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just steamrolled it and apparently,
when the election results come in, ev-
erybody believes widely there will be
one very clear winner, not anybody
really in second place. | do not know if
that will be true. | think that is a feel-
ing that probably kept people from vot-
ing.

In any event, when you have a coun-
trywide presidential election that is
supposed to be the most historic event
in the peaceful turnover of democracy
in the whole history of the country’s
200 years and you only get somewhere
between 20 and 30 percent turnout,
clearly it is not working quite the way
it should be.

Security was better. Law and order
was better. Of course, it would be if
you have Humvees with machine guns
and soldiers mounted all over the place
and running around from place to place
insuring nothing gets out of hand. So
we have somewhat of an artificial situ-
ation there about law and order.

Regrettably, as in every election, we
had intimidations that kept candidates
out. We had the media shut down
through intimidations. We had allega-
tions of misuse of dollars, all of those
kinds of things. These things need a
full accounting and full investigation.

Then the President needs to come to
Congress and consult and tell Congress
and the American people how we spent
our money, what we have got for it,
and where we are going next. | urge the
President, Mr. Speaker, very much this
time to consult with Congress before
we get into the next chapter of what
our relations are going to be with
Haiti. | would hate to have to debate
another invasion here, because we are
seeing one more time a flood of refu-
gees coming to the United States, and
the administration’s reaction is to send
the military.

The economy does not work in Haiti.
We know that. We need to have a full
accounting. We need to know where we
are going, and | urge the administra-
tion to check with the U.S. Congress.
We are here to help.

NO BUDGET, NO PAY FOR
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. DurBIN] is recognized during
morning business for 5 minutes.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, last
month the Federal Government was
shut down by the gentleman from
Georgia, Mr. GINGRICH, and Mr. DOLE
for the longest period of time in our
Nation’s history. It cost American tax-
payers $100 million a day for this polit-
ical strategy, a manufactured crisis
that sent 800,000 Federal employees
home.

Most people thought that the Repub-
licans had learned their lesson. Amer-
ica was not ready for that kind of po-
litical strategy. They found it childish
and unnecessary, and yet here we are
today in the midst of another Govern-
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ment shutdown, inspired and orches-
trated by the same Republican leaders.
They just do not get it. They do not
understand that sending home some
300,000 Federal employees a few days
before Christmas is beyond heartless, it
is stupid, crazy for us as a Nation to be
incurring debts of $80 million to $100
million a day because of someone’s
pride.

The American people sent Democrats
and Republicans to Washington to
solve problems, not to create them, not
to say to people who are going to Fed-
eral agencies today that their phone
calls will be unanswered and no one
will be at the door. What they want us
to do is to sit down in a commonsense,
bipartisan way, deal with our budg-
etary problems, to make sure we pro-
tect Medicare and Medicaid, to make
sure that we do not end up obliterating
college student loan programs, and to
bring a balanced budget in a reasonable
period of time.

It is time for some of the political
hubris to be set aside.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DURBIN. | yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.
Mr. SCHUMER. 1 think the gen-

tleman makes an excellent point. |
mean, | think the American people
know there are differences between us.
We believe in saving the Medicare and
Medicaid systems, with some moderate
cuts. They believe in huge cuts and
then tax cuts.

Mr. DURBIN. Let me just close by
saying this: If it is a matter of prin-
ciple to shut down the Government, as
a matter of principle, the Speaker
ought to give up his paycheck; no
budget, no pay. If it applies to Federal
employees, it ought to apply to the
Speaker and every Member of Con-
gress.

THE BUDGET IMPASSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from New Mex-
ico [Mr. ScHIFF] is recognized during
morning business for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | have a
different view of why we have reached
this impasse today. | acknowledge that
in the past, during the discussions
about reaching a balanced budget, that
both sides bear some responsibility for
putting some unnecessary obstacles in
the way of reaching that goal. | think
that the Republicans, at the very be-
ginning, tried to put in unnecessary
non-budget-related issues that have
since been removed.

I think the President tried to avoid
agreeing to a 7-year timeframe even
though when he was campaigning for
President of the United States 3 years
ago, he said he would propose a bal-
anced budget in 5 years.

