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4. The Clinton/Mitchell bill provides for the imposition of rnmandates on employers and
individuals to purchase health insurance coverage [sec. 10003 and 10004]. The National
Health Care Cost and Coverage Commission would be required to determine how many
Americans had health insurance coverage as of January 1, 2000. If 95 percent of Americans are
covered by that date, the Commission would be required to send recommendations to Congress
on achieving 100 percent coverage. The legislation would be considered under “fast track”
procedures, but the recommendations could not take effect without the President’s signature [sec.
10003(d)2)].

If the Commission found that 95 percent of Americans were nof covered, the
Commission’s recommendations for achieving coverage also would be considered by Congress
under “fast track” procedures. If Congress failed to enact them, an employer and individual
mandate would automatically take effect in states that had less than 95 percent coverage on
January 1, 2002 [sec. 10003(d)(3)].

These employer and individual mandates would be a direct hit on working people.
Employees would be required to pay half the cost of the premiums [sec. 10132]. An earlier
version of Clinton/Mitchell would have limited employee contributions to the lesser of 50 percent
of the premium or 8 percent of wages. This limitation on the employee contribution would have
amounted to a payroll tax of up to 8 percent, higher than the “employee share” of the Social
Security payroll tax (7.65 percent). But in the version of the Mitchell bill that became available
on August 13, the 8-percent limitation had vanished, meaning that, for some workers, the
“employee share” of the payroll tax would be higher than 8 percent of wages.

The Clinton/Mitchell bill also would require, in states in which the mandate took effect,
the payment of an “‘employer share” of the premium. CBO has noted in a March 1994 report
entitled, The Tax Treatment of Employment-Based Health Insurance, that the “employer share”
of health insurance premiums actually is paid by employees in the form of lost wages, lost
benefits and lost jobs. The March 1994 CBO report stated:

“An often overlooked point is that the employer share of the cost of ‘employer-
provided’ health insurance is passed on to workers in the form of lower wages and
reductions in fringe benefits other than health insurance . . .

“If an employer ‘provides’ insurance, it has to reduce wages (or slow the rate of
growth of wages) until the cost of compensation again matches the value of what
the employee produces . . .

“The employee — not the employer — pays for health insurance.” [Emphasis
added.]

5. The Clinton/Mitchell bill provides for the imposition of price controls [sec. 10003].

The National Health Care Cost and Coverage Commission also would examine the costs and
affordability of health insurance and issue annual reports, beginning in 1997. If the report for
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1999 found that health insurance was not sufficiently affordable according to standards set forth
in the bill, then the Commission is required to “recommend to Congress a means of controlling
health care costs.” Such recommendations could include both direct government price controls
and increases in the tax on “high cost™ health plans. Congress would be required to consider and
vote on the Commission’s recommendations on a “fast track™ basis.

6. The Clinton/Mitchell bill imposes new taxes that will raise the cost of coverage for
families with health insurance. The bill imposes a tax of 1.75 percent on all health insurance
premiums [sec. 7111], and authorizes states to put an additional tax of 1 percent on premiums
[sec. 6007]. The Senate Budget Committee minority staff estimates that these taxes, in addition
to the tax on “high cost™ plans, would cost a middle-class family an average of $500 per year.

7. The Clinton/Mitchell bill establishes massive new bureaucracies at the federal, state
and local levels. The Clinton/Mitchell bill would:

» Create 50 new federal bureaucracies, including

— A National Health Benefits Board, with 33 enumerated powers, including designing a one-
size-fits-all health insurance plan;

— A National Health Care Cost and Coverage Commission, with 25 enumerated powers,
including the ability to recommend mandates on employers and individuals and to
recommend price controls.

« Grant 815 new powers and duties to the Secretary of HHS.
» Grant 83 new powers and duties to the Secretary of Labor.

« Grant 6 new powers and duties to the Office of Personnel Management, including establishing
“HIPCs” in various communities around the country.

» Impose 177 new responsibilities on states.
» Impose 49 new duties on employers.

8. The Clinton/Mitchell bill takes health care choices away from Americans and places
them in the hands of a government bureaucracy. The bill would require every health plan to
contain the identical package of benefits designed by Congress and a national board [sec. 1301].
It also would prohibit firms with fewer than 500 employees from self-insuring, a provision that
directly affects 400,000 firms insuring 16 million lives [sec. 1301]. The bill would take away
from people the option of paying for health care through flexible spending accounts and cafeteria
plans [sec. 7201 and 7202].
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9. The Clinton/Mitchell bill would not allow Americans to establish medical savings
accounts (MSAs). Most reform proposals before Congress — including the Gephardt bill —
would allow people to set up accounts out of which they could pay for medical care for which
insurance won't pay. The Clinton/Mitchell bill does not extend this option to working
Americans.

