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parents do we have in this body? How
many people in this body have dealt
with young people? | suppose every-
body in this body remembers when
they were 16, 17, 18—and you believe
that the Government is going to regu-
late behavior and change behavior? We
are going to make everybody’s life-
style healthier? That is another dy-
namic that has not been debated in
this.

Ignoring other problems—isn’t it in-
teresting that the real problems in this
country for young people, far more se-
vere and far more immediate, are with
illegal drugs and underage alcohol use,
but, yet, we are not talking too much
about those issues today. Why aren’t
we? Because we are losing the illegal
drug debate and war. More young peo-
ple today are on illegal drugs than be-
fore. It is a tougher issue. It Iis
everybody’s concern. But we beat our
breasts down here and say, aren’t we
doing something great because we are
going to take care of underage ciga-
rette smoking.

By the way, you can look at numbers
and polls on this. | know they all have
them, and | have one done by Citizens
for a Sound Economy, May 13 to 15 of
this year, asking 1,200 Americans, as
parents, what their biggest concern for
teenagers is. No. 1, illegal drug use, 39
percent; gangs, 16 percent; alcohol, 9
percent; tobacco use, 3 percent. Again,
does this diminish the importance of
this issue? No, of course not, but let’s
have some perspective in this debate.
And there are other problems that
young people face. We have numbers
from polls and from very conclusive
studies that show what | am talking
about.

Let me conclude, Mr. President, with
a couple of final observations.

There is an interesting thread of ar-
rogance that has run through this de-
bate: Government is smarter; we can
tell you what to do; you really don’t
understand the seriousness of tobacco
use; you are not smart enough to sort
it out yourself; but you see, we are in
the Congress, we will tell you when
something is dangerous and when it
isn’t; you can’t read; you don’t under-
stand, | am sorry.

We can have that kind of society. We
can have that kind of a world. Some
countries do. But if that is what you
opt for, you will opt for also giving up
some personal freedom, some personal
responsibility, and it might be a better
world that way. But that is another
part of this debate we haven’t heard
enough about, and it should be part of
it.

As | said in my earlier remarks, all
my colleagues mean well. They are
well motivated, they want to make the
world better, they want to do the right
thing. There is no question about that.
But | hope they will think for a few
moments about some of the issues |
have raised as we step back for a mo-
ment and try to put in perspective
what we are doing. Are we really mak-
ing the world better and accomplishing

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

what we want to accomplish, focusing
on teenage smoking, underage smok-
ing, which, by the way, there are now
laws on the books to deal with? Are we
making it better by putting hundreds
of billions of dollars of new taxes on
our people, building a bigger Govern-
ment and more programs and more reg-
ulations, and then on top of that, hav-
ing to deal with the unintended con-
sequences of our action that will affect
culture and it will affect society?
Those are all part of the total debate,
Mr. President, that should be brought
into focus.

I will vote against this bill, because |
think it is not the right way to deal
with some very serious problems.

| yield the floor.

Mr. CHAFEE addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, there
are two unanimous consent requests to
be made. Senator HARKIN briefly has
one.

Mr. HARKIN. | thank the Senator for
yielding. Mr. President, parliamentary
inquiry, | understand the Senator from
Rhode Island is speaking next under a
unanimous consent agreement, and
after that is Senator HATCH?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator
HATCH.

Mr. HARKIN. | ask unanimous con-
sent that after Senator HATCH, the
Senator from lowa be recognized to
speak.

Mr. McCAIN. | object. Objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, | sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island still has the
floor.

Mr. CHAFEE. The Senator from New
Hampshire has a unanimous consent
request to make.

PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONAL AD-

JOURNMENT OR RECESS OF
BOTH HOUSES OF CONGRESS
Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, | ask

unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of S. Con.
Res. 98, the adjournment resolution. |
further ask unanimous consent that
the resolution be agreed to and the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table.

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

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 98) was agreed to, as follows:

S. CoN. REs. 98

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen-
ate recesses or adjourns at the close of busi-
ness on Thursday, May 21, 1998, Friday, May
22, 1998, Saturday, May 23, 1998, or Sunday,
May 24, 1998, pursuant to a motion made by
the Majority Leader or his designee in ac-
cordance with this concurrent resolution, it
stand recessed or adjourned until noon on
Monday, June 1, 1998, or until such time on
that day as may be specified by the Majority
Leader or his designee in the motion to re-

May 21, 1998

cess or adjourn, or until noon on the second
day after Members are notified to reassemble
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when
the House adjourns on the legislative day of
Friday, May 22, 1998, or Saturday, May 23,
1998, pursuant to a motion made by the Ma-
jority Leader or his designee in accordance
with this concurrent resolution, it stand ad-
journed until 2:00 p.m. on Wednesday, June 3,
1998, or until noon on the second day after
Members are notified to reassemble pursuant
to section 2 of this concurrent resolution,
whichever occurs first.

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate
and the Speaker of the House, acting jointly
after consultation with the Minority Leader
of the Senate and the Minority Leader of the
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen-
ate and House, respectively, to reassemble
whenever, in their opinion, the public inter-
est shall warrant it.

NATIONAL TOBACCO POLICY AND
YOUTH SMOKING REDUCTION ACT

The Senate continued with the con-
sideration of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island has the floor.

AMENDMENT NO. 2433

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, let me
offer a few thoughts on why | believe
the amendment authored by my good
friend from New Hampshire, Senator
GREGG, should be rejected.

Senators ToM HARKIN, BoB GRAHAM
and | struggled with the liability issue
when we were developing our own
antitobacco bill, the so-called KIDS
Act. We began our deliberations with a
review of the global settlement that
was reached by the 40 attorneys gen-
eral from the various States. In sum-
mary, we concluded that we could not
support some of the provisions of that
legislation; namely, the prohibition on
class action suits.

The attorneys general agreed that no
class action suits would be permitted
and there would be a ban on punitive
damages against the industry. That is
what the industry got out of the nego-
tiation with the attorneys general,
amongst other things.

Given the tobacco industry’s behav-
ior, how could we, the three of us work-
ing on that legislation, possibly accede
to tort protections that would nullify
entire categories of lawsuits, leaving
injured parties high and dry?

But there were balancing factors
which also had to be weighed, Mr.
President. The industry’s consent is
terribly important to the implementa-
tion of a comprehensive national to-
bacco policy. It is far better to have
the industry at the table and agreeing.

Certainly, endless litigation serves
no one’s interests but the lawyers.
Thus, something had to be done to cre-
ate a more certain environment, both
for the plaintiffs and for the tobacco
companies. Hence, we decided to in-
clude an annual liability cap in our bill
of $8 billion; $8 billion would be paid
out each year and that was it. If there
were subsequent suits and judgments
had been brought and earned previous
thereto or subsequent, they would fall
in line and collect in the ensuing years.
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