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By Lane Kirkland

AT YEAR'S END the AFL-CIO analyzes the performance of Congress in terms
of each Representative’s and cach Senator’s votes for or against the interests of
workers during the session. In 1981, long-standing laws and basic programs that
benefit American working people, retirees, children—the full range of our society—
came under serious attack.

Trt January 1981 Congress found imelf facing a new President iment on dis-
mantling the legislation that gave America its strength and growth of the past
several decades. It soon became clear that Congress was unwilling to assert its role
to resist that onslaught and to shape programs that would deal realistically with a
declining economy and people’s needs. In almost every instance a majority of the
Congrcss became accomplices to President Reagan's dismantling of social and
economic programs.

MUCH OF THE Reagan Administration program-—tax policy, budget policy.
energy policy, regulatory policy—can be explained as shifting hundreds of billions
of dollars away from workers and the middle class and toward wealthy individuals

 and corporations in the name of supply-side economics. That program, it was

promised, would improve the economy as investments would be made and new
jobs created. The AFL-CIO testified before Congress that such a program would
not work, and the signals are clear now that it is not working.

® The Administration promised that its tax cuts for the wealthy would somehow
produce an economic boom to benefit all Americans. The alliance of Republicans
and a minority of Democrats enacted his sought-for program. However, by fall the
President was publicly confirming what everyone else already knew: The tax cut
produced not a boom but a recession, and as the year closed the economic slow-
down showed no sign of letting up.

® The Administration promised that its economic policies would create new jobs
as it pushed rhroug}'l Congress massive cuts in highway, maritime, rail and public
works programs. d ped from 7.2 percent in July 1981 to
8.8 percent in December. w&sch :rans&ases into 1.5 million more unemployed
workers. The hardship for those workers and thelr families was made worse by
the cuts Reagan had brought about in unemployment compensation eligibility.

# By any criterion. the congressionally enacted Reagan program is a bust: the
average ataﬁ{!ar& of living is down: interest rates are still prohibitivelv high:
inflatic near double-digit levels p ed federa! deficits have doubled;
housing starts are down 48 percent; bankrupicies are up 40 pervent: and home
maortgage defiics are 2t a record high

The voting charts on the following pages will allow you to see where your
tegislators stood in 1981 on votes that offered clear choices between belping or
hurting American workers and between making our nation poorer and weaker of
stronger and more prosperous.

This special section carries inbor's 1981
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AFL-CIO in the first session of the
97¢h Congress. Congressmen have been
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basis of the position the AFL-CIO
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the votes Histed to the left of the rules.



fye

Lanor s dtana on MB]OI‘ Issues In the rouse

1. Slashing Labor Oapar‘!mam Funds

The R Adi policies—
Heagannmxs——-cw;ﬁeé & record tax bonunza for the
wealthiest individuals and corporations with devastat-
ing cuts in the programs that help ensure a betier life
for the majorits of Americans. The budget cuts hit
particelarhy hard at the worker protection programs
run by the Labur Dept. Federa! funds to enforce union
rights, }r;b sufety and fair wage legisiation as well as

ion and power p

were slashed bi aeam $23 billion over three years.
Yet no sponer had Congress made these moenumental
budget reductions than the President sought more cuts.

As the economy fell inte r and the Adm
tration economic advisers began to realize the poten-
tial of huge budgef deficits due to its givesway tax bill,
rising unemplovment sod high interest rates, the Presis
dent in September demanded s further 12-percent cut
in defense program funding. During the debate on
the Labor Dept. appropriations bill. Rep. Ralph Regula
(R-Ohio) tried to recommit the bill to the Appropria-
tions Committee to inflict another round of even
harsher budget reductions in programs that protect
workers. In the first major budget defeut for the Ad-
ministration, the House rejected the motion by 2 168.
249 vote on Oct. 6.

Against-—Right. For—-Wrong,

ation’s e

2. Weakening Job Safety Protections

The conservative assault on “big government” set its
sights on eradicating federal job safety protections for
American workers. One target in 1981 was the Mine
Safety & Health Administration (MSHA), whose health
standards and enforcement pol for this h d
industry are more s(nngen! than those employed b@
OSHA.

During consideration of s Labor Dept. appropria-
tions bill, Rep. John Rousselot (R-Calif.) offered an
amendment to prohibit MSHA from spending any
fands tv enforce safety and health roles for workers
employed in stone, sand and gravel surface i

AFL-Cl0

in U.S. commercial transportation and export capa-
bilities. The amendment was rejected 198-208 on July
23

Against——Right, For—Wrong.

5. Crippling Federal Worker Rights
Federal employees were b red hard by Presi-

dent Reagan’s budget cuts in 1981, as nearly 11,000
were fired while many others were transferred, often
to lower paying positions. In 1982 at least another
5,000 are expected fo lose their jobs as the President
attempts to reduce the federa! work force by 75,000
jobs. In addition 1o these reductions in personnel, the
Administration sought 1o raise premiums for federsl

His dment excluded some 40,000 sur-
kee miners from any federal job safety protection in-
cloding OSHA, despite the tact that in 197880, 134
wewrkers died in accidents in those mining industries—
S wory collective ok Eatality record in surface min-
. Despite those grive statistics and strong AF‘L—(i()

ployee health benefits while at the same time arbi-
trarily denying coverage for certain kinds of medical
care services.