10. The Clinton/Mitchell bill is a prescription for increased litigation. The bill
contains watered-down provisions on medical malpractice [sec. 5401-5406] that will nullify many
state laws that have been successful in curbing frivolous lawsuits and excessive awards for non-
economic damages [sec. 5401(a)(1)]. It also would encourage more litigation by extending civil
rights protections on the basis of language. income, health status and anticipated need for health
services.
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NEWS U.5. SENATOR FOR EANSKAS

FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER p%
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Clarkson‘Hlne
Thursday, August 18, 1994 (202) 224-5358

HEALTH CARE DEBATE: RURAL HEALTH CARE

DOLE SUPPORTS AMENDMENT TO IMPROVE ACCESS TO HEALTH CARE
IN RURAL AMERICA: DOLE/PACKWOOD PLAN CONTAINS SPECIFIC
RURAL HEALTH CARE REFORMS

WASHINGTON - During debate on health care reform legislation, the
U.S. Senate today approved 94-4 an amendment supported by Kansas
Senator Bob Dole to improve access to rural ‘health care. Senator

Dole’s remarks follow: : \
I would like to commend the Senator from South Dakota for
bringing such an important issue before the U.S. Senate -- the

health care for rural Americans.

On January 21, 1993, I stood in this Chamber and laid out
the initiatives I hoped to accomplish during the 103rd Congress.
Rural Health Care Deserves Bipartisan Support
On that day I said that I was not going to introduce a
comprehensive health care reform proposal because of my strong
belief that responsible' health care reform was going to have to

be crafted on a bipartisan basis with the support of at least
eighty or ninety percent of the Senate.

However, I did say on January 21, 1993 that there was one
area of health care reform where we could not afford to delay.
And that was health care reform for rural America. So on that
day, I introduced a rural,health care bill that improved access
to health care in rural America. I might add that! that bill
received wide bipartisan support.

So, while we do have our fair share of disagreements in this
Chamber on the issue of' health care reform, I am happy to see the
groundswell of support to make rural health care better and more
accessible.

Rural Americans make up about 20 percent of the population.
And, contrary to what some may believe, rural Americans are as
dlverse a group as Americans living in any other part of the
country. That’s why when proposing health care reforms, rural
americans are no more likely to adapt to a one-size-fits-all
model than are americans living in any other part of the country.

Dole/Packwood Plan Helps Rural Americans

Senator Packwood and I, along with 38 of our colleagues have
incorporated many of: these provisions in the "American Option"
plan that we introduced on August 9. 1In that bill, we give
special consideration to rural Americans.

As rural Americans know all too well, access to health care
providers can be just as much of a challeng in rural America as
is cost. That’s why in our bill we have ‘special provisions to
improve access to health care in rural America.

Many of these provisions are quite technical, but let me
just summarize what they would accomplish.

@ More Primary Care: The way Medicare reimburses medical
education would be changed so that young physicians can
be trained in places like community health centers, or
other out-patient settings, where more primary care
providers are likely to be trained.

+ Improved reimbursement for nurse practitioners and
other non-physician providers to encourage more of
these providers to practice in rural areas.

¢ Better access to rural hospitals by extending payments
for Medicare dependent hospitals through 1998. The
Dole-Packwood proposal recognizes that these payments
may make the difference between keeplng a hospital’s
doors open or not.
(more)
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areas, so that providers practicing in these areas have
better information and the ability to communicate with
providers in distant areas.

Success of Telemedicine in Kansas

Take for example a case involving a doctor in Hays, Kansas.
He was stumped by a young boy experiencing paralysis of the right
side. Unlike stroke victims, the paralysis was sporadic and
difficult to diagnose. During one such episode, the doctor and
patient used a new tele-medicine link-up site. Two hours later,
a specialist 266 miles away in Kansas City diagnosed the
condition and prescribed the proper medication. The boy is now
back on his feet again -- all without leaving his hometown.

No doubt about it, two-way interactive video -- through
telemedicine provisions in this amendment, as well as in the
Dole-Packwood bill -- improves health care and can save lives.

I support this amendment because of provisions such as this.

Insurance Market Reforms

The Dole-Packwood bill would also help rural Americans
through many of its insurance market reforms.

For example, rural Americans are more likely to be self-
employed or work for a small business that, does not provide
health insurance. In fact, ®vér ninety percent of the businesses
in my home state of Kansas havé fewer than ten employees.

Under current law, individuals who purchase their own
insurance are not able to deduct the cost of that insurance. The
Dole-Packwood bill would phase in full deductibility of health
insurance so that those who are self-employed or who buy their
own insurance are treated the same as those employed by large
businesses. ;

I would note that the bill introduced by the Majority Leader
would only allow for a 50% deductibility of insurance premiums by
the self-employed. For' those buying their own insurance, the
difference between 50% deductibility and 100% deductibility may
greatly influence the decision to purchase insurance or not.

#HiH#

*Remarks delivered on the,Senate floor, approximately 11:50 AM.
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Provisions in Dole-Packwood Proposal
Specifically Targeted to Rural Areas

Extend Essential Access Community Hospital program and Rural
Primary Care Hospital program (E.A.C.H./R.P.C.H.) to all states.
Currently only 7 seven states have these grants available to them.
The purpose is to enable these smaller hospitals to continue in
their mission to provide primary care services to the residents of
rural areas.

