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How Congress Voted =
A 1984 Scorecard on
__Workers’ Issues
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! N 1984, legisistive inertia replaced legisiative
achievement m the 98th Congress ss the specter of

P fled Senate b
of worker legislation. Despite the best efforts of Demo-
crats and ‘some progressive Republicans in the House of
Representatives, Reagan conservatives in the Senate de-
iied jor legisk mitiative af her de-

ation's legisiative agends continned to reward the
weaithy, the list of Reagan-induced fatalities aflecting
working Americans continued to grow. These included:

» A bill 10 provide health care for jobless workers
and tetr {xmilies.

» Legniation offering mortgage assi 3
o goemploved Amer facing & and loss
of their homes.

» The dosmestic asto comtent bill o belp revive the
1S, suto industry sod pnt soemployed workers in
scores of other industries back t werk.

» A $3.5 billion jobs bill cresting 300,000 jobs n
the badly nesded repair aad redabilitation of local gov-
crnment Dacilithes.

» Az incremse in training funds for workers made
jobless by foreign imports.

P A tAX CED to beip balance the budget by recover-
iaggmdthemmmkmm‘a 1981

tax ripoff.

In the House, Repablican right-wingers blocked ac-
tion on pisnt closing prowctions as well as industrial
Mwwmmﬁemwtdus
ecopomic pobicymaking,

As these legisiativ initistives bit the dust one after
another, Reagan or bis GOP congressional allies coun-
tered with their ows bemnd of worker “protectioa” pro-
posals:

» The infamous Hobbs Act amendment to have
picket-line incidents made a federad crime.

» A bill to mke awsy the legal right of injured
workers to sue when hurt by faulty equipment.

» Balancing the budget on the backs of workess by
taxing the vaiue of their fringe benefits, such as hesith
care coverage.

» A plan o strip usions of their First-Amendment

. rights saw the light of day. But e
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standard, the ban on industrial homework and the 40-
year-old child labor laws.

Seaste right-wingers—Hawh, Thurmond. Helms and
others——even tried to roadblock 2 House passed bank-
ruptcy reform bill which included a provisivn repealing
the Supreme Court's nowrnous Bidisen teasion. That
1984 ruling had given anion-busters they mggest break
yet by allowing any business the nght 0 mususe the
federal bankraprey law to destroy umon conacts. But
a full-court press by Washington labor -ubbyists cou
pied with 2 massive AFL-CTO grass-roons obbying
campaign by umion meebers :hroughout the ountry,
made the difference. The repeal ~as pushed through
Congress in near-record tme and £0acsd nb) aw.

Thanks to the Democranc maponty = me House,
only a few of the other conservauve inacxs n worker
sosar hetweent
the Hosms and the Republican-contriies Senaie widen-
ed between them, and siziemaie 2 » n Capi-

rﬁghtmccmmunicatewiﬁid&d:mmbeﬂcﬂpoﬁ%wi l—

issues.
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»2 from the
deliberations in Congress » -4 Thus, this

As 2 result, only 2 few key votes om

i

» A bill to permit | d wage g
2 “pay less” youth subminimum.

y:r‘s ssue of the AFL-CIO voung record 33 come
‘. prebensive than in years past, The “iame ' v ‘hus and

> d o ken “Buy Amer G - e 5
- ~ the legisiative stabemate that plagued he 8 Congress
ments in existing federal programs. . Bes squarely with the R Ag weraton and the
» An increase in Medicare costs for metired workens. . GOP fed Senate whose advocacy o io-nothe

» Proposals w0 repeal the zght-hour work day

This spocial section carries  ord and cumsiative “sight®
inbor's 1984 repovt cowd au  porcowings of sach member
Comgraes tuiveinting the vois  sivcs sioction s e Hows
on mejer wewes of concern v wr Sennis. Wi S veling
dee AFLLCIO i the socond  rocords are bednl  deserip-
wwion of the % Com- soms of e Bwses-——mwhnt
Lrem. e voin was shout wed i

¥ have bosm  epormmes W Be  nbwr
fodged om 13 kKey iswes— wevement md e welien.
“Reright” a “Wowrong"— fones of prims mper-
o the basis of Se posidion  mee 3 lobur srx G fevt 6
the APL.CIO wok on Se  votn i e Howss and e
egisiation, Sewmtors have St 3 vedes Ju e Seme.
beew rated om 11 kay vols.  In e whulndons Sy we

s votes loksd = e loft

;
i

ing” government beiped produce i near emotv legisia-
tive recowd.