Taking their coe from the President, congressional
cm«ensnve& ;umptd in with their own version of anti.
federal i during debate on a 1981

tal appmpmmans bill. Rep. John Ashbrook

1,

the House approved the R }
ment 254-165 on Oct. 6.

Against——Right. For—Wrong.

3. Saving American Jobs

As segments of the U.S. auto industry teetered on
the brink of economic collapse, foreign car Imports
continued to take their toll. By year's end the Unifed
States had 3 staggering trade deficit of $10 billion in
swtus, auto parts and engines. Worse, nearly # million
workers in suto plants and sepplier industries stood in
wmemployment lines, With uaregulsted imports con-
é.ugaoioedt,s markets and thousands of job op-

disappearing. the AFL.CIO renewed its

smpport for “Buy Ancﬂua pnfcfence provisions re-

ng that all taxps use
if_im gootls “and services where nvaild)b

During considerstion of the 1982 Defense suthoriza-
ﬁuhﬁ, Rep. Eiwood Hillis (R-Ind.) proposed sn

(R Ohm} proposed an amendment to deny a full range
of medical services for women, including abortions,
which are now available under federal health insur-
snce policies for which federal workers pay 60 per-
cent of the premium. The AFL-CIO has taken no posi-
tion on the issue of abortion; however, to the federa-
tion the key issue was not sboﬂion but whether Con-
could di gard the | d collective harg
rigms of federal workers by arbitrarily terminaﬁng cer-
tain health benefits that are now available to workers
in the private sector. Despite opposition from the
AFL-CIO, the amendment was approved 242-155 on
May 13. Later, however, Senate opp to this

version of wn interim wppropristiens Wl Rep. :
Coughlin (R-Pa) offered 2 w2 s The Hwer
recede from fs disagreement with the Semsi aswmil
ment and thus in effect approve the pas bewst By »
233-1R3 sofe on Nov, 12, the Coughiin mothus wwm
approved. bronically. the entire continuing

fions resolution, which included the pas bike for sera
breskers, was vetoed by the Presiden? and the oo
troversial provision was remoted from 2 sebsegees
funding bill,

Against
Wrong.

the motion—Right. For the motics—

7. Destroying Federal Programs |

3 gthen the ecy
cated. the meager incomes of the b
the poor were cuf, and the nut
needs for energy sevurity, transporiation
environmental safeguards and urbuan development we
seriously endangered

During consideration of the First Budpet Resolu-
tion—the first step in the congressional provess that
sets yearly federal spending targets—the AFL-CIO
backed a substitute budget bill offercd by Rep. Dasid
Obey (D-Wis) 1o block a comervative alternative

measure encompassing the Reagan budger vuts, The
Obsey hill sought o minimize damage to key programs
such as unemploymen: compensation, Me d. hous-
ing, education amd cnergy assistance. His sebsiitute

would have achieved budget savings comparable to the
President’s plan by lmiting 1ax culs 1o one year in-
stead of three, while saving hundreds of thousands of
jobs marked for extinction by the President’s budget
plan. Despite lobbying by the AFL-ClO and the Budger
Coalition of more than 200 national public interest
organizations, the Obey substitute was defeated 119~
03 on May 6,

Fur—Right.  Against—Wrong.

8. Destroying Federal Programs I

Once the Obey substiuie was defe . the conserva-
tive coalition rammed through the Reagan budget. Rep-
resentatives Delbert Latta {R-Ohioj and Phit Gramm
(D-Tex.} had earlier juined forces to sponor a substi-
tute budget resolution incorporating the Reagan budget.
The Gramm-Latta substitute inflicted far greater cuts
in domestic programs than those originally proposed
by the pending House Budger Committee measure The
extent of these budget cuts was far-reaching. For those
seeking educational opportunity, $10 billion was cut
in college loans and grants. aid w elementary and sec-
ondary schools, and the school lunch program. For the
eiderly, the budget made billion-doflar reductions in
social security, railroad retirees’ pensions. and federal
employee retirement benefits while boosting Medicare

anti-worker proposal forced the House to dmp it from
the bill during conference deliberations.

Against-—Right. For—Wrong.

6. Pay Raise for Strikebreakers
The erwd of the Prof d Air Traffic Con-

hibiting the Def Dept. from signi
amw&m&u&ﬁ@ﬁ@@wm&advﬁm
cors or Bght trocks not made in the United States or
Comads. Seen s 2 small step toward revitalizing the
sgging o industry. the Hillis amendment was
adopied 231-187 on July 16.

For—Right. Against—Wrong.