Better access to rural hospitals by extending payments for
Medicare dependent hospitals through 1998. The Dole-Packwood
proposal recognizes that these payments may make the difference
between a hospital keeping its doors open or not.

Expand the Medical Assistance Program to all states. Currently,
this program is limited only to the state of Montana -- a state
which has had a lot of suggess assisting small rural communities
to establish medical facilities,.

Non-refundable tax credits for health care personnel who establish
practices in medically underserved communities.

Improved reimbursement for nurse practitioners and other non-
physician providers to encourage more of these providers to
practice in rural areas.

Federal funds available for the development of health care
networks in underserved rural communities. Grants and low
interest loans would assist with resources needed to develop rural
health care facilities.

States may designate medically underserved areas which will then
receive special considerations, including service from health
plans in adjoining geographic areas, increased compensation for
health services, and federal assistance for development of health
care services. g

L §
Establishment of telecommunication grants in rural areas, so that
providers practicing in these areas have better information and
the ability to communicate with providers in distant areas.

Provides resources for medical transportation for rural and
frontier areas.

Upgrades the federal office of rural health to increase the
attention to rural health care needs in the federal
establishment.

More primary care: the way Medicare reimburses medical education
would be changed so that residents can learn in places like
community health centers, or other out-patient settings, where
more primary care providers are likely to be trained.

Increased federal support for primary care services for groups
most likely to be uninsured or high risk: childhood immunization,
maternal and child health, breast and cervical cancer prevention,
HIV early detection, tuberculosis prevention, and health care for
the homeless.

Increase support for public health service programs, including
community health centers, migrant health centers, and federally
qualified health centers.

Prospective payment assessment commission (PROPAC) will conduct
studies and make recommendations on ways to improve access to
health care for vulnerable populations in rural areas.

###
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NEWS U.S.SENATOR FOR EANSAS -

’ g gy S
FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER g/ W |
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Clarkson Hine

Thursday, August 11, 1994 (202) 224-5358

HEALTH CARE DEBATE

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT ON THE DOLE/PACKWOOD BILL

As I listened to my friends on the other side of this aisle
this afternoon, I felt like I was watching "Dr. Jeckyl and Mr.
Hyde."

Senators Boren, Kerry and Kohl just spoke very eloquently
about the need to be constructive--rather than destructive; and the
need to search for a bi-partisan solution--rather. than a bill that
splits the Senate down party lines--and I agreb.

Moments before these calls for cooperation and consensus, a
number of my other Democrat colleagues unleashed a highly partisan
and highly misleading attack on the Dole-Packwood bill.

And I want to take a few minutes to respond to some of -the
accusations that were made.

First, I guess I should be relieved that my Democrat
colleagues are finally admitting that Republicans have been active
in this debate, and have been proposing solutions to our problems.

My colleagues said a lot of things. And certainly the most
accurate was said by Senator Daschle, when he stated, and I quote,
that there was a "significant degree of confusion" about Senator
Mitchell’s bill.

And that’s part of the problem. The American people are
confused, the members-of the Senate are confused, and even the
authors of the bill are confused as new provisions are introduced
almost by the hour.

Senator Daschle and Senator Reid were also a bit confused
about the Dole-Packwood bill.

- Bureaucracy

Senator Daschle claimed that the Dole-Packwood bill does
nothing to reduce the bureaucracy. First, I would like to point
out the irony--for anyone who may have missed it--to have
supporters of the Mitchell bill--many of whom were supporters of
the original Clinton bill--proclaiming their concern about the size
of the bureaucracy. ‘

I would also point out that the largest section of the Dole-
Packwood bill is one that deals directly with administrative
simplification.

CBO Estimates?

Senator Daschle also quoted CBO'estimates of the cost of the
Dole-Packwood bill. I wish I had the same inside pipeline to the
cbo that Senator Daschle has. We were just told moments before the
Senator’s remarks by the Dixgector of the €BO that they weren’t even
close to completing cost estimates on the Dole-Packwood bill.

(more)
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Senator Reid said that the Dole-Packwood bill does not cover
dental care. That may be true, but it may be not. Because the
Dole-Packwood bill does not have a one-size-fits-all government

' mandated basic benefits package. We leave decisions such as dental
coverage, substance abuse coverage, and the like up to the
individuals. We let Americans decide what plan best fits their
needs and their pocketbook.

Pre-Existing Conditions

Another accusation I want to deal was the statement that Dole-
Packwood still allows for discriminating in dealing with pre-
existing conditions.

I have said from the very first day of the health care debate,
is .that one area where we can agree is on insurance market reforms.
Under the Dole-Packwood bill, insurers would not be allowed to deny
coverage because of pre-existing conditions. 1It’s that simple.