For American workers, wbo 0o o he udelines
wawhing this creei charsde piaved cwr e pavback
comes on Nov. 6. That's when union Demiers _an heip
set 3 new tows for America’s forum o ursag humbs
down on the Reagan Adnnnistrsnon it »me nembers
of the Congress who coptinue o gnore ‘e Seeds of
America’s workers snd their famiies

That's why this elaction 3 the mow mporant faced
by organized labor #nd our memberstp o secades. No
President or conservative bloc of anteator Senators
has ever 3o threatened the very exsience / wr imons
and the lsws and programs that prowec «e HemDers.
And zhat's the simple reason #nv e Vi1 0 1O has
endorsed Walter Mondale andt Grrasding F=orwo

The stakes in the 1984 clecnon 400 = ¢» .
in every unios househoid is cruca ne
Now. 6.
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* Jobs. pensions, seniority rights at stake in
benkruptcy fight

* Steel protection and modernization voted
¢ Rastrictions on Hlegal immigration to save
jobs crippied by Republicans
* Siash in job training funds
defeated
s Cut in federsl

aid to sducstion =
rejectad

o Contracting out of - ot
civil service jobs shot
down

s Commitment or
to snergy in-

maintained

1. Corporate Abuse of Bankruptcy Law
Threatened to Destroy Worker

A serious threat o every ptotecuon in the union con-
racts of American workers arose in 1984, Following

‘. the US. steel industry

ked by foreign imports whose
cheaper prices were sustained by a laundry list of un-
fair trade practices by the exporting countries. Because
of this, stzel imports captured a record 33 percent of
the U.5. market, and steel empioyment fell to less than
60 of 1979 levels.

the example of Continental Airlines, P after
gsmpanyusedth:bankmptcylawmouszmwemp&oy
ces’ unions and arbitrarily shred collective bargaining
agreements, fire workeu, siter work m!a. and reduce
pay and peasi This ing misuse of
faderal bankrnpwy lew was sanctioned in Febm:ry by
‘he U.S. Supreme Court’s Bikfisco decision. 1t isft in-
Lact, tbxxmhngtkrcnenedmmderwcrm!mmennu
tion’s iong-standing system of coilective and
‘o undermine union-won benefits like health care, pen-
~ions. seniority and work rules.

On the day the court handed down its ruling, the
AFL-CIO went to work in Congus to reverse it. The
AFL-CIO sought legisiati i a:‘-,;m
financial distress first to obmm the permission of a
bankruptcy court before it could modify or reject its
collective bargaining agreement. Then, if the company
was found to be traly in fnancial distress, it would have
o engage in collective bargaining 0 reduce pay and
benefits only to the extent necessary to save the com-
pany. Intbeprmmecompmywmidbmemopm
its books to the workers’
ment would have to assume its share of pey and benefit
cuts.

An overwhelming bipartisan majority in both the
Hmmmlnwdmmkh«smnomhthe
House, the coflective protection  provision
was included a3 part of 2 larger omaibus bankruptcy
bill. When the bill reached the House floor, the key
vote came on the procedursl question of the debate rule
under which the bill wouid be considered by the fuil
House. The ruie was limited 30 13 to allow only specific
amendments. Conservative Republicans, backed by the
17.S. Chamber of Commerce and others in the business
fobby, amtempted to delest the debate rule in order to
get at the collective bargaining safeguard. Their effort
was resounddingly defeated by 2 242166 vote on Mar.
I1. Later, Congress approved the bankruptcy bill and
it was signed into law. The new law not only nullifies
the Supreme Court’s Bildisco decision and puts a stop
o comporste sbuse of federa! bankruptcy lsw, but also

organiae to stay in business.
For — Right. Against — Wrong.

2. Trode-—Saving U.S. Stesl Jobs

Besides record budget deficits, the Reagan Adminis-
tration’s “do-nothing” trade policies bear direct respon-
sibility for & record U8, trade deficit—proiected to be
a staggering 3125 billion in 1985, This transiates into a
loes of three million American jobs. Since Reagan twok
office, the deficit in manufactured goods alone has gone
from & $5.3 billion sorplos to an 383 billion deficit

Tostogtm's ic plunder, the U.S. International
Trade C. 188i

the agency charged with invaﬁ-
gatung unfair trade practices—recommended quo
munﬂsmmmmwpmeaﬁngmimdumy
But President Reagan
dmandmmedxmomedhsww&dseckmnemte
y” tmport ints with exporters.
Congress found his response insufficient. On Oct. 3
the House, by an overwhelmmg 285-134 vote, ap-

available to do the work, and few protections wouid be
provided foreign workers coming nto the United States.
Despite strong opposition by labor. Hispanic, church
and public interest groups, the House approved the
Pagetts amendment by a 228-172 vowe on June 14.