4. Maintaining Public Works Jobs

A major bedersi pablic works program——the Ten-
nessee- T ombighee Waterwaybarely escaped the ax
of congressional budget cutting in 1981, This 232.mile
inland camsl, by conmecting e Tennessee and Tom-
bighee Rivers, will sllow barge traffic to flow from
Appalachia o the Gulf seaport of Mobile, Als. This
Labor-backed 9«&» works program b considered nec-
essary to develop ] dern mibd-A water-
way transpurtation suiw which i sital to beproving
interstate commerce and furthering U.S. exports of
agricaltural commodiies. coal and muenulactured prod-
uets, The government siready has spent about $1 bi-
lion on the “Tenn-Tom™ project, which now b more
than 80 percent complete.

Daring debate on the 1982 energy and waler sppro-
priations bill, Rep. Joel Pritchard (R-Wash.) tried to
defete $189 million esrmarked for costinustion of
the “Tenn-Tom” project. The Pritchard amendment
would have resulted in lost construction, mainteasnce
snd transportation jobs while preventing improvement

troflers Organization (PATCO) and the firing of 12,000
of its members s«m among the most viclons anti-labor
.ctshy!hg" i gover "Reneging on his cam-
puign p to add PATCO ¢ about ex-
cessive bours of work and other demanding working
conditions, President Reagan’s negotistors responded
by offering the unlon 2 16-percent pauy cut after the
bership had rejected the first contract. When
PATCO struck, the g fused to i
fatd Twelve th d PATCO work-
ers m were M their amon decertified und their
d to § with little hope
of mpémmm, Thus far, this govemmwf—mposad
lockout has caused more than $100 million in Tosses
to the arlines. Thousands of sirline workers who were
innocent victims of the government’s hard-line pusition
have subsequently been laid off. The Federal Aviation
Administration sow admits that it will be three (o five
vears before it can train replacements at an estimated
cost of $140.000 per controller.

Since this bister dispute began. AFL-CTO President
Lane Kirklund and other union leaders have tried one
sucressfully 1o get the government to return the con-
troflers to their jobs. Barely a week before the AFL-
C10 Executive Csuncil was fo meet with President
Heagan to discass thix bswe, Congress voted to give
the nonstriking controllers a pay raise that was in effect
40 percent higher than the government's last offer to
PATCO. The pay raise had been included in the Senate

premi another billion dollars a year. For the job-
less, $6 billion was axed from unemployment benefits
while federal manpower programs were cut by $14
billion. For workers, major reductions in budget and
personne] were imposed on such key agencies as OSHA
and the NLRB. On economic development, 37 billion
was severed from federal highway maintenance, mass
transit and rail transportation funding. For the poor.
$16 billion was cut from various assistance prcgfams‘
Meanwhile, key ¢ and envir agen
saw their Mdgets staff and regulatory authority mb~
stantially curtailed.

The AFL-CTO, warning that adoption of the
Gramm-Latta substitute would cost a million Ameri-
cans their jobs, condemned the Reagan budget cuts as
“s high-risk gamble with the future of America in
which workers snd the poor take the Hon's share of
the risk.” Turning aside labor’s objections. the House
sdopted the Gramm-Lama subgitune resolution 2583
176 on May 7

Against--Right, For— Wrong,

9. Destroying Federal Progroms I
The First Budper R t
315 billion from f

grams, inchus 3
conmiiiess
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in & manner that minimized hard
President Reagan sought to dictate
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AFL-CHO Sec.-Treas, Thomas L
R. Donahue voices labor's op-

position to anti
for MLRB at Senate hearing.

Federation Presid

¢ cut and by how
Bimgm Commitier’s regg
considered on the House fons

cORSErva f vouniered with a $00-page

budger

bifl targe grams opposed by congros %’)E‘,AE con
servitiveg for steepest cats This stra 2
clear anempl ow the utive Branch 1o m.m;p
ulate congressional budget procedure bypass ihe

iegagiamc prucess, and push through massive cuts in
federal programs that help working people and the
poct.

As a counter-sirategy, House Democrats constructed
a debate rule 1o force x;}ame voies on cach of the
deepust Reagan cuts—in soclal security benefits, the
school lunch program. college loans, inflation adjust
ments for federal retiree pensions, and housing and
welfare ussistance for the poor. The key vote came on
a procedural moetion by Rep Richard Bolling (D-Mo
to “order the previous gquestion” and thus end debate
an the proposed Democratic rule Sukmg to avoid the
politicat conseguences of : ep vuts in federal
programs that enjos \.:u' wide public support. the con-
servative coalition lined up to Jefewt the Bolling motion
by a 210-217 vote, Iunc 25. By limiting Congress 1o
a single vote on budget reconciliation, the President
was thus shle to achieve permanent changes in long-

veifg

standing federal pre me that would have been im-
poxszbe under vondinons of reasoned debate.