Making System More Affordable & Accessible

My colleagues on the other side of the aisle also said that
the Dole-Packwood plan did nothing more than maintain the "status
quo." i

I'll admit that our bill weighs only about half as much as the
Majority Leader’s latest bill, but that’s because we left out the
taxes, the mandates, the price controls, and the new agencies.

But our 641 pages bill does much more than just maintain the
status quo. The provisions in these pages make our system more
affordable and more accessible for millions of Americans.

That’s been the goal of Republicans throughout this debate,
and we continue to hope that we can fix the parts of our system
that need to be fixed, while maintaining the choice and the freedom
and the quality that have made our system the best in the world.

4

* Remarks delivered on the Senate floor, approximately 2:30 PM.
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NEWS SENATOR FOR KANSAS L
FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER piM" |
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Clarkson Hine
Wednesday, August 24, 1994 (202) 224-5358

CRIME BILL: RED HERRING ON GUNS

DOLE SETS RECORD STRAIGHT ON CRIME BILL & HOUSE PROCEDURE

WASHINGTON -- Senate Republican Leader Bob Dole late today issued
the following statement:

"The argument has been made that the Dole resolution on the
crime bill conference report, even though it has no effect on the
gun ban, would open up the issue on the House floor.

"The House, unlike the Senate, has a germaneness rule. - This
rule could only be avoided by going to the Rules Committee,
dominated by the Democrats nine to four.

"Therefore, those who charge that this is some back door
attempt to eliminate the gun ban are firing blanks."

#H#
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NEWS U.S.SENATOR FOR KANSAS

FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER LN |
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Clarkson Hine
Friday, August 12, 1994 (202) 224-5358

CRIME BILL

IIOUSE DEFEAT AN OPPORTUNITY TO DRAFT TOUGI,
NO—-NONSENSE CRIME-FIGHTING PLAN

Yesterday’s House vote on the crime bill shouldn’t be viewed
as a defeat for President Clinton, but rather as an opportunity.
An opportunity to go back to the drawing board and draft the kind
of tough, no-nonsense crime-fighting plan the American people
deserve.

A tough crime bill would strip out the billions and billions
of dollars in wasteful, 60’s-style, social-welfdre spending. The

- most effective crime-preventlon measure is not the pork-barrel,
but the prison cell.

A tough crime bill would increase funding for state prisons
to the $13 billion level passed by the House last April and would
condition at least half of this funding on the adoption of truth-
in-sentencing laws for first-time violent offenders.

A tough crime bill would plug the so-called mandatory
minimum "safety valve" that could result in the early release of
as many as 10,000 convicted criminals.

A tough crime bill would restore the mandatory minimum
penalties for those who use a gun in the commission of a crime.

A tough crime bill would mandate restitution to the victims
of violent crime. 'Unbedievably, this proposal was dropped by the
crime conferees.

And a tough crime blll would require that the public be
notified of the whereabouts of violent sexual predators living in
their communities. Congress must pass the "Megan Kanka"
law...and must do so now.

This isn’t the time for finger-pointing. Playing the "blame
game" won’t get us anywhere. The crime bill failed yesterday not
because of the so-called "gun issue," as President Clinton would
have us believe, but because the American people saw the crime
bill for what it really was: an over-hyped, multi-billion dollar
boondoggle that emphasized social theory over law'enforcement.

If President Clinton is serious about passing a tough, no-
nonsense crime-control plan, then Republicans are prepared to
work with him. But the President must understand that
resurrecting the crime bill must be a bipartisan effort. No
behind-the-scenes meetings. No secret conclaves. No one-party
drafting sessions. i,

If Republicans have real input, if our ideas are considered
and accepted, then there’s a chance--a cqﬁnce-~that Congress will
be able to pass a real crimé bill later' this year

i
*Remarks delivered on the Senate floor, approximatély 11:05 AM.
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NEWS U.S.SENATOR FOR KANSAS
FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER @’

e

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Clarkson Hine
Thursday, August 11, 1994 (202) 224-5358

CRIME BILL-HOUSE VOTE

WASHINGTON -- Senate Republican Leader Bob Dole today issued the
following statement regarding the House of Representatives
procedural vote on the crime bill conference report:

"I congratulate the House of Representatives for its
bipartisan courage in defeating the bloated, soft-on-crime
conference report. =t

"Now, it’s time to get back to work and craft a real crime
bill for America, one that emphasizes the prison cell, rather
than the pork-barrel, as the most effective way to prevent
violent crime."