For — Wrong. Against — Right.

4. Protecting U.S. Jobs from
illegal immigration

The AFL-CIO has long opposed the ewvy flow of
illegal immigration, which ot soly umdercws job op-
portunities for unemployed Amencass bt undermines
U.S. labor standards as well lllegai sheom meanwhile,
are often the victims of the worst L A worker ex-
ploitation. To stop the fow of Jllega: swms. e primary

proved legislation giving the Pr

fution is to remove the lure X campiowement opportu-

ment powers against unfair steel imports and calling on
hum to reduce these imports 1o 17 percent of the US.
market.

For — Right. Against — Wrong.
3. Bracero Program—importing
Mm Fcroign w«km

After to hen the immi-
gration bill with 1 respect to limitations on fomgn work-

gity, and the only way 0 acomplsh M & 10 unpose
tough penalties on empioyers «ho M persoos unau-
thorized to work in the United Stases

In 1984, the AFL-CIO pushed fov swcwmscn in the
omnibus immigration bill of 'ough pemesmes agmnist em-
ployers who knowingly hure diegel smes Wiule the
original legisiation contaimed sxh pemesmws, the bill
that emerged from the House judscsars © wemmtice had
been substantially weakened For coammpts S comumit-
tee bill failed w0 require an copéover w Mect the doc-
ion of those hired aniew e smwmerwar 1ad been

ers, the House turned d and apy d an

ment by Rep. Lecn?mmz(DCdxf) mre—mblnh
the discredited “bracero” program. This program,
wmchwashnedbyCmpmm 1964 htdpennmed
the importation of hund of t
agricultural workers who d:s;;iwed US. tarm and mi-
grant workers and undercut American working stan-
dards. Bracero workers were subjected to some of the
worst cases of exploitaton in our nwoos mry
These abuses were ded in an awwed:

notified previously by the Anorney Comwewm 4a: it had
hired an undocumented ailies = = wwesforce. This
would make it nearly imposuble & wows Wt an em-
ployer had “knowingly” empicyed s Sogw shen. Fur-
ther injunctions against cmpiowers waemag he law
were reserved only for special scwmmsasces rather
than being a d tn sy Finad-
ly, the enforcement process sl wes w waborie ind
ing that a wofflaw rewpewwss omid stave

pose by the iate Edward R. Mnmvm&cfms&b—
vision documentary film, “Harvest of Shame.”

Under the Panetta smendment, not only would the
bmmpmmbzmmmwefwm&mm
date was set for it. Unlimi of foreign work-
cmwouidbcwmm;ammtfs mxﬁemﬂaxyﬁ

off any penality for years.

As a resuit, when the bl come » @ Mowse Soor
the AFL-CIO backed an amwesdmes s Rep. Gus
Hawkins {D-Calil} to remedy weorw o Sm dboricom-
ings. The respoasibility for checkwmg » wewtee's denn-
ﬁc:mnu”amxiymmxm + W empicver.

work, No g would be req

memade = of ewss s 2 coUT!

w cerufy thir there were insufficient e %

‘ hed o -

pmu,f‘heﬁtwmpwﬂmmby
outlawing discrimination 1o hwwe, -wwsweg o refer-
ring on the basis of a Citized s o WPl el sies's
nationial origin or status a s ses Owepes Bese (n-
provemesnts, the House, rzocus S Moo amend-
ment by & 166-253 vote on jume 11

© For — Right. Against — Wesmg

Contracting Out of Owll Baweine
Jobs and Public Serviens
Since 1981 federal governmmm smplwms Save Sees
targeted by the Reagan Adomnmtresms we wsewve 34-
offs, arbitrary cuts in pay and wleces ® oB-crizied
benefits. In 1984 conservatives # - egems fOund sl



ers, contracting out is 2 club to be used againat them
when they seek better pay. benefits or working condi-
tons. Under the Reagan Adeministraton, contracting
out has taken many ridiculous forms including the un-
successful attempt 10w the US. Weather Service mto
a private, for-profit snterprise.