For the motion—Right. Against the Motiog—
Wrong.
10. Destroying Federal Programs IV

No sooner had Congress approved President Rea-
gan's massive budgel cuts than he was back asking for
still deeper reductions. The President’s economic ad-
visers realized that the combination of deepening re-
cession. “xor*f't'mt inrerw«f rates and their near-iritlion-
dollar “supply side” tax-cut giveaway were likely to
generate ufswnsmlhb v deficits over the next fow yoars
Insteast of back-tracking on the tax bill, the President’s
soluthon was again to victimize those with Lintie political
influcnce by stashing thew programs. In September. the
Prosident used television to urge another 316 billion
in budget cuts, including a 1 2-perdent across-the-board

ton in noen-defense programs on top of the §35
7 seted only 3

appropriati <1Es, ,i:zc meng 4;};}:,,

mittee < nding measure that Zfzi far
<hort of the President’s budgei-culting expeciations
Once the bii reached the floor, the Republicans agan

Rep Sifvie Conte (R-Mass) ked
the attack thic tame with another motion to wnd the
interim funding bill back o commities with instructions
to cut nearly $2 billion more than the $2 billion already
cut by committee. The Republican strategy was to
stice another $4 billion in federal spending so as to

t Lane Kirkland brands Reagan tax cut a giveaway to corporations and the wealths.
He was accompanied by Rescarch Director Rudy Oswald, left, and Legislatise Director Ry Denison,

Union members spell out their concerns over Reagan’s
deep shashes in vital programs in a meeting with Rep.
Romano Mazzoli (D-Ky.).

achieve an overall 4-percent across-the-board funding
reduction in certain non-defense federal agencies. Par-
sarly hard bu were Labor Dept programs that had
cudy been cut by 12 percem, For OSHA, the Conte
motion cut another $35 million which, combined with
eartier reductions, will force a major cutback in job
safely inspections, An additional $8 million cut from
the N1 RB budget coupled with previous reductions will
force layofls of some 300 employees, thus delaying
usion <lections and trebling the backlog of unfair labor
pructice charges and other cases before the Board. The
new bud&c‘ resolution also nflicted a 25 percent re-
duction rm personne]l whi process unemplovment bene-
fit claims, which, at a time of sising unemployment,
will ificantly delay the payment of benefits Deep
sirong AFL-CIO opposition 1o the Conte recommittal
motion, it was adopted 222-194 on Dec. 10

Against recommittal — Right,
rong.

b

£

For recommittal —
w

12. Billion-Dollar Tax Giveaways

cvond part of the Reaganomics cquation was &
cut hill zhaz wsed the bil E\(sr‘ of do}-
1 federal s i

heme were late
by Re&gar* Budger Directo
n,} kf <aid

ere reafly .

Democratie 4 . loaded wi t?;
host of last-minuie poo mendments. mak-
ing it just as costly and vm*\ slighty less nequitable
than thc Reagan proposal. For that reason the AFL-

B

Education Director Dorothy
Shields warns of negative im-
pact from tuition tax credit for
private school students,

CUO wapporied 2 substitute
Morris Udall I>Ariz 3, Davi h

which prov 1e-
Linterey swer th

L tabur

casure offered by Reps
Qbm D» Wis zad

gan pag p‘ic strong AFL-
g, the Hms&: rejected the substitute 144
n Julv 29,

For—Right

the cost of ‘t“y R
CHO lobhy
288

Against—Wrong,

13. Achieving Energy Independence

During consideration of the 1982 Energy appropri-
ations bl Rep. Vin Weber (R-Minno proposed an
amendment to delvte $135 million in fonding for con-
struction of a synthetic fuels demonstration plant in
Newman, Ky I approved, this amendment would have
weakened US. efforts to overcome its dependence on
foreign oif and political vulnerability 1o countries that
cupply it. With several thousand jobs also at stake in
an area hard hit by unemployment, the AFL-CIO
urged that the amendment be rejected. It was voted
down 177-236 on July 22,

Against—Right,  For-—Wrong

14. Protecting Civil Rights

The Voting Rights Act of 1965, a landmark civil
rights law, important provisions of which are scheduled
e expire in 1982, has resulicd in doubling of roter
registration among blacks in the South and has enabled
greater numbers of minority citizens to seek and win
elected office. The AFL-CIO and civil rights groups
lobbied for extension of the law, particularly its im-
portant “preclearance” provision, which requires politi-
cal subdivisions with a history of discrimination ©
k approsal from the US. Attorney General before
making any change s clection laws or practices

When the Voting Rights Act evension bill came
before the House, it vontained a compromise “bail-out”
provisium that \muk, attow covered unsdictions 1w ap-
plv for caemption from nf»-a! rance’’ require-
ment i they mtz«hw certdin cria of good conduct

criteria

s¢

15.