###
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NEWS U.S.SENATOR FOR KANSAS

FROM: SENATE REPUBLICAN LEADER g
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Clarkson Hine
Wednesday, August 10, 1994 (202) 224-5358

CRIME BILL UPDATE

SENATORS CALL FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO CRIME BILL:
STRIP PORK & RESTORE GET-TOUGH PROVISIONS; PRESIDENT SHOULD
ASK CONGRESSIONAL LEADERS TO RECONVENE CRIME CONFERENCE

WASHINGTON -- Senate Republican Leader Bob Dole and the four
Senate Republican members of the crime bill conference committee
today sent the following lettex to.President Clinton urging him
to call on the Senate and House Democratic Leadership to
immediately reconvene the crime bill conference so that specific
improvements to the bill can be made, including stripping pork-
barrel spending, and restoring tough-on-crime provisions. The
letter was co-signed by Senators Orrin Hatch (R-UT), Strom
Thurmond (R-SC), Al Simpson (R-WY), and Chuck Grassley (R-IA).

Dear Mr. President:

Congress has an historic opportunity to pass anticrime
legislation that can make a real difference in the lives of all
Americans.

While the crime conference report now pending before
Congress contains a number of worthy provisions, it is
unfortunately deficient® in several critical areas: It provides
too few resources for state prlson construction and operation.

It fails to promote a real truth-in-sentencing plan for America
so that violent criminals are kept behind bars where they belong.
It permits the early release of as many as 10,/000 federal
prisoners as a result of a mandatory minimum "repeal" provision.
And it needlessly increases the federal budget deficit.

The conference report also devotes billions and billions of
dollars to more than 25 separate "prevention" programs. The
American people are not fooled by this multi-billion dollar
boondoggle: It is an obvious attempt to placate the most liberal
wing of the Democratic Party, which otherwise would not support a
bill that establishes an enforceable federal death penalty.

Not only is this pork-barrel spending wasteful, it is also
unnecessary, a duplication of existing federal programs. The
General Accounting Office, for example, recently reported that
there are already seyen federal agencies sponsoring 266
preventlon programs for delinquent and af- -risk youth. The annual
price-tag for these programs is S§3 'billion. GAO also estimates
that the federal government currently runs 154 separate and
overlapping federal employment and training programs at an annual
cost of nearly $25 billion. The bottom line is that more pork
will not mean more crime prevention.

Mr. President, we want to pass a crime bill, and we want to
do so on a bipartisan basis. That’s why we urge you to call upon
the Senate and House Democratic Leadership to reconvene the
conference immediately so that the following improvements to the
conference report can be made:

* Strip the pork-barrel provisions and divert a significant
portion of the savings to the Edward Byrne Memorial Grant
Program. The Byrne program is designed to assist state
and local law enforcement, the very people who are on the
front-lines in the war against crime. This is where the
resources are needed most.

(more)
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* Increase funding for state prisons to the $13.5 billion
level passed by the House and make it available only for
prison construction and operation. Condition at least
half of this funding on the adoption of truth-in-
sentencing laws for first-time violent offenders.

* Narrow the so-called mandatory minimum "safety valve"
that the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
estimates could result in the early release of as many as
10,000 federal prisoners.

* Prohibit the use of statistical tests and racial quotas
in the enforcement of our nation’s death penalty laws.

* Restore the mandatory minimum penalties for those who use
a gun in the commission of a crime or sell drugs to

children.

* Restore the provision ensuring the admissibility of
evidence of similar crimes in sex qffense cases. This
provision was adopted’ on a bipartisan basis by both
Houses of Congress.

* Restore the provision requiring mandatory restitution to
the victims of violent crime. -

* Restore the deficit-neutral trust fund.

Republicans would prefer making additional improvements to
the conference report. However, if the changes we have listed
above are adopted, we are prepared to support the conference
report as a compromise measure. If the changes are not adopted,
we will have no choice but to oppose a bloated, soft-on-crime
conference report that we believe would not be in the best
interests of the American people.

»

We would also like to take this opportunity‘to urge you not
to resurrect the so-called Racial Justice Act through an
executive order or other Presidential directive. The American
people will rightfully view such a directive as nothing more than
a back-door attempt to abolish the federal death penalty.

Mr. President, thank you for your attention to this request.
We look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,
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____08/24/94 WED_22:58 FAX . &:L,W C,(_)p.).
A GOP honor S EnTIEL

A friend of ours — a renl big shot — received a letter from
Bob Dole the other day. The Senate majority leader was agk-
ing his advice on which policy positions the Republican Party
should take in the months to come. Our friend has even been

@003

invihedtobemmeas!mtaining a N e L

Sfriendof o | GoalCommitea o0 "~ £8 23d-GRrags

o s - T L - B

ours is invited ‘Dear Fellow American” the § E ] ;E,E = 5‘ ‘§- & 2 ~
to tell Bob Dole | ... begins — okay, so maybe 8 £§8, 3as £ E5
what he should he's not such a big shot — “I urge 'g_sﬂ §33 g o :E m§§