But even though the past responsibil-
ity falls on both political parties, | be-
lieve the current impasse we are in
today falls squarely on the Clinton ad-
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ministration, and that is simply be-
cause the President of the United
States is attempting to back out of the
agreement he entered into less than a
month ago with the Congress of the
United States. We resolved the last
partial Government shutdown by com-
ing to an agreement. There were sev-
eral major terms in that agreement,
and one of those terms was that we
would use common economic projec-
tions to put together a balanced budg-
et.

I know this sounds very technical,
but economic projections are the build-
ing blocks of any budget. They are the
forecasts, in this case over 7 years, of
how much Government revenue will be
received, how much there will be an in-
flationary impact on Government pro-
grams and so forth.

The agreement by the President of
the United States and the Congress of
the United States was that we would
use the figures of the Congressional
Budget Office. Now, there was an addi-
tional provision, that the Congres-
sional Budget Office was expected to
consult with outside sources, which, to
the best of my knowledge, they have
done. But the bottom line, without any
doubt, is that a budget would be put to-
gether using only the economic projec-
tions of the Congressional Budget Of-
fice. The President of the United
States now is attempting to avoid liv-
ing up to an agreement with the Con-
gress of the United States, and the
President has stated, first of all, that
the Congress is demanding that the
President put some cuts in Medicare
and Medicaid and other programs up
before negotiations can continue. This
is not correct.

The Congress is saying the President
should put forward a budget based upon
CBO, Congressional Budget Office, pro-
jections, and that is all. Within those
budget projections, the President is
free, the administration is free, to put
together any budget they want. They
can have tax cuts or not have tax cuts.
They can have tax increases if they
want to propose it. They can have more
funding for any program, less funding
for any other program. So there is ab-
solutely nothing in putting together a
budget based upon the Congressional
Budget Office economic projections of
revenue, inflation and so forth, that
dictates in advance what a budget has
to look like.

I heard one of my Democratic col-
leagues this morning on television say,
“Well, the agreement was we will use
the Congressional Budget Office as a
baseline, but then we could look at
other figures.” That is not correct. The
agreement was that we would use the
Congressional Budget Office figures.

Now, the point is, Mr. Speaker, that
that is exactly what the Congress of
the United States has done. The Con-
gress of the United States passed a
budget. I do not agree with all of its in-
dividual terms. But the Congress of the
United States passed a budget and sent
to the President a budget that was bal-
anced in 7 years, which was part of our
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agreement and that used Congressional
Budget Office figures as the building
blocks, as the revenue projections, the
inflationary effect and so forth.

The President vetoed this bill. That
is the President’s prerogative, not only
constitutionally, under the Constitu-
tion of the United States, of course,
but under the agreement which also
said there would be adequate funding
for certain programs and if the Presi-
dent felt that the increases that that
budget included for Medicare and med-
icaid were not sufficient, then the
President could go ahead and veto.

But the Congress has then made a
very reasonable requests: ‘“Mr. Presi-
dent, if you feel that our budget does
not adequately protect certain prior-
ities, show us your budget under the
exact same framework. Put forward a
budget under the exact same frame-
work. Put forward a budget that is bal-
anced in 7 years and uses the Congres-
sional Budget Office economic projec-
tions and is shown to be balanced in 7
years under the CBO numbers, and
show us how exactly you would protect
your priorities.”
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If you want to spend more on one
program, what do you propose to spend
differently, or how do you propose to
have a different tax structure in order
to pay for it? The point is that if the
President of the United States is going
to veto the congressional budget,
which again is his privilege, he should
then put out his budget on the same
framework.

Further negotiations | think are im-
possible unless we are dealing with
budgets that are put together under
the same measuring yardstick, apples
to apples if you will. Unless the Presi-
dent puts forward a budget under the
same yardstick, there is no way we can
compare, well, this is how we funded a
certain program and this is how the
President would fund the same pro-
gram.

So, Mr. Speaker, | urge the President
to comply with our agreement and
come forth with a budget.

PEOPLE ARE BEHIND THE BUDGET
FIGURES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GUTKNECHT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of May 12, 1995, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KLINK]
is recognized during morning business
for 2 minutes.

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, there has
been much name calling, there has
been rhetoric, there has been invective-
ness as we face the second Government
shutdown of this year with really no
end in sight, and as previous speakers
have talked, the first one was the long-
est in the history of our Nation.