A major supplementars
heip fi‘f%}
< th

Food Stumps

,s’?w of ‘omn»’m*

stamp program.

ot ‘é«s ;»:r
Parired nt a!,aiegs 1 cut even mors from
the programs. His amemdment wvu!s b required
¢t poer reciprents of lood damp benefirs o deplete
freads meuger ne ng for a port

Against~Right

For—Wrong.
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Labor’s Stand on

1. Attack on Federal Fair-Wage Laws

Conservatives continued to press their attack on the
nation’s basic labor laws in 1981 as once again the
Davis-Bacon Act was fargeted for destruction. This 50.
year-old landmark faw requires the payment of prevaile
ing wages 1o workers on federally financed constraction
projects, It assures loeal contractors who uphold com-
munity labor vtandards a fair chance to compete for
gosernment projects withous being undercat by vutside
firms using cut-rate labor, The law abwo helps stabilize
& notoriously unstable industry by requiring payment of
wage rates that allow for the recruitment, training and
maintenance of a skilled construction labor force within
the local area, This. in turn, helps protect the federsd
government against fy-by-night operators seeking to
win government contracts by paying wages too low to
atfract competent craftsmen,

Stymied in their efforts to gain wutright repeal of the
Davis-Bacon law, anti-union lobbies and their ¢ gres-
sional allies fried to climinate the law piecemeal by
removing its coverage from various federal construction
programs. The most serfous batfle came on a mifitary
comstruction funding bill from which Davis-Bacon pro-
tections had been removed by the conservative-doni-
nated Senate Armed Services Committee. However,
heavy lobbying by organized labor, backed by grass«
roots local union pressure, turned the tables on the
Senate floor, as a labor-backed amendment by Sen.
Henry Jackson (D-Wash.) to delete this exemption and
restore Davis-Bacon profections to the bill was ap-
proved 5542 on Nov, 5.

For—Right.  Against—Wrong.

2. Slashing Unemployment Benefits |
The centerpiece of Reaganomics was a massive and
unprecedented reduction in federal spending. The cuts
weakened or destroved programs created over five dec-
ades to protect workers on the job, provide educational
und employment opportunities, buitd a strong economy
and advance the cause of social and economic justice.
program cufs bled the Administration to fi-
mance the largest tax giveaway in history, transferring
biflions of dollars from “people” programs to the bank

aecounts of the rich and big business,

Major victims of the assault on the federal budget
were programs that aid jobless workers, which were cut
8 Administration economic policies were

E Y m some two million more Americans out of work.

bill. Sen. Edward Kennedy (D-Mass)) proposed an
amendment 1o restore $120 million, which had been cut
from state funds for administration of the jobless aid
program. He cited an internal [abor Dept. study indi
cating that failure to appropriate these funds during a
time of rising unemployment would not anly add 1o the
backlog of claims and cause fong defays in the paymient
of benefits. but also result in UNNECESSATY Overpayments
of $1 billion annually, Yet Senate consersatives reject-
ed this modest, cost-elfiective amendment by a 363
sote on Dhee. 14,

For—Right. Against—Wrong,

5. Weakening Federal Job Safety Laws

The callousness of Senate conservatives was starkly
evident in 2 vote on mine safety. Less than ten days
after mine accidents in Kenfucky, Tennessee and West
Virginia had killed 27 miners, the Senate slashed $6
million in federal funds for enforcement of mine safety
taws. During debate on & confinuing appropriations hill,
Sen. Robert Byrd (D-W.V.) tried to restore these funds
to the budget of the Mine Safety & Health Administra-
tion. But in a clear message to mine operators that un
safe working conditions are of little concern to Con-
gress, anti-worker conservatives helped defeat the Byrd
amendment 38-54 on Dec. [1.

For—Right, Against——Wrong,

6. Protecting Federal Pensions

The nation’s elderly are among those mast sericusly
hurt by inflation, which eats into the real value of their
fixed pensions and forces more and more of them below
the official poverty level,

Yet, even the meager incomes of older Americans
felt the sharp blade of Reagan Administration budget-
cutting, The Senate Budget Commitice versian of the
first budget bill delayed for three months the standard
cost-of-living increases in social security and veteruns'
benefits as well as pensions for federal employees, rail-
road workers and military retirees. Even worse, the bill
incorporated o regressive change in the formula for
calculating cost-of-living increases by replacing the
Consusner Price Index with a Labor Dept. wage indi-
cator as the basis for adjusting retirce benefits for in-
flation. Because wages tend to lag behind inflation, this
provision will resalt in senfor citizens falling farther
behind in their struggle against the rising cost of living.
During floor debate on the bill, Sen. Donald Riegle (D-

- One such cut was 2 $3.1 billion reducti in ploy
ment benefits coupled with a requirement
flater dropped) to force jobless workers to take mini-
mum-wage jobs after drawing their first 13 weeks of

- smemployment benefits. During debate on the First Bud-
get Resolution, which sets yearly federal spending tar-
gets, (D-Mich.} tried to restore
$285 million of the siashed jobless benefits. The AFL.