stand for, you to immediately complets and b TTE2Y f E= K &
return the enclosed confidential < g ‘E a3E E _5 0]
REPUBLICAN AGENDA REFERENDUM. Please, it is vital 88 =IJdgel S33=
* ¥ou respond today.” 3.2 E L EEExg 230
Dole uses a lot of italics and capital letters. s <§z2°g SEE33
He goes on: “T am tired of the media and the so callad S g EEEE'—G.E?&&EE
‘political experts’ telling you and me and the Republican :-: a g,g__.,_. i ’5 aZc kb %
Party what to do on health care and other key issues. We 33 §33535§f§h
necd to determine our own strategy. So please, complete your -8 &32sEE § T8 §
", REPUBLICAN AGENDA REFERENDUM and rush it back £ =0A 28E204
{_ to me today ... " ' =3 :%‘E%‘E gn:"fﬁ,é
s Pretty heady stuff, huh? But, judging from the rest of the -_E SaRfT s £33 =
" lotler, it doesn't seem as if Dole really needs much help de- e o = et S -
& ciding what things he should be for and against, e 8 = = 8 nE‘ LB 2 .%'
% For example, he asks whether the Clinton health-care 3;;5 5&, é 8.8 a _::’s‘ t"é Sz
plan will pass and then "will lifesaving medical procedures 2 r.E - "t_.{‘é gé" E g gw E E"

be rationed — or worse, denied — to Americans deemed
‘unfit’ by faceless health care bureaucrats?” :

He wonders, “Is a national sales tax in our fuuture?

He asks, “How many more American soldiers will be [oreed
lo fight and die in United Nations' mandated adventures Jike
Somaliu? And will U.S. GIs bo forced ta serve under United
Nations commanders in the ‘blue uniform’ of a U.N. ‘Army'?"

Then he tosses out a really big chunk of raw meat: “Will
Washington, D.C., soon become the 51st state of 'New Co-
lumbia”? And Jesse Jackson its first U.S. Senator?

Now there's a Republican nightmare for you, italics and
all. Better not let thase D.C. residents vote,

The reply farm that Dole sent along with the letter is very
impreddive, il FAlre not over 10ycarsold. ' 2 gy

For: starters,” it has “confidential*confidential*confiden-
tial"confidential*confidential*confidential” written all acress
the top.

That was only to be expectad. As Dole notes in the caver
letter, “In all honesty my friend, this referendum is the most
confidential political document 1 have ever distribuied out-
side the Republican Party's most inner eircle.”

The reply form seems to bear out that assertion.
“PERSONAL REPLY TO BOB DOLE" is printed in a big box
near the top. Under that, our friend and fellow American is
encouraged to call the Sonate majority leader “Bob."

“Dear Bab,” the preprinted reply begins, “Thank you for
including me in your national REPUBLICAN AGENDA
REFERENDUM."

The first question on the form is: “ agree that all Republi-
cans must unile immediately to stand up to B{ll Clinton and
his liberal regime in Washington today — and to retake con-
trol of our nation Lomorrow.” And there's a little, red box to
check. i

Now what the heck kind of a question is that? There isn't
even a place to check “no.” Then come a bunch of boxes for
our [riend to tell Bob how much money he's willing to donate
to the Republican National Committes.

7~ Some of the other questions are a bil slanted, Loo.
For example, “Do you agree with the libera) media's assor.
tion Lthal the Republican Party lost the 1932 Presidential
eleetiun because it was ‘ton conservative'?”

q(22/av)
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SENATOR BOB DOLE
TALKING POINTS

FOX EVENT

*I HAVE SOME GOOD NEWS, SOME
BAD NEWS, AND SOME GREAT NEWS
TODAY.

*THE GOOD NEWS IS THAT THE
HOUSE AND SENATE HAS FINALLY

RECESSED.



*THE BAD NEWS IS THAT WE HAVE
TO GO BACK, AND THE DEMOCRATS ARE
STILL IN CONTROL UNTIL WE ADJOURN
IN OCTOBER.

*AND THE GREAT NEWS IS THAT
THERE ARE ONLY A FEW MONTHS LEFT
OF DEMOCRAT CONTROL. BECAUSE
COME NEXT JANUARY, JON FOX WILL BE
A MEMBER OF THE FIRST REPUBLICAN

MAJORITY IN THE HOUSE OF



REPRESENTATIVES IN 40 YEARS, RICK
SANTORUM WILL BE A MEMBER OF THE
UNITED STATES SENATOR, AND BOB
DOLE WILL BE THE SENATE MAJORITY
LEADER.

*IT'S BEEN A TOUGH COUPLE OF
MONTHS IN THE CAPITOL. PEOPLE
AREN'T GETTING ALONG. VOICES HAVE
BEEN RAISED. AND ANGRY WORDS HAVE

BEEN EXCHANGED. BUT ENOUGH ABOUT



WHAT'S GOING ON IN THE DEMOCRAT
CAUCUS MEETINGS.

*THERE'S A COUPLE OF NUMBERS |
WANT TO MENTION THIS MORNING.

*THE FIRST NUMBER IS 71. THERE
ARE 74 DAYS LEFT UNTIL ELECTION DAY
ON NOVEMBER 8. 71 DAYS TO WORK AS
HARD AS YOU CAN TO ENSURE

REPUBLICAN VICTORIES.