During 1984 the Reagan Administration tried o
contract out the administration of 30 Job Corps coo-
servation centers currently managed by the Department
of laterior aod Agricuiture. The Reagan Administra-
don., which views the Job Corps facilities 28 a commer-
cial activity, tried to turn their operation over to the
‘owest bidder despite the fact that be program is one of
he nation’s oldest and most successful federal job train-
ing programs.

s & aduiilatsnclf® Oversight for H-2 by s
signing approval of ks ofEsONs © the Altorney
Gcwﬁm:g'”!:‘mmkmbepﬁyedb?{h
Sécretary of Agricuitore,

During debate Rep. GeoTse Miller (D-Calit) of-
fered an amendment that (me have: (1) maintained
the H-2 program as is; (;) Hghtened restrictions by
insuring that non-agricuing® H-2 workers would be
admitted only if there were 10 enough ;Q“W work-
ers available here to perfor® e WOTK i@ question and
memggmmmmxctmmg would
a0t adversely affect Americ® Wages and working con-
ditions; and {3} establish a wﬁﬁfm o M;w i:
H-2 program. Despite strc08 18D0r support for t
Miﬂa:{ dm ?égm}‘se jected it by 2 164-256
vote on June 14,

For — Right.  Against — Wrong.

8. Failure to Reform immigration Laws
Although the AFL-CIo bad maintained s strong
i to support immig7ation legitlation in 1984,

During debate on a propristions bill,

the rejection of both the HAWKins and Miller amend-

Rep. Pat Willisms {D-Mont.) offered an d: o
prevent contracting out of these services. By a lopsided
242-162 vote, the House overrode conservative Repub-
Emg mpggxfmn and approved the Williams safeguard

6. Trade—Restricting Special
import Privileges

The Trade Act of 1974 authorized for.a period of ten
years the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP),
which among other features permits the President w©
exempt from all wriffs centain items imported from de-
veloping countries. GSP imports now coustitute about
$10 8 milion worth of imports per year, or about 4 per-
cent of total US. annual imports. In dollar value, how-
ever, the vast majority of GSP duty-free products
comes from seven nations. The top three countries—
Taiwan, South Korea and Hoog Kong-—account for
52 percent of total GSP tmports in dollar vatue.

Clearly, these three natioms can no longer be char-
acterized as “developing” countries and thus deserving
of special access to the U.S. markets at the cost of U S.
workers’ jobs. Taiwan, South Korea and Hong Kong
now represent the fifth, seventh snd ninth largest
sources of U S. imports respectively. As such, they have
become major oading countries, exporting more than
$26.5 billion worth of goods to the United States alone
in 1983, Furthermore, the 1.5, trade deficit with these
countries alone is expected to reach $19.5 billion by the
end of this year. Given their superior trade advantage,
the AFL-CIO opposed continuing 10 give these nations

Druring debate on 3 bill to extend GSP for five more
years, Rep. Richwrd Gephardt (D-Mo.) offered an
amendment o strike Hong Kong, South Kores and
Tarwan from the list of eligible countries. Despite 1a-
bor's support for the amendment, the House rejected
this important fair trade amendment by & 174-233 vote.

For - Right  Against — Wrong.

7. Setting Lobor Standards

for Foreign Workers

Another issve of longstanding concem to the AFL-
CHO has been the misuse of the existing “H-2" tem-
porary foreign worker program. This progr now
aliows employers 10 use temporary ign workers so
long as, in the words of the existing law, “unempioved
- ble of performing such service or iabor
cannot be found in this country.” While complaints
about the program abound, since H-2 is administered
by the Dept. of Labor, it has remained relatively smail
in size and protective of the rights of both domestic
workers who have priority for the jobs and those
tored kers whowe adoissi

ign

Once o the Judiciary C weak-

has been guthorized.

ments, followed by the rion of the Panetta bracero
amendment, forced the AFL-CIO to oppose the final
House version of the immi#Fation bill. Despite this
) - i sved by a narrow 216-211

~ Right.

ng/ Education
- Cuts
Another major Reagan budget blitz occurred when
the 1985 appropriations bill providing tunding for the
Departments of Labor and Health & Human Services
came to the House floor. Conservatives led by Rep. Bill
Frenzel (R-Minn. offered an amendment to cut funding
for both agencies by $1.5 billion despite the fact that
the bill was already $421 million less than 1984 fund-
ing levels. With nearly nine million Americans still out
of work, the amendment would have cut job training
funds by $231 million and funds for the summer youth
jobs by $55.4 million. Nearly $950 million would have
to be cut from federal aid to education programs while
another $300 million in medical research would have
been erased by the Frenzel amendment. The House re-
jected this labor-opposed dm by an over-
wheiming 276-144 vote on Aug. 1.

