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CALLING THE CRISIS FOR WHAT
IT IS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
PRYCE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of May 12, 1995, the gen-
tlewoman from Colorado [Mrs. SCHROE-
DER] is recognized during morning busi-
ness for 4 minutes.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Madam Speaker,
this is indeed I think a very dark day.
The institution is basically dysfunc-
tional today and we ought to call it for
what it is. This great Nation is being
held hostage by some extremists who
came to this institution and have not
been able to get their way through the
normal process that served this Repub-
lic for over 200 years, and so we are
now seeing the equivalent of 2-year-old
tantrums that we see out on the play-
ground. No one should be surprised as
to where we are. The Speaker made it
very clear from day one where he was
going.

If we look at these quotes, in April he
said, ‘‘The President will veto a num-
ber of things, and we’ll put them all on
the debt ceiling and then he’ll decide
how big a crisis he wants.’’

Oh, they could not wait for the crisis.
Then again in September he said, ‘‘I

don’t care what the price is. I don’t
care if we have no executive offices and
I don’t care if there are no bonds for 30
days, not at this time.’’

He has been very clear what his
strategy was, create a crisis for this
great, great Republic like it has never
seen before. Oh, will that not be his-
toric?

Let us not look at politicians’ words.
Let us look at what the Standard &
Poor’s people say. They do not think a
lot of this crisis. They do not think
that this is real funny. They do not ap-
preciate our tantrum. Look what they
said in the New York Times this week-
end.

They warn Government of the threat
of default. If they lower the Nation’s
credit rating, we are going to see an in-
crease in interest rates, which our chil-
dren are going to pay forever and ever
and they are also going to see interest
rates increased on the average Amer-
ican the average American
businessowner, the average American
mortgageowner and so forth.

So, Americans, you are paying a very
high price for this political theater, for
this 2-year-old temper tantrum, be-
cause people do not want to play by the
rules that Jefferson and everyone else
thought was fine for over 200 years.

We continue to see other things. We
see them saying that it is perfectly all
right that we cut loose on the safety
net that has been there for America’s
children and for people who are relying
on Medicare. We see them having their
favorite comedian come and talk,
about, ‘‘Oh, this is great, my mother
will be on dog food, the poor will
starve, but we’ll get them new can
openers.’’

Is that not wonderful? I do not really
think that is too funny. I do not think

that is funny at all. It is not the Amer-
ica I knew. The America I knew said
every child has a right to a college edu-
cation, we all should have a clean envi-
ronment and breathe fresh air, we all
ought to be respectful of the elderly
and we should not take great joy if we
can squeeze some more money out of
them or find some way for them to be
a little more miserable. I do not think
anybody wants to see us jeopardize the
full faith and credit of this Govern-
ment.

I was shocked when I heard Last
night this other side was offered a 1-
day clean continuing resolution to
avoid this crisis and turned it down.
Not even 1 day, Not even 1 day would
they give it.

This is outrageous, and we really
ought to call it for what it is. Do not be
surprised. Just get on the phones and
tell people you do not like people play-
ing these kind of political games with
the full faith and credit of this great
Nation.
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RESOLVING THE 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 4 minutes.

Mr. SCHIFF. Madam Speaker, we are
now at the impasse and I would like to
review how I believe we got here and
how I believe we can get out of it.

I think that this impasse is due in
part to both sides, Republicans and the
administration, wanting to get some
short-term advantages in the polls over
the other. I think that the congres-
sional leadership has put measures into
these budget resolutions concerning
the death penalty, concerning regu-
latory reform because we know that
these are popular with the American
people. However, these are not issues
which should be mixed at this time
with the budget issue. We should stay
focused on the budget goals.

I recommend that those issues deal-
ing with death penalty, regulatory re-
form, anything that is not budget, be
taken off the table and addressed at an-
other time. At the same time, the ad-
ministration made its biggest argu-
ment that it was vetoing the bills to
protect Medicare. The details of the
Medicare provision, I respectfully sug-
gest, were not of great interest to the
administration. Their pollster simply
told them if the President is seen fight-
ing for Medicare, the President will go
up in the polls at least on a short-term
basis.

What is that fight about? Right now
the Government, that is, the tax-
payers, pay 68.5 percent of part B pre-
miums of Medicare. On January 1, the
law is scheduled to raise that to 75 per-
cent of the payment coming out of the
treasury. The administration knows
full well that we do not know where
the money is going to come from out of
the treasury to pay that increased per-
centage and that the Republican con-

gressional proposal is to freeze the per-
centage, not to raise the percentage on
senior citizens but just to freeze it
where it is. Nevertheless, they are
fighting to save Medicare and they
think that helps them in the polls.

What, therefore, is the solution? I
think that what is called a clean bill is
not a solution. A clean bill means a
spending authorization with no condi-
tions attached, a borrowing authoriza-
tion with no conditions attached. That
is how we got into this mess. We have
had business as usual for 25 years,
where there was no restriction on bor-
row, borrow, borrow, and spend, spend,
spend, and that is why we have a na-
tional debt of almost $5 trillion.

I respectfully suggest that the solu-
tion is to offer the President a continu-
ing resolution today with one condi-
tion, and, that is, we agree on the com-
mon goal of reaching a balanced budget
in 7 years using Congressional Budget
Office figures. We would take all of the
details off of the table at this time. I
thought Senator DOMENICI made a good
suggestion with respect to a Medicare
compromise. But if necessary, I would
take all that off the table for the mo-
ment and concentrate on the goal, and
to say that to keep the Government op-
erating, the President must agree with
the Congress that we will balance the
budget in 7 years and use the common
numbers provided by the Congressional
Budget Office to match our compara-
tive budgets.

Both of these provisions the Presi-
dent has previously agreed to. During
the campaign, the President said the
budget could be balanced in 5 years. So
presumably the President would have
no objection to balancing the budget in
7 years. Second of all, the President
lectured Congress 21⁄2 years ago, telling
us that the Congressional Budget Of-
fice had consistently the best figures
for budget analysis. So the President
has previously agreed to these provi-
sions.

It seems to me, Madam Speaker, that
if the Congress passes a continuing res-
olution to keep the Government going,
break the impasse, allow Federal em-
ployees to do their jobs, with only the
condition that we agree to a balanced
budget in 7 years with the same meth-
od of getting there and that all the de-
tails can be discussed and if necessary
argued out in another forum, we will
know for certain whether the President
of the United States really wants to
balance the budget or was using Medi-
care as a screen for not doing so.
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A WAY OUT OF THE QUANDARY
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. LEVIN] is recognized during morn-
ing business for 3 minutes.

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, this is
indeed an unhappy day, and I think to
get out of this quandary it might be
useful to note how the Government got
to this point.
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