide for rec- .
onoiliation pursuant to Section 7 of the -

concurrent resolution on the budget for
fiscal 1994, which was referred to the.

House Ca.lenda.r and - ordered to bo-

prlnted.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of u.b-
sence was granted to:

‘Mr; LEACH (at the request of Mr..

MICHEL), for today, on account of medl-
cal reasons.

Mr. WILLIAMS (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT), for today, on account of &
death in the family. .

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. OLVER) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. BaccHUS of Florida for 5 minutes

Mr. STARK for 5 minutes today.

Mr. SLATTERY for 5 minutes on June
16.

Mr. KANJORSKI for 60 minutes today.

Mr. DE LA GARzA for 60 minutes

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SANTORUM) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

. PORTER for 5 minutes today.

. KINGSTON for 56 minutes today.
DooLITTLE for 5 minutes today.
WALKER for 5§ minutes today.
HUTCHINSON for 5 minutes today.
. HORN for 20 minutes on May 27.

FEEERES

utes on June 9.
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN for 5 minutes on
June 8 and 9.

. THoMAS of Wyoming for 60 min- -

H 2931
Mr. Duz-B.qu tor 5 minut,es on
Juna&a.ndO .
- Mr, CAquorsminumtdday
. Mr. HOUGHTON for § minutes.

. EXTENSION OF REMARKS
By unanimous consent, permission to

" revise and extend remarks was granted

to: .

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. OLVER) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. ANDREWS of New Jemey.

Mr. HINCHEY. . .

Mr. APPLEGATE.

. Mr. HAMILTON.

Mr, SwerT. -

" Mr. MILLER of Ca.ufornia..

Mr. Tonmcm.mmthroeinstancea.

- Mr. BLAcxwminfourimtanoes

Mr. VISCLOSKY.
Mr. JAOOBSintwoinsta.noea.

quest of Mr. SANTORUM) and to include
extraneous matter:) T

LEWIS of Ca.u{ornia.
DORNAN.

- MOLINARIL.

REGULA.

FIsH.

SANTORUM.

Younag of Alaska.

MCINNIB.

‘FIELDS of Texas

GALLEGLY in three instances.
KING.

HOKE.

. KYL.

Mrs BENTLEY in two instances.
Mr. BEREUTER. .

Mr. GINGRICH.

EEEEEEEEEEERER

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker's
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

8. T75. An act to modify the requirements
applicable to locatable minerals on public
lands, consistent with the principles of pelf-
initiation of mining claims, and for other
purposes.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION

SIGNED
Mr. ROSE, from the Committee on
House Administration, reported that

that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled a joint resolution