d ed by Senate

For—Right. Against—Wrong,

3. Slashing Unemployment Benefits 1I
" Asother key unemployment assistance program tar-
. geted for extinction by the Reagan Administration was
- the Trade Adjustment Assistance program. Created in
- 1962, this program provided jobless benefits, retraining
. snd relocation assistance fo workers whe suffer from
_US. toreign trade policies that increase imports and
Cost Americans their jobs. Unions were told in 1962
that increased imports would belp all Americs and that
* snly s modest nomber of Americans wouald ever need
ﬁaﬁmﬁmmwmwwwsw
- 0B losses so great that available funds were oo £x-
Bansied and billions more were needed,
- The Admisistration’s budget reconciligtion
BB, which imposed the funding cuts of the First Bud.
ot Kesob dasd dj funds
from $1.5 billion in Bscel yeur 1981 15 $317 million in
1902, betraying the pledge in the law to displaced work-
5 Ses. Thomas Eugleton (D-Mo.) proposed  an
Mmeadwent to restore $400 miflion, sl leaving the
Program st less than half its former size. Yet even this
mbdest, AFL-CIO-bucked mmendment was rejected
2969 o Apr. 2.

. For-Right, Aghinst— Wrong,
‘~ Delaying Unemployment Benefits
_ By yew's end, R Bad ¢ pioy
Weut nenr 9 percent with more than 10.5 million Amer-
h—«aammmmg,i billion
I smemployment benefits, conservative lawmakers in
h&a&mgﬁemwmmw the
seemployment invorance program and pay is benefits
= jobless workess,
Devise Sensts

Sopod ]

rys "

o s B B

Mich.) proposed an d to retain the existing
system of caleulating cost-of-living adjustments, Senate
conservatives raised a storm of protest and defeated the
Riegle amendment 44-54 on May 12.

For-—Right. Against—Wrong.

7. Cutting Railroad Retirees’ Pensions

The Reagan budget ax swung at the nation’s 400,000
railroad pensioners who were shocked to find in early
October that their monthly retirement checks had been
abruptly reduced, causing serious hardship for many of
these senior citizens. Their pensions had been arbi-
trarily cut because President Reagan's budget bill failed
to provide enough funding for a special account for
these retirees as mandated by legislation passed in
1974, In eliminating @ system of dual pension benefits
under Social Security and railroad retirement, this stat-
ute had specifically called for general Treasury funding
of those benefits for pensioners receiving them at that
time. When the Seunte debated a g appropri
tions bill, Sen. H. d M b (D-Ohio) offered
an d to add the ¥y $90 million to the
special railroad retirement fund. The smendment was
approved by a 61-34 vote on Nov. 19, but the entire
tegislation later was vetoed by President Reagan. Sub-
sequent legislation failed 1o provide the funds HECESSAry
to mai P "

cherks at their
original level.
For—Right,

Agsinst—Wrong,

8. Preserving U.5. Maritime Jobs

During consideration of & foreign aid authorization
bill, Sen. John Danforth (R-Mo.} proposed an amend-
ment to repeal the requirement that 56 p of all

Major Issues

in the Senag

and i Y ainfuf
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For —Right.  Agamst. Wrong,

10. Destroying Federal Programs

As passed by Congress, the Reagan budger shashed
bitlioms of dollars frum “people™ programs in wrder 1o
finunce windfall 1o cuts for the rich and corporations
By cutting more than $214 billion in federal expendi-
fures over th ars. the Administration made sure
that social nvestments necessary (o strengthen the
economy were cradicated. the meager incomes of the
jubless, the chderly, und the poor were reduced, and
the nution’s long-ra aceds for encr CHTHY -
portation improvements, envinsamental safeguards J
urban developnicar were swericusty ondangered.

The impact of the devasiation of the Reagan budget
was far-reaching. For those secking educational oppor-
tunity, $10 billion was cut from college loans and
granis, aid we clementery and woondary schools and
the schoul tunch program. For the elderly, billion-dol-
far rednctions were imposed 1 Social Seeurity, raitroad
retirees” pensions and federal retirement henefits, while
Mudicare premiums were raised by another biflion doi-
bars w sear. For the jobless, $6 bithon was axed frons
unemployment hepetits while federad SRHPOWTT pro-
grams were cut by $16 billion. For workers, major
reductions in budget and personnel were imposed on
the key law caforcement agencies such as OSHA and
NLRB. On vcconomic development, $7 billion was
severed from federal highway maintenance. mass transit
and rail transportation funding. For the poor, $16 bil-
fon wis cut from various assistance programs. Mean-
while. key consumer and environmenral agene
their budgets, staff and regulatory authority substan-
tially curbe

The AFL-CIO condemned these and other elements
of the Reagun budger as “a high-risk gamble with the
future of America in which workers and the poor take
the lion's share of the risk.” Despite the federation’s
warnings that these budget reductions would cost more
than a million Americans their jobs, the Senate ap-
proved the Reagan budget-cutting reconciliation bitt
by an overwhelming 80-15 vote on June 25

Against—Right

£

¢ oy

For---Wrong.