*THE SECOND NUMBER IS 47.

*THAT'S NOT HOW MANY
BUREAUCRATS THE PRESIDENT'S HEALTH
PLAN WOULD PUT BETWEEN YOU AND
YOUR DOCTOR.

*IT'S NOT THE NUMBER OF
CLINTON ADMINISTRATION POLICIES ON

HAITI.



*IT"S NOT HOW MANY CLINTON
APPOINTEES HAVE GONE BACK TO
ARKANSAS.

*IT'S HOW MANY SEATS ARE
NEEDED TO MAKE NEWT GINGRICH THE
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE AND BOB DOLE
THE SENATE MAJORITY LEADER

*A GAIN OF 40 SEATS IN THE
HOUSE, AND A GAIN OF 7 SEATS IN THE

SENATE WOULD DO JUST THAT, AND



BRING CHANGE FOR THE BETTER TO
WASHINGTON, D.C.

*AND | THINK THAT PENNSYLVANIA
IS GOING TO DO MORE THAN ITS SHARE
TO REACH THAT MAGIC NUMBER.

*A RICK SANTORUM EFFORT WILL
CUT IT DOWN TO 46. AND A JON FOX
VICTORY WILL CUT IT DOWN TO 45.

*AND | THINK WE'LL PICK UP A

FEW MORE SEATS HERE IN



PENNSYLVANIA, AS WELL.

*AND WHEN PENNSYLVANIANS ARE
DECIDING WHICH CANDIDATES TO SEND
TO THE HOUSE AND SENATE, THERE ARE
SOME OTHER NUMBERS THEY SHOULD
KEEP IN MIND.

*ONE OF THOSE NUMBERS IS $260
BILLION.

*THAT'S THE SIZE OF THE CLINTON

TAX INCREASE THE PRESIDENT AND



CONGRESS IMPOSED ON YOU LAST YEAR.
IT PASSED BY ONE VOTE IN THE HOUSE
AND ONE VOTE IN THE SENATE. HARRIS
WOFFORD VOTED FOR IT. MARJORIE
MARGOLIES VEZVINSKY VOTED FOR IT.
*THERE'S AN OLD CLICHE THAT
ONE VOTE CAN MAKE A DIFFERENCE.
WELL IT'S TRUE. ONE VOTE CAN MAKE
A DIFFERENCE. ONE VOTE IN THE HOUSE

AND SENATE PASSED THE LARGEST TAX



INCREASE IN AMERICAN HISTORY.

*AND SOME SAY THAT THE
NOVEMBER ELECTIONS WILL BE SO
CLOSE THAT ONE OR TWO VOTES COULD
MAKE THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN WHAT
PARTY SETS THE AGENDA IN THE HOUSE
AND SENATE.

*AND YOU'VE SEEN WHAT THE
DEMOCRAT'S AGENDA IS OVER THE PAST

TWO YEARS. MORE TAXES. MORE

10



REGULATIONS. A CRIME BILL THAT IS
RICH IN PORK IN POOR IN TERMS OF
TRUE ANTI-CRIME PROVISIONS.
GOVERNMENT-RUN HEALTH CARE.

*THE REPUBLICAN AGENDA WOULD
BE VASTLY DIFFERENT. INSTEAD OF
MORE TAXES, WE'D FIGHT FOR A CUT IN
THE CAPITAL GAINS TAX RATE.

*INSTEAD OF MORE REGULATIONS,

WE'D RETURN CONTROL OF OUR LANDS

1



AND CONTROL OF OUR SCHOOLS TO THE
LOCAL LEVEL.

*INSTEAD OF PORK-FILLED CRIME
BILLS, WE'D HAVE CRIME BILLS THAT
ENSURE WHEN YOU CALL 911 YOU GET A
COP AND NOT A SOCIAL WORKER.

*AND INSTEAD OF GOVERNMENT-
RUN HEALTH CARE, WE'D HAVE HEALTH
CARE REFORM THAT STRENGTHENED THE

BEST HEALTH CARE SYSTEM IN THE

12



WORLD.

*S0, AS | SAID, THERE ARE 71
DAYS UNTIL THE ELECTION. AND WHAT
DO WE NEED TO DO IN THOSE NEXT 71
DAYS TO ENSURE REPUBLICAN
VICTORIES?

*WELL, SOME SUGGEST WE CAN
DO NOTHING. THAT PRESIDENT CLINTON
AND THE LIBERAL DEMOCRATS WILL

LITERALLY DRIVE VOTERS TO US.

12



*AND WHILE | APPRECIATE ALL
THEY'RE DOING IN THAT REGARD, |
THINK WE NEED TO DO MORE.

*YES, THE TIDE IS RUNNING OUR
WAY. YES, WE ARE ON THE RIGHT
TRACK. BUT AS WILL ROGERS ONCE
SAID, "EVEN IF YOU'RE ON THE RIGHT
TRACK, YOU'LL GET RUN OVER IF YOU

JUST SIT THERE."

