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I end as I began. The question is,
“Where is the budget?”’ Let us find
that answer, bring it to the floor, pass
it in a reasonsible way, and put this de-
bate on the course it should be on.

I yield the floor.

Mr. LAUTENBERG addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey is recognized.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
understand we are in morning business.
Unless specified, the time permitted
for debate is 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I believe we have
requested 10 minutes of time for the in-
troduction.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that be ex-
tended for 5 minutes so that my col-
league from California, Senator FEIN-
STEIN, can also make her remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Thank you, Mr.
President.

(The remarks of Mr. LAUTENBERG and
Mrs. FEINSTEIN pertaining to the intro-
duction of S. 757 are located in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Statements on Intro-
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.””)

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I thank you, Mr.
President, and I yield the floor.

Mr. HOLLINGS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

EXPOSING THE FRAUD

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, be-
fore I have to leave to attend a budget
meeting, I would like to try and expose
the fraud in statements from Members
on the other side of the aisle claiming
that the President is unwilling to lead
and that, much to their surprise, they
just discovered that the Medicare trust
fund is going broke.

The truth of the matter is that they
have been telling us for a while now
that action by the President was not
even necessary. I wish I could take us
back to December 18 after the glorious
Republican victory in November when
Mr. KASICH and others were on the TV
saying,

We’re not going to wait on any budgets. We
have three budgets. In fact, we are going to
take one of them and have them first and
we’re going to have the budget cuts before
we get to tax cuts.

I want the people to go back. For
months they totally ignored the Presi-
dent and saying that his proposals were
irrelevant, that they had their own
plan, their own revolution, and were
going to present their own budget.
Having been a former chairman of the
Budget Committee, that excited me. In
January, I submitted a plan for the
RECORD that showed how to put our
Government back in the black by 2002.

But then having gone back on their
promise to give us a budget in January,
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they said, ‘“We’re going to put the
spending cuts in the bank before giving
any tax cuts.” Then, we had the circus
out on the lawn, as the House passed
the tax cuts. We are back to the days
of Rome under KASICH, GINGRICH, and
that crowd. They went back home, had
celebrations, waved flags, and every-
thing else of that sort.

But then, they came back to Wash-
ington and said, ‘‘Whoops, we just
found out that Medicare’s going
broke.”” As a result, we have Medicare
hearings coming out of our ears.

The Budget Committee has not given
us the budget. They will not mark one
up even though by law they are re-
quired to report out a budget by April
1. While we wait for the markup, they
are having Medicare hearings all over
the Hill. Mr. President, let me get
right to the point and refer to the re-
port of the board of trustees of the Fed-
eral Hospital Insurance Trust Fund
last year, dated April 11, 1994, and ad-
dressed to Speaker Foley and Vice
President GORE:

GENTLEMEN: We have the honor of trans-
mitting to you the 1994 annual report of the
Federal Hospital Insurance Trust Fund.

On page 2, it says:

The trust fund ratio defined as a ratio of
assets at the beginning of the year to dis-
bursements during the year was 131 percent
in 1993, and then under the intermediate as-
sumptions is projected to decline steadily
until the fund is completely exhausted in
2001. Under the low-cost assumptions, the
trust fund ratio is projected to decline until
the fund is completely exhausted in 2004.
Under the high-cost assumptions, the trust
fund ratio is projected to decrease rapidly
until the fund is exhausted in the year 2000.
These projections clearly demonstrate that
the hospital insurance program is severely
out of financial balance, using a range of
plausible economic and demographic as-
sumptions.

Now, that makes it pretty clear. Why
didn’t the Contract With America face
up to that point? They knew about it,
but did not want to face up to it. More-
over, they rebuffed the President’s at-
tempts to address the problem. Let us
remember that the President of the
United States did not cause any kind of
deficit in Medicare. He was down in
Little Rock; if it was caused, it was
caused by me and other Members of
Congress, but certainly you cannot at-
tribute it to him. Still, when he offered
his proposal, we could not get any co-
operation whatsoever from Repub-
licans. I can say that categorically be-
cause when we finally got a $56 billion
Medicare cut adopted, it was without a
single Republican vote in the House of
Representatives or in the U.S. Senate.
In addition, we took $25 billion from
the wealthiest Social Security recipi-
ents, and put the money into the HI
trust fund. What does the Contract
With America call for? It says repeal
the Social Security tax increase of last
year and thus hasten the insolvency of
the HI trust fund.

We ought to cut out this nonsense
and tell them to give us a budget. I
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

S6141

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

THE AMENDMENT ON JOINT AND
SEVERAL LIABILITY

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I
want to take a couple of minutes today
to speak once again in support of the
amendment that I have introduced
along with the distinguished Senator
from Kentucky.

The purpose of our amendment which
we will soon be voting on is to try to
expand the portion of the underlying
bill on product liability that pertains
to joint and several liability beyond
the realm of product liability to other
aspects of civil actions.

As I spoke yesterday on several occa-
sions, and as I have argued in quite a
variety of settings over the last few
weeks during this debate, what we are
talking about here is what I believe is
an underlying principle of the Amer-
ican legal process, the principle of fair-
ness and the principle of justice. These
principles, it seems to me, tend to be
out of sync in the area of joint and sev-
eral liability.

As I have demonstrated in the floor
statements I have made, we have
countless incidents where persons who
are only minimally responsible for the
damages involved in a court action, or
other legal action, find themselves
shouldering all or most of the responsi-
bility for paying damages because of
the fact that they are the deep pocket.

Unfortunately, this is not just some-
thing that afflicts defendants who are
big businesses. As I demonstrated, it is
also a problem for municipal govern-
ments, for county governments, for
State governments. It is a problem
that all too often afflicts nonprofit or-
ganizations, charitable organizations,
and the like.

We heard talk during the debate yes-
terday that somehow the amendment
we are speaking of would be adverse to
women. But the fact is that women do
not just find themselves as plaintiffs in
legal actions; they often find them-
selves as defendants. They, too, could
be victimized by the joint and several
liability process that we have today.
Indeed, 30 percent of the small
businessowners in this country today
are women. It is the small businesses
who are most at risk, in my judgment,
unless we repair this defect in the legal
system at this time.

For those reasons, Mr. President, I
just wanted to conclude the debate on
this topic—at least from my perspec-
tive—by reiterating the arguments I
made yesterday and by calling on those



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-17T11:41:22-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