I think the President made a very
valuable and very important point yes-
terday when he talked about the fact
that there are people behind these fig-
ures. When you talk about cuts in Med-
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icare and you talk about cuts in Medic-
aid, when you talk about adult chil-
dren being held responsible for paying
the nursing home bills for their par-
ents, taking money out of the funds
they would use to purchase a home,
taking funds that they would use to
send their children to college, we may
be balancing the budget in the short
run, but in the long run, our Nation
will be much weaker. Those children of
the adult children will be less edu-
cated.

I can remember back in the early
1980’s when a Republican President
named Ronald Reagan was pushing the
same kind of idea, that somehow these
massive tax cuts for wealthy individ-
uals and wealthy corporations were
going to trickle down and were going
to help those of us that were on the
lower side, those of us that were work-
ing individuals.

Let me tell you what happened in my
area of southwestern Pennsylvania
during that period of time. We lost in
13 counties 155,000 manufacturing jobs.
No one ran away with those tax breaks.
The rich corporations and the rich in-
dividuals did not reinvest that money
in this country, and they are not going
to do it now.

We are talking about taking money
out of Medicare, taking money out of
Medicaid, making adult children pay
for the care that their working parents
paid for with their tax dollars over the
last 30 years, since 1965, when Medicare
and Medicaid were passed in this House
and were signed by President Johnson.
They are taking that money and giving
it away to the wealthy corporations of
this Nation.

That is what it is about. It is about
a transfer of wealth. It did not work in
the 1980’s, it blindsided our working
people, and it is not going to work
again in the 1990’s, and President Clin-
ton is very correct when he stands up
and says that he will veto this.

Mr. Speaker, we have got to sit down
and rebalance our priorities, not just
balance our budget.

THE BUDGET IMPASSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. FATTAH] is recognized
during morning business for 2 minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, good
morning to my colleagues and good
morning to America. It is clear now
that we have a congressional majority
that lacks the maturity to govern this
Nation’s budgetary processes. We have
arrived again at an impasse in which
the Congress has failed to pass a budg-
et and the spending bills necessary in
an acceptable enough form in which
the President of the United States
would sign them, which is the respon-
sibility of the Congress.

It is perhaps a good thing that the
President is attempting to work with
congressional leaders to help them fig-
ure through a shared approach to the
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budget, but it is the Congress’ respon-
sibility to pass a budget as outlined in
the U.S. Constitution. We have arrived
at a point today at which the seem-
ingly clear set of circumstances lead us
to believe that the House Republicans,
NEwWT GINGRICH and his colleagues, are
the single stumbling block to us arriv-
ing at a budget agreement.

We have the President, we have Sen-
ate Republicans and Senate Democrats
who want to find a way to get the
country back on the right track. House
Democrats are prepared to work. But
we have House Republicans who seem
to in a childish way want to hold fast
to their own particular viewpoint of
how the budget ought to work out, a
viewpoint that the American public
has soundly rejected in every single
poll that has been done over the last
few months.

They keep pushing something that
no one else is buying. The American
public says ‘“We don’t want to cut edu-
cation, we don’t want to cut Medicaid,
we do not want to see these programs
eradicated. What we want to see is a
more responsible approach that would
lead us away from tax cuts, lead us
away from increasing defense spending
when it is not necessary, when it is
well over what the Pentagon has even
recommended.” The American public
has said no to the Republican budget,
but yet NEwT GINGRICH and the House
Republicans keep wanting to sell us
something that no one is buying. That
is why we have arrived again at this
shutdown.

Mr. Speaker, | would hope that as we
face this new day here in the Congress,
that some common sense would come
to the majority, that they would stop
acting in immature ways, because |
think they really threaten their very
majority in the ways they are acting
now.

BALANCING THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. NEUMANN] is recognized during
morning business for 3 minutes.

Mr. NEUMANN. Mr. Speaker, the
problem we are facing today is not a
discussion between spending priorities.
The problem we are facing today is
that the President’s budget leaves the
Federal checkbook $70 billion over-
drawn. | have a chart with me that
shows me where we were last week in
terms of deficits. This bottom line is
where the deficits were over the last
week.

You will notice in the year 2002, all of
last week we had a Presidential pro-
posal that left us $115 billion over-
drawn. On Friday of last week, the
President brought us a new proposal.
Here is what it did. It took the $115 bil-
lion deficit and it reduced it to a point
where it was a $70 billion deficit. The
problem with this is that it is still $70
billion out of whack in the 7th year.

Let me make this as clear as | can
possibly make it. The proposal that we
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