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House of Representatives from voting 
on Shays-Meehan. This is a disingen-
uous way to conduct the debate. We 
need to see through it today. 

This is not a Democratic issue or a 
Republican issue; this is an American 
issue. Senator MCCAIN is leading the 
fight in the Senate. We need to come 
together as Democrats and Republicans 
today. We need to have an open and 
honest debate on campaign finance re-
form and defeat the poison pill amend-
ments that will be offered on the bill. 

f 

TAXES TODAY ARE SIMPLY TOO 
HIGH

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, 
taxes today are simply too high. The 
average American pays $10,300 every 
year in taxes to all levels of govern-
ment. That is more than the cost of 
food, shelter, and clothing combined. 
Yet President Clinton continues to re-
ject tax relief for hard-working Ameri-
cans.

If one is married and paying more in 
taxes than one should because of the 
IRS marriage penalty, the President 
says, tough. If one works hard all of 
their life to build a business so that 
one can pass it on to their kids only to 
fall victim to the death tax, he says, 
that is too bad. 

Along with across-the-board tax cuts 
for all taxpayers, the Republican Con-
gress wants to provide badly needed re-
lief from the marriage penalty and do 
away with the death tax. But the Presi-
dent says he will veto that. 

Rather than allow taxpayers to keep 
more of what they earn, he wants them 
to give more to Washington bureau-
crats. By vowing to veto tax cuts, 
President Clinton is no longer rejecting 
badly needed tax relief, he is working 
his back on the hard-working Amer-
ican families. 

f 

A VOTE FOR SHAYS-MEEHAN IS A 
VOTE FOR A STRONGER DEMOC-
RACY
(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, when 
the founders created our democracy, 
they did not foresee soft money. They 
did not anticipate PACs, they did not 
know phrases like ‘‘lobbyists,’’ ‘‘fund 
raiser’’ and ‘‘issue ad.’’ They did not 
know they would become part of our 
political vocabulary. But what our 
forefathers did know was that the 
strength of our democracy would rest 
upon the courage of its inheritors. 
Today that courage is being tested. Mr. 
Speaker, today we are looking for men 
and women of mettle to pass meaning-
ful campaign finance reform. 

Campaign finance reform presents a 
very clear choice. Those who vote in 
favor of Shays-Meehan, which passed 
this body by a wide margin last year, 
vote to eliminate soft money from our 
campaigns. Those who obstruct cam-
paign finance reform and try to attach 
their poison pills turn their backs on 
the American people’s desire for a po-
litical system that is built vote by vote 
and not dollar by dollar. 

This is a bipartisan problem, and it 
needs a bipartisan solution. Let us 
make our founders proud; let us sup-
port and pass Meehan-Shays, remove 
soft money from our campaigns, and 
strengthen our democracy for future 
generations.

f 

MANAGED CARE REFORM 

(Mr. GANSKE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.)

Mr. GANSKE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
clear up an area of misunderstanding 
that some of my colleagues have, as 
well as some of the business commu-
nity has concerning the bipartisan 
managed care bill. 

I recently had a CEO of a major cor-
poration from the Midwest and his lob-
byist come into my office and say, if 
that bill comes law, it would mean the 
end of ERISA. I said, how so? He said, 
we would not be able to do a uniform 
benefits package for our employees 
across various State lines. I said, you 
know what? There is nothing in that 
bill that deals with mandated benefits. 
Nothing, nada, zero. There would still 
be ERISA if we passed this law. 

Businesses that operate across State 
lines would still be able to do a uni-
form benefits package, and they would 
still be exempt from State mandates. 
The only thing this bill does in ERISA 
that is of consequence is that it says 
that if a health plan makes a medical 
decision that results in the injury to 
one of their subscribers that they are 
responsible for that, just like any in-
surer in the individual market today 
already is. 

f 

REAL REFORM VERSUS SHOW ME 
THE MONEY 

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, nine 
out of 10 Americans support campaign 
finance reform; nine out of 10. 

The simple fact is that the cost of 
running for federal office today is so 
great that candidates are forced to de-
vote far too much time and effort to 
fund-raising, rather than dealing with 
the issues of importance to their con-
stituents. We can eliminate soft money 
entirely, rid our society of the pollu-
tion caused by sham issue ads, and in-
crease public disclosure of who is pay-

ing for what. It is real reform versus 
show me the money. 

This is the crux of the argument 
today as the House will undertake the 
serious debate of reforming our system 
of financing political campaigns. The 
Shays-Meehan bill is real reform, 
eliminates soft money, increases dis-
closure and bans phoney issue ads. 

The Republican leadership support 
the show-me-the-money approach. 
They argue for more money in the sys-
tem and less reforms. Real reform 
versus show me the money. Support 
Shays-Meehan and show every Amer-
ican that the House supports real re-
form and not simply more money. 

f 

KUDOS TO SPEAKER HASTERT 
FOR BRINGING SHAYS-MEEHAN 
TO THE FLOOR 
(Mr. CAMPBELL asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, we 
owe a debt of gratitude to the Speaker 
of the House. There are many who said 
that this day would never come when 
we would get to vote on Shays-Meehan. 
But today, we will get to vote on real 
campaign finance reform. I was a fight-
er on the floor here last year for Shays- 
Meehan, and I will be that again today. 

Let us give the Speaker of the House 
some credit. Remember, under the pre-
vious Speaker, we had to have a dis-
charge petition to get this to the floor. 
This Speaker, by contrast, promised we 
would have a vote in September. He 
has kept that promise. And that is why 
we are here today. 

One brief comment further on the 
merits. I only wish we could do more 
than Shays-Meehan. But what Shays- 
Meehan does that is so valuable is to 
plug two huge loopholes, one might 
even call them subterfuge, in existing 
law. The law says, an individual cannot 
give above $1,000 to a campaign. But 
the law allows you to give all you have 
to a political party for soft money, and 
then the party takes the money and 
spends it so as to help a candidate. You 
would not know the difference between 
the kind of ads they run, and a can-
didate’s own ads. 

The other loophole concerns ads that 
are supposedly on public issues, but 
turn out to be nothing but campaign 
ads. They escape the law because they 
do not use the magic words, ‘‘vote for’’ 
or ‘‘vote against.’’ 

That is what Shays-Meehan does, it 
plugs two loopholes. I wish we could do 
more, but it is a great start; and I con-
clude by complimenting Speaker 
HASTERT once again for keeping his 
word and giving us the chance to vote 
on this today. 

f 

A UNITED FRONT BRINGS REFORM 
(Mr. KIND asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
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