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limits. You have a proposition here 
that will allow two more terms, 12 
years. That is going to be extremely 
difficult to get passed. It has taken 49 
years to get another vote on it as it is. 

So we say, let us have something rea-
sonable, regardless of the past. The 
system has served us pretty well in the 
past. We balanced the budget up to 
1967. Let us concentrate on the future 
—another 12 years. But opponents of 
term limits say, no, that is not good 
enough. Let us fashion something that 
we know is impossible of getting 
passed, like making it retroactive. 
That will be consistent. That will be 
nonhypocritical. 

Perfection should not be the enemy 
of the good. The strategy is obvious on 
its face. The opponents of term limits 
are not interested in what they would 
call real term limits or genuine term 
limits. The opponents of term limits 
are interested in deflecting the debate 
from the future of this Nation onto in-
dividual Members and saying you can-
not vote for term limits because you 
think that now we have dug ourselves 
into this hopeless ditch of debt, that 
you cannot vote for term limits for the 
future knowing it would be a few years 
before the ratification process would 
even have an opportunity to be com-
pleted. Then you have another 12 years. 
You cannot vote for that because you 
would be accused of being a hypocrite 
because you have been here for a while. 

That is a part of the ‘‘me’’ genera-
tion, Mr. President. We criticize our 
kids for a lot of things and ourselves as 
part of the ‘‘me’’ generation—me, me, 
me, self-centered. The same thing is 
true with this body—totally, totally 
consumed with ourselves as individuals 
and how things will affect us. 

Senator Jones here, we would have 
lost the benefit of his services if we had 
term limits. Well, there are millions of 
Mr. Joneses out there who might be 
Senator Joneses who might be better 
than Senator Jones. We have 250 mil-
lion people in this country, and I do 
not even know what fraction of 1 per-
cent have ever served in this body. 

Are we so self-centered and conceited 
and blinded that we think that this 
fraction of 1 percent are the only peo-
ple qualified because we spent a few 
years up here spending other people’s 
money and regulating other people’s 
lives that we have the only expertise in 
America that qualifies us to sit here? 

Let us, as we go forward with this de-
bate next week, not personalize this 
thing. Let us not personalize this de-
bate. Let us not accuse people of being 
hypocrites. Let us not concentrate on 
the past. You can make an argument 
that in the past we did not need this. 
We fought two world wars, we went 
through a Great Depression, and we 
were always able to come back and bal-
ance the budget in short order. We bal-
anced the budget up until 1969. 

Recently things have gotten out of 
hand with the growth of Government 
and the growth of spending, the pro-
liferation of interest groups and the 

pressures on this body, of the desire for 
constant reelection, never having the 
will to say no to anybody, but always 
wanting to say, ‘‘Yes, you can have 
this. We can increase this program at 
10 percent a year because we want your 
vote and we want your financial sup-
port and we want this system of profes-
sional politicians that we have always 
had.’’ 

It has gotten us into a quagmire that 
our kids will find it hopeless to dig 
themselves out of. We are bankrupting 
this country in short order. We all 
know it, and it constitutes criminal 
negligence if we do not do what we can 
about it. 

I have heard many, many times, and 
I heard again today, ‘‘We have term 
limits; we have term limits, they are 
called elections.’’ If you want to call 
the present system term limits, you 
are going to have to convince me that 
people have a decent shot at getting 
what they want from the present sys-
tem, what they demand. 

If you are talking about electoral 
politics, unless you are an incumbent, 
you are not going to have access to the 
money to even run. We have millions of 
citizens out there who would like to 
serve and have the opportunity to 
serve, but they know, with all of the 
advantages of incumbency and all of 
the money that incumbency brings in 
terms of contributions, why bother? 
Why bother? 

They say, ‘‘Well, there is a lot of 
turnover.’’ That is for various reasons. 
Some people want to run for other of-
fices; some people leave town one step 
ahead of the sheriff; some people want 
to go back and live in the real world. 
There are a lot of reasons for that. But 
the fact of the matter is, of those who 
want to stay, of those who run for re-
election, about 90 percent still get re-
elected in the middle of all this turn-
over. 

So, the question is not what the turn-
over rate is. It goes up and down. The 
question is, What is the motivation of 
the overwhelming majority of the peo-
ple who serve? If they ultimately de-
cide to leave for whatever reason, or 
even maybe within their term for 
whatever reason, that still does not an-
swer the question, what was their mo-
tivation while they were there? 

I firmly believe that if that motiva-
tion is, in large part, not totally, but in 
large part, simply staying and getting 
reelected and doing the things nec-
essary to stay in office year in and 
year out, because the longer you stay 
the less touch you have with the real 
world and, in some cases, the less you 
feel like you will be able to do, and 
then age catches up with you perhaps 
and you become more and more des-
perate to stay and you are willing to do 
more and more things to stay—what is 
the motivation of those kind of people? 

The motivation of those kind of peo-
ple to point out that ‘‘We cannot in-
crease your program, madam, at 10 per-
cent this year. We maybe could in-
crease it 6 or 7 percent. But your check 

might be a little less than what you 
were expecting it to be from the Fed-
eral Government.’’ That is dangerous. 
That is dangerous, and we need people 
in this body who are willing to risk a 
little danger. That is what we do not 
have, and that is what this is all about. 

So as I say, next week we can get 
back on the central issue here: What is 
best going to equip this country to 
meet the challenges of the next cen-
tury—as we, as sure as I am standing 
here, are bankrupting this country— 
not how it affects some individual 
Members. We will be lucky if we are re-
membered 24 hours after we leave. It 
does not have to do with that. 

So with that, Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
THOMPSON). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk relating to 
the committee substitute to Senate 
Joint Resolution 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the com-
mittee substitute to Calendar No. 201, Senate 
Joint Resolution 21, a joint resolution pro-
posing a constitutional amendment to limit 
Congressional terms: 

Bob Dole, Fred Thompson, Spencer Abra-
ham, Rod Grams, Mike DeWine, John 
Ashcroft, Craig Thomas, Jon Kyl, Trent 
Lott, John McCain, Slade Gorton, Rick 
Santorum, Bill Frist, Larry E. Craig, Paul 
Coverdell, Lauch Faircloth. 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the cloture vote 
occur at 2:15 p.m. on Tuesday, April 23, 
and the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I now ask 
that there be a period for the trans-
action of routine morning business, not 
to extend beyond 4 p.m. 

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

f 

THE BAD DEBT BOXSCORE 

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, at the 
close of business Thursday, April 18, 
1996, the Federal debt stood at 
$5,099,448,998,247.15. 

On a per capita basis, every man, 
woman, and child in America owes 
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