For - Wrong. Agﬁmt-—.Rim

10. Preserving America’s Goal
of Energy Independence

Since the energy crisis of the 1970s, the AFL-CIO
bas vigorously supported federal policies and legisia-
tive remedies aimed at achieving energy independence
through prudent energy development, conservation and
alternative energy sources. A key element in the devel-
opment of al ive energy includes the en-
hancement of a viable synthetic fuels program. Syn-
thetic fuels are substitutes for naturai gas or petroleum
that are made from coal, shale, tar sands and hydrogen
from water. The AFL-CIO supported legislation—ihe
Energy Security Act of 1980-that created the Syn-
thetic Fuels Corporation (SFC). The SFC was estab-
lished by Congress to oversee a multi-billion dollar
investment of federal funds in direct loans, loan guaran-
tees, price guarantees and joint venture programs to
encourage the commercialization of synfuels technol-
ogy. This industry has already d badly needed
employment opportunities for jobless American work-
ers.

In 1984, during debate on an Interior Dept. appro-
priations bill, House Republicans led an effort w slash
funding for the synfuels program. Rep. Silvic Conte
(R-Mass.) proposed an amendment to cut $10 billion
from the program. Rep. Bill Ratchford (D-Coun.)

with a iabor compromise to reduce
appropriations by only 35 billion. By a 236-177 vote
on Aug. 2 the House agreed to the Ratchford amend-
ment and thereby sidetracked the more drastic Conte
proposal.

For — Rigix. Againgt — Wrong.

11. Saving tducotion Funds
from Further Cuts
House comservatives, fearing the political conse-
quences of a oear $200 billion Reagan budget deficit,
again swung thetr budgetary meat ax in 1984 at do-
mestic social program spending. High on the target

heip disadvanmtaged students, Rep. William Goodling
1R-Pa.; tried to siash these programs by $700 million.

again, s Y
ened the existing H-2 limitations. The committee bill
emptive employment right of jobless US. workers. It

H 1, the Goodling amendment was rejected by a
169-233 vote on July 28,

For — Wrong,  Against — Right,

2. invireonmentol Protection
for Workers and Families

In 1980 Congress that d woxic
waste dumps are a major environmentai and heaith
hazard. In C d 2 “superfund”...

3 $1.6 billion, fve-year, clean-up plan to be admin-
istered by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA}
in cooperation with affected siates and local jurisdic-
tops. Unfortunately, the 1980 legsiation faded 1o
include 2 key provision for vicum compensation which
had been opposed by Senate Repubiicans. Now. under
the Reagan Administration, the “superfund” clean-up
plan has been slowed to a crawl A major scandal i
1983 over “superfund” mismanagement resuited in

of the Re i EPA
hierarchy.

In 1984, C id a five-vear reauthoriza-
tion of the “superfund.” The House version again in-
cluded a key victim-compensation program. A swudy
commissioned by the original 1980 clean-up law found
that iegal remedies available n state courts to victims of
toxic waste were nadequate. The 1984 mijl remedied
this by permitting citizens to sue in federal court to
gain p ion £ for mjunes caused
by hazardous wastes, o force actions 1o clean op a
site if the EPA or the states have not taken such action,
or to make EPA carry out the provisions of the saper-
fund Iaw.

Once again conservatives led the fght to sirike down
the victim-compensation provision as they had dome
in 1980, Despite labor’s opposiion, the House by a
narrow 208-200 vote on Aug. 9 approved an amend-
ment by conservative Rep. Harold Sawyer (R-Mich)
to delete the legal rights provision for toxic waste
victims.

For — Wrong.  Against — Right.

13. Promoting Democrocy Abroad

Historically, the AFL-CIO has played an important
role in the arena of international aflairs. The federa-
tion not only maintaing direct reiations with 118 counter-
part labor centers in free countries around the globe.
but is directly involved as weil o the advancement of
trade unions in the developing natons. Since 1962, the
AFL-CIO through us regional institutes has contributed
eRONMOoUS resources to unions in developing nations for
training in the leadership tec 1 basic ws
and the practical application of democracy These insti-
tutes have also been dirsctly involved, at 'ne invitation
of foreign trade unions and with the cooperation of the
national governments, in other actrviues wociuding voca-
tional training, worker educauou and consiruction of
cooperatives, medical clinics and housing

Recognizing the conmtribution 'hat “hese activities
make to the evolution of democracy ibroad. the Con-
gress in 1983 authorized creaton of the National En-
dowment for Democracy. The Eadowment 5 a fed-
eraily financed, private, non-profit srganizacon whose
various activities, such as fostering frade umons in
developing countries, are designed o promote demo-
cratic institutions. The AFL-CIO. through #s Free
Trade Union Institute (FTUD, 15 2 partcpating orga-
nization in the Endowment program [n :wablishing
the program, Congress recogrized thas sctives such
as advancing trade unions abroad are n the public
interest and therefore deserving of pusix wupport. In
fiscal year 1984, of $18 mulion appropraed for the
Endowment, $11 million went to FTU! for such pro-
grams.

In 1984, funding for the Endowment _ime under
artack in both the House and Senate During debate
on the Commerce, Justice, State appropranons bill
for FY 1985, the House voted to ciiminate 'he entire
$31.3 million appropriation for ‘he Eacows
the Senate, funding was reduced w0 300
Senate Vote No. 4). House-Senate .
agreed 1o a compromise level of $14 € m i
the conference report came back 0 e 4 use. Rep.
Richard Otinger (D-N.Y.} announied " » wig again
ry o knock out all Endowment funes o0 w ~ad dose
before. However, e never god hus wexosed | Ganse a8

procedural motion offered by Rep  Ses o D
Town} to accept the final compromise *uma.ng evel
For — Right. Agais - Wroag,

‘Not & Cloud in the Sky!°
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1. Protecting Union Political Rights

Sen. Jesse Helms (R-N.C.). whose 1984 re-clection
campaign is expected to sa a ;pendmg record of $20
million, p g attack on the
political spending nght.s of umons The Heims amend-
ment would have prohibited unions from using dues
money for sducational activities, such as voter tcg:sm-

icaid, they and their families must do without basic
medical care.

With more than ecight million persons jobless for
much of 1984, the AFL-CIO continued to push for a
program of heaith care for the unempioyed. i
debate on a tax increase bill, Sen. John Heinz (R-Pa.)
offered an amendment to make $700 miilion in federal

ilabi zot.hest:mwpmwdebeaﬁhcm

tion, get-out-the-vote drives and political
tions to umon members. He wouid have denied unions
the right to fi the cost of p I action -
tees, a right now granted under federal el law w0

grants

benefits 1o the long-term unemployed. As it did in

1983, the conservaw Hed Senate rejected this
d by a 39-57 vote on Apr. 11.

both unions and corporations. The broad reach of the
Helms amendment would have applied to both federal
and state elections. Further, despite the fact that fed-
eral clection law treats union and corporate activity
equaily, the Helms amendment would not have Hmited
in any way the right of corporations to spend their trea-
sury funds for the same activities. The obvious purpose
of the Helms amendment was to restrict the right of
unions to exercise their First-Amendment right to com-

For — Right. Against — Wrong,

3. Failure to Win Tax Relief
for Construction Workers

In 1984 the AFL-CIO backed legislation o permit
consu-ucuan workers to deduct their ordinary and

municate with their members on political issues, p
unions from cm:ouragmg their mmben to participate

p from their income taxes,
just as oxher taxpxyers already do. This tax adjustment
was under current law, the cop-

i1 the d in

dented fashion with the ng!n of states to enact their
own campaign finance rules, and destroy the neutrality
of the federal election act with regard to corporate and
union treasury spending in federal elections.

Realizing that the Helms amendment was nothing
more than an anti-union attack promoted by the Na-
tional Right to Work Committee, the Senate again re-
jecmdtheﬂekmamendmzmunhaddmemm&
But this time it was bymmhrgernm'pn
On May 22, the Senate voted 65-32 for a

straints and hnmmous on travel and business expenses
do not adequately reflect the unique circumstances in
the construction trades. As a result, many workers are
unfairly treated. Today's construction workers are fre-
quently employed on sites that are far from home.
Under current federal income tax law, traveling ex-
penses (including meals and lodging) are deductible if
they are incurred while away from home in the pursuit
of a trade or business. But such smployment must be
wmporary and expected :olmashonpenodatme
Traveli in connection with em-

by
Sem. Charles Mathiss (R-Md.} to table and thus kil
the Helms amendment. -

For tabling - Right. Against tabling - Wrong.

2. Reastoring Health Insurance
brﬂnﬂmbyod

One of the imp relief p push-
g&hy&tmcmkgdmmmmbw:h
care for the When
M&qm:ﬂyk&hﬁi&m insurance. Smee
mont jobless workers are unsbie o pay the costly prem-
iums for privawe insurknce aod are not eligible for Med-

e}mzy

incurred

pioymentmaumnadcredmbeotmdeﬁmmo:mdb
terminate duration generaily are not tax deductible. But
in the real world of construction, job-related mvei
expenses do not lend th tves to the dist
between temporary and indefinite empioyment. Thus,
there is uncertainty and inequity in Jenying these work-
ers an income tax deduction for legitimate costs asso-
ciated with their jobs.