Tax Cuts for the Rich

y. Througt
get vuty in programs that help people,
the Administration was sble to finance 8 tax bona

copr anlerest rafes at

: Treasury cut b
us reducing By one
e AT rate 1

by |9
another

shipments of 1.5, food under the Food for Peace Pro-
gram be carried on U.S.flag ships. Since 1954 that re-
guirement has helped prevent the further decline of the
American merchant marine flcet, maintain maritime
employment and ensure thai beneficiaries of this pro-
gram realize that the source of the foreign sid i the
United States and not another country whose vessel
huppens to transport the commodities. By a 28.70 vote
on Oct. 20, the Danforth repealer was rejected,
Against—Right.  For—Wrong.

9. Shredding the ‘Safety Net

While the Reagan economic program heaped the

cliny

. who said in
sage of the Ad
a the top income tax rale
S opercent The so-called
ct delivered one-third of the
wealthiest six percent of American

fesigned to
goal 3
rich from

To correet this gross inequity, Sen. Bill Bradley (D~
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{Continued from preceding page?
N1} proposed an amendment to distribute more fairly
the individual taxcut savings to the 95 percent of Amer-
icans who tarn less than $30.000 a year. The Bradiey
amendment was rejeciad 24-61 on July 17,
For—Right.  Againsi—Wrong.

12. Yax Cuts for the Oil Industry

One of the most blatant giveaways of the Reagan
tax bill was a $12 billion tax break for the oil industry
Besides giving the ol companies a host of general bush-
ness tax fits, Congress further the ofl in-
dustry windfall profits tax by 50 percent within five
vears, Only 17 months carlier, Congress had enacted
that tax to recoup just one-fourth of the excess profits
generated by an end to federal oil price controls (See
Vote 16). Oil industry lobbying for repeal of the wind-
fall profits tax began at the moment it was enacted. In
1981, with conservatives in conmtrol of Congress, the
off firma struck & revenue gusher.

In Senate debate on the tax bill, Sen. Edward Ken-
nedy (D-Mass ) offered a motion to recommit the bill
to conference with instructions to reduce or climinate
this House-passed multi-billion-dollar revenue-losing
provision. Senate conservatives once again led the ef-
fort that buried the Kennedy motion by a 20-55 vote
on Aug 3.

For recommittal — Right.  Against recommitial —
Wrong.

13. Slashing Social Security Benefits |

Using scare tactics based on outright distortion.
President Reagan unleashed the most serious assault on
the social security system in its near-30-year history
by proposing 1o slash $82 billion in benefits for re-
tirees, crippled workers, orphans and widows. Like his
economic proposals, these cuts would be accompanied
by reshaping the program through a massive redistri-
bution of social security benefits. For example, one
provision of the Reagan package would have given
certain well-off elderly persons, such as doctors or law-
yers whose good health and favorable job opportuni-
ties allow them to work beyond age 65, nearly $7 bil-
lion in added benefits even though they had suffered
no Joss in income. Meanwhile, social security protec-
tion for those who most need a government “safety
net” would be drastically reduced.

The President claimed his multi-billion-dollar bene-
fit reduction scheme would rescue social security from
imminent financial collapse, even though it faced only
a short-term, revenue shortage due to a combination
of continuing high unemplovment, double-digit infla-
tion and an increasing number of social security bene-
ficiaries.

In late May, Sen. Daniel Moynihan (D-N.Y .} offered
a strong statement of opposition to the Reagan social
security proposal as an amendment to a supplemental
appropriations bill. Senate Republicans, scurrying to
cover the President’s political flanks, blocked Moyni-
han’s elort by a narrow 49-48 vote on a tabling mo-
tion by Sen. Mark Hatfield (R-Ore.) on May 20.

For tabling—Wrong.

Against tabling—Right,

14. Stabilizing Social Security

The $82 billion proposal by the Reagan Adminis-
wration to weaken the social security system sought to
manipulate public concern over short-term social secu-
rity funding difficulties to justify drastic benefit reduc-
tions. The AFL-CIO and senior citizen, consumer and

pubbc-interest groups co < that the emporary $10
billion revenue shortage could be remedied easily
either by borrowing from other social security funds—
disability and health insurance-—which were in surplus,
or with an infusion of general 16es, a
which had been originially intended by the sa!}s;&:is
of the system.

A variation of the peneral revenue financing remedy
was proposed by Sen. Thomas Eagleton (D-Mao) dur-

traffic 1o flow from Appalachis 10 the Gulf seaport of
Mobile, Ala. At presest “Tenn-Tom™ 15 more than 80
percent complete with the government having already
spent about $1 billion on the project. This labor-
backed public works program is considersd necessary
to developing & modern mid-American waterway lrans-
portation system, vital to improving inmerstate com-
merce and furthering US. exports of agricultural com-
modities, coal and many! ac%weé products. In addition,

ing debate on legislation to restore the social
security besefit. Sen. Eaglewon tried to restore the $12
billion oil industry tax giveaway in the Reagan tax bill
{See Viote 12) and use the revenues as & funding reserve
for social security. Lining up with the oil lobby against
the nation's semior citizens, conservatives succeeded in
killing the Eagleton amendment, approving a tabling
mation by Sen. Robert Dole (R-Kan.i, 63-30 on Oct.
is.

Against tabling——Right.

15. Siashing Soclal Security Benefits Ii

Not even the poorest of America’s elderly escaped
the impact of President Reagan’s budget-cutting in
1981, One of the first programs singled out was the
social security minimum benefit—a $122-per-month
payment 1o those who worked for s limited time or
were employved in low-paying jobs and thus did not
qualify for greater social security benefits. Of the three
million Americans currently receiving this

For tabling—Wrong.

th ds of constryction, and transports-
tion jobs depend upon completion of this project.

During consideration of the fiscal 1982 energy and
water appropriations bill, Sen. Charles Percy (R-IL)
proposed an smendment o delete $189 million for
continued construction of the waterway and thus of-
fectively kill the project. The Percy amendment was
rejected 46-48 on Nov, 4,

Against—Right. For-—Wrong.

18. Atrtock on the U.5. Constitution

In a fromal assault on the constitutional system of
checks and balances among the three branches of gov-
emment, Senate conservatives won adoption of a pro-
posal by Senators Jesse Helms (R-N.C)) and J. Benpett
Johnston (D-La.) crippling the sbility of federal courts
to order pupil assignment and transportation as 2
remedy to eliminate itlegal racial segregation in schooks.

benefit, nearly 90 percent are women, half are over age
70, and 500,000 are B0 or older.

During Senate debate on the budget reconciliation
bill, Sen. Donald Riegle (D-Mich.} proposed an amend-
ment to partially restore the minimuom benefit by main-
taining it for current but not for future retirees. But
this modest proposal, backed by the AFL-CIO, was
opposed by Senate conservatives and it was defeated,

The d alse included lunguage to allow the
US. Attormey General to file Tawsuits to overturn pre-
vious desegregation orders.

In essence, the Helms-Johnston amendment would
deny the judicial branch of government its appointed
role of enforcing the Constitution, and it would circum-
vent the amending process by allowing the Supreme
Court’s interpretation of the Constitution to be over-
ruled by a simple majority vote of Congress. After the

45-33, on June 23. Fortunately, the benefit
later was restored in conference—but only for those
retiring by the end of 1981,

For—Right, Against—Wrong,

16. Rising Consumer Energy Costs

Rising energy costs have been a driving force behind

the double-digit inflation of the last few years. To a
great extent this has been the result of 1979 legislation
to phase out by Sept. 30, {981, all federal price con-
trols on domestically produced oil and 1 an
action that will cost American consumers SH trillion
in higher energy prices by 1989, In his first major eco-
nomic policy action following the inauguration, Presi-
dent Reagan, despite campaign pledges to bring down
inflation, gave voters a preview of Reaganomics by
liminating the remainder of federal price controls.
This smgle stroke cost consumers approximately $12
billion in higher energy costs as the oil companies
immediately rased the pump price of gasoline by 8-10
cents per gallon.

During debate on an oil industry anti-trust bill, Sen.
Howard M. Metzenbaum (D-Ohio) offered an AFL-
ClO-supported amendment to nullify the President’s
action. But the oil lobby prevailed as the Metzenbaum
amendment was defeated 24-68 on Mar. 10.

For-—Right. Against—Wrong.

17. Saving Public Works

A major federal public works program—the Ten-
nessee-Tombigbee Waterway — barely  escaped  the
frenzy of congressional budget-cutting in 1981, This
232-mile inland canal connecting the Tennessee and
Tombigbee Rivers will, upon completion, atlow barge

d was approved by a 60-39 vote on Sept. 19,
the Justice Dept. funding bill to which it was attached
was removed from floor consideration.

Against—Right. For—Wrong.

19. Food Stamps for Jobless Workers

A major supplementary unemployment benefit pro-
gram to help feed the families of the long-term jobless
is the federal food stamp program. In 1981, funding
for this anti-hunger program was severely cut by the
Reagan budget through legislation enforcing a rigid
limitation on federal food stamp spending. This spend-
ing “cap” would have the effect of drastically reducing
food stamp benefits if food price inflation or unemploy-
ment increases more than predicted and creates greater
demands on the program. In addition, the bill immedi~
ately denied one million Americans these benefits.

When lobbying for this restriction in early June, the
Administration boldly predicted a drop in unemploy-
ment. Yet, barely six months later, 1.5 million more
American workers had lost their jobs. During debate
of a food stamp funding bill, even Sen. Robert Dole
(R-Kan.) recognized the harshness of the food stamp
spending 1id. He and Sen. Parrick Leahy (D-V1) pro-
posed an amendment to allow small increases in the
cap in case of increased demands for benefits. Once
again Senate conservatives led the attack, and this
modest proposal lost by a 41-53 vote on June 10.
Thus, despite a promise that the Reagan budget ax
would not harm the “safety net” programs, food stamp
funding will be insufficient to provide minimum stan-
dards of nutrition for the hungry in America.

For—Right.  Against—Wrong.
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