14



*S0, WE CAN'T AFFORD TO JUST
SIT HERE. WE HAVE TO GO OUT AND
MAKE OUR CASE, AND TELL
PENNSYLVANIANS AND AMERICANS
WHAT REPUBLICANS STAND FOR, AND
WHY THEY SHOULD WORK FOR,
CONTRIBUTE TO, AND VOTE FOR
REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES.

*IF YOU WANT A REASON TO DO

ALL THAT, JUST REMEMBER THAT OURS

15



IS THE PARTY THAT BELIEVES THE FIRST
THREE WORDS OF THE CONSTITUTION
ARE STILL "WE, THE PEOPLE." NOT "WE,
THE INFRASTRUCTURE," OR "WE, THE
BUREAUCRACY," OR EVEN "WE, THE
GOVERNMENT,” BUT, "WE, THE PEOPLE."
*AND WE BELIEVE IN THE

AMERICAN PEOPLE--NO MATTER THEIR
ECONOMIC BACKGROUND...NO MATTER

THEIR RELIGION...NO MATTER THEIR

16



RACE. WE BELIEVE THAT THE PEOPLE
KNOW BEST. WE BELIEVE THAT
GOVERNMENT SHOULD TAKE AWAY LESS
OF YOUR HARD EARNED MONEY. WE
BELIEVE YOU SHOULD MAKE THE
DECISIONS MOST IMPORTANT IN YOUR
LIFE. DECISIONS LIKE WHERE YOUR
CHILDREN SHOULD GO TO
SCHOOL...DECISIONS LIKE WHAT
DOCTOR...WHAT HOSPITAL...WHAT

17



PHARMACY..AND WHAT HEALTH PLAN
ARE BEST FOR YOU AND YOUR FAMILY.
*AND WE BELIEVE IN SMALL

BUSINESS OWNERS. WE BELIEVE IN
FARMERS, LABORERS, AND MANAGERS.
WE WANT TO REWARD PERSONAL
INITIATIVE AND RISK TAKING IN THE
MARKETPLACE. WE BELIEVE THAT IF
YOU ARE ALLOWED TO CREATE AND
BUILD AND DREAM, THEN AMERICA AND

18



HER PEOPLE WILL BECOME MORE
DYNAMIC AND PROSPEROUS.

*BUT MAKE NO MISTAKE ABOUT
IT, REPUBLICANS DO BELIEVE IN
GOVERNMENT. LIMITED GOVERNMENT.
THRIFTY GOVERNMENT. GOVERNMENT
WHERE THE FIRST DUTY IS TO PROTECT
INDIVIDUALS, NOT TO RUN THEIR LIVES.

*THE DEMOCRAT PHILOSOPHY IS

VERY DIFFERENT. IT'S A PHILOSOPHY

19



WHERE THE FIRST THREE WORDS ARE
"WE, THE GOVERNMENT."

*IT'S A PHILOSOPHY THAT
BELIEVES THE GOVERNMENT KNOWS
BEST.

*WHO SHOULD DECIDE WHERE
YOUR CHILDREN GO TO SCHOOL? THE
GOVERNMENT.

*WHO SHOULD DECIDE WHAT TYPE

OF CHILD CARE IS BEST FOR YOUR

20



CHILDREN? THE GOVERNMENT.

*WHO SHOULD DECIDE WHAT'S
INCLUDED IN YOUR HEALTH CARE PLAN?
THE GOVERNMENT.

*WHO SHOULD SET THE LEAVE
POLICIES FOR YOUR EMPLOYER? THE
GOVERNMENT.

*WHO SHOULD DECIDE THE LAND
AND WATER POLICIES FOR STATES? THE

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.

21



*IT'S A PHILOSOPHY THAT THEY
DESCRIBE AS PROVIDING "SECURITY"
THEY WANT AMERICANS TO BE SECURE
IN EVERY ASPECT OF THEIR LIFE.

*AND | WOULD SUGGEST THAT IF
THE PEOPLE OF EASTERN EUROPE AND
THE FORMER SOVIET UNION HAD
ANYTHING FIVE... TEN...FIFTEEN YEARS
AGO, THEY HAD SECURITY. NEARLY

EVERY ASPECT OF LIFE WAS TAKEN

22



CARE OF, AND NEARLY EVERY DECISION
WAS MADE FOR THEM BY THE
GOVERNMENT.

*BUT THEY WANTED MORE THAN
SECURITY. THEY WANTED FREEDOM AND
OPPORTUNITY. THEY WANTED CONTROL
OVER THEIR OWN LIVES. THEY WANTED
THE CHANCE TO SUCCEED OR FAIL ON
THEIR OWN. AND AS MANY OF THE
LEADERS OF THESE NOW EMERGING
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AMERICA REMAINS A LEADER.

ONE THING FOR CERTAIN IS THAT
JON FOX IS A LEADER, AND WE NEED
HIM IN THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF

REPRESENTATIVES.
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