During Senate debate on a miscellaneous tax bill,
Sen. John Meicher (D-Moat.} offered an amendment
io incorporste this long overdue ux clarification. Senste
Fisance Commirtee Chairman Sen. Robert Dole (R-
Kans. } successtully kifled the Melcher proposal, tabling
it by 2 50-31 vote on Apr. 12,

For uabling — Wrong.  Agsinst tabling — Right.

4. Fair Corporate Taxes

ﬂewmmsﬁmdmmwmﬁn
federal government has fa!iea from 25 percent in 1960
> 5.6 percent in 1983, working
famiies—have had to make op the difference. The
fargest plunge ;o big-bust 1ax contributions to the
federal government came a8 & result of the 1981 Rea-
gan tax ml, which cut the effect
tax rate m haif at a loss of $170 billion over five years.
The corporate tax system is so lopsided now that in
1984, about 90.000 curporations will pay no taxes.
“Most firms in the chemical industry, for exampie, not

only did oot pay taxes in 1983, but received $211 mil-
lion in refunds or write-offs to reduce future taxes.

To correct this gross inequity, Senators Howard
Metzenbaum (D-Ohio) and Edward Kennedy (D-
Mm) during debate on 2 mmﬂmms tax bill

d an d to imp Y i$ percent
tax on corporate profits in excess of $50.000. The
amendment was designed to restore 3 small measure
of fairness and raise $19.1 bilion over a1 five-vear
period. Despite the fact that the nanom faced 3 stag-
gering $200 billion deficit, the amendment was repected
by a 62-30 vote on a tabling mouon dv Finance Com-
mittee Chairman Robert Dole (R-Kans 3 on Ape 12,

For tabling — Wrong. Against tabing — Rught,

“Time!’
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5. Bailancing the Federui Budges

In 1981 the AFL-CIO and other scpassacns pre-
dicted that the Reagan tax cuts. ~ich e aded steep
reductions in the taxes paid by the wemaSs sy cor-
porations, would hemorrhage the foders s 5 2
cost of hundreds of billions of dollar 2 e 23 reve.
sues. By 1984 this prediction had ..eme ~2 = ‘he
nation staggered toward a $200 Wilwe Hoaems siget
deficit——more than the total xcumuaae  »wsm of
every president from George B owsoges  owugh
Jimmy Carter. As deficits mounree = 0% 10
proposed a range of 1ax reforms demges 0 g the
deficit under controi. One of Bem—s 17¢ 20 on
the individual WX cuts-—would have -+ owmoms e full
tax break for those carming $45. 000 w suw me mt
the x windfsll for the rich 10 3700 © ~foweu - s0ts in
June 1983, the Sennts rejected thus tev & <7 0w

During Senate debate this vear 2+ 2 swgsed 10

redoce the deficit, Sen. Jobn Chaffes & & ! Aered
apother labor-backed reform amendmwes:  » < somng
for three years the indexation of the sx wes - gress
enacted as part of the Reagan 'ax « » % The
Chaffee amendment would have rased 15 <o .» wer
the three-year period. mostly from e wew 3% Soos-
ing to ignore its revenue DmOaT e wrse v 3
57-38 vote on Apr. & agreed v s <. o® o wen

Robert Dole (R-Kans. ), charmas ¢ > < .- Fo
nance Committee, to table and 'hu. o - )
amendment.

For tabling - Wrong. Against s~ .



‘And Away We Gol’

Untair Higher Teiephone

As a result of the Cormunications Act of 1934 and
subsequent regulatory action by the Federal Communi-
cations Commission, the government for the last five
decades has pursued a policy of promoting reasonably
priced, universal telopbone service for all citizens. The
result of this federal policy i that 92 percem of ail
Americans now have access to the nation’s teiephone
system. This public policy was, however, jeopardized

{lowing the court-ordered breakup of American Tele-
phone & Telegraph, which precipitated an anti-
consumer regulatory ruling by the FCC, now under the
conservative i of Reagan appoi The FCC
proposed to allow a flat chirge on residential and small
business phone users for the right of access to long-
distance service whether they use such service or not.
The fee originally was to go into effect in April of
1984, starting at $2 per month for residential customers
and rising yearly until 1990,

The AFL-CIO strongly opposed the access fee. La-
hor charged that the fee, when combined with increases
in focal rates. coukd raise local phone bills by as much
15 100 percent. undermining the principle of universal
:elephone service. The AFL-CIO also pointed out the
unfairness of a proposal which would penalize the 17
percent of all telephone customers who make no long-
distance calls.

Costs

6.

In the Senate the key vote came on a bill sponsored
by Sen. Robert Packwood (R-Ore.) that would have
:emporaniy banned FCC imposition of the access fee.
Twe bill also included an important pension rights plan
‘hat would allow employees of the new telephone
:ompanies crested under divestture to transfer their
sension nghts to their new empioyers. However. one
Jav before the vote, the FCC announced that it was
posiponing implementation unul at least June of 1985,
The FCC counter-move clearly undercut Packwood's
effort as the Senate, by a 44-40 vote on Jan. 26, agreed
10 a motion by Sen. Barry Goldwater (R-Ariz.) to
:able consideration of the Packwood bill. (The pension
srotection provision was later included in an unrelated
rax bill which was signed into law.)

For tabling — Wrong.  Against tabling — Right.

‘It’s Bottomed Out——It Says Here!’

7. Restoring a Clvil Rights Law

The AFL-CIO and the Lesderships Conference on
Civil Rights abmost mmedistely countered with legisis-
tion to reverse Grove City. It wouid restore tw four key
civil rights statutes the broad scope and coverage that
was originally intended by Congress and enforced by
the federal government for the last 20 vears. While the
sill sasily passed the House with sirong by partisan sup-
port, Senate Republicans biocked action. The chief op-
ponent was Labor Committes Chairman Orrin Haich
{R-Utah’, who bottled up the labor-backed bill in his
committee. A last-ditch attempt by Sen. Robert Byrd
(D-W.Va.) to add the Grove City repealer bill 10 an
anrelated continuing appropriations bill failed in the
waning hours of the 98th Congress. When it was clear
tba:ogpoumtswouidbesmce&sfujinhﬁing&ecivﬁ
rights measure, the bill’s original cosponsor Sen. Robert
Packwood (R-Orve.} moved to table his own amend-
ment as a means to secure a recorded vote on the issue.
His amendment was tabled by a 33-45 vote on Oct. 2.

For tabling — Wrong. Against tabling — Right.
2

8. Increasing Senior Cltizen
Health Care Costs—I

No sooner had the Senate rejected the revenue-rais-
ing curb on indexing (see Senate vote #4), than it
voted for an wncrease in Medicare costs for the eiderly
as a way to reduce the federal budget deficit. At present
senjor citizens and disabled Medicare beneficiaries
spend an average of 20 percent of their limited incomes
on medical care. The tax bill reported by the Senate
Finance Committee would have compounded this finan-
cial burden by increasing the Part B Medicare prem-
ium and by raising the Medicare deductibie. Part B is a
medical insurance program that pays up t© 80 percenmt
of the reasonable charges for a range of eideriy health
care services. including doctor and outpatient hospital
care, outpatient physical therapy and home bealth care.
The AFL-CIO charged that if medical care costs con-
tinued to rise at the present pace, which is greater than
the inflation rate in the rest of the economy, monthly
medicare premiums would also increase at rates far
exceeding the annual cost-of-living adjustments for so-
cial security benefits. It was further estimated that if the
Finance Committee bill passed, premium increases by
1990 couid consume 30 percent of this annual cost-of-
living increase.

During debate on the tax increase package, Sen. Ed-
ward M. Kennedy (D-Mass.) offered an amendment to
eliminate the increase in the Part B premium. The con-
servative iled Senate, b , rejected the Ken-
nedy amendment and thersby voted for the Medicare
increases when it agreed by a 58-36 vote to a tabling
motion by Sen. Robert Dole (R-Kans. J.

For tabling — Wrong.  Against tabling — Right.

9. increasing Senior CHizen
Health Care Costs—il
After the defsat of the Kennedy Medicare amend-

ment, Sen. Max Baucus (D-Mont.) countered with an
designed 1w rsstore $588 million of the

I carty 1984 the U.S. Sup Court handed down
& regremive ruling that andermined federal civil rights
law, overturning a lower court decision which bad
found sex discrimination at Grove City College in
Pennsyivania. The court’s conservative majority nar-
rowly wed the provisi of Title IX of the
Educatica Amendmens of 1972 which barred sex
focational “program of activity
* Although Grove

iad :

m amy

iving federal fnancial
City College is 2 recipient of federad &
the court majority defined Title IX's “program or
actvity” language so narrowly as 1o reach osly the
schooi’s student financial aid program, rather than the
entire school as the jower court had heid. The resuit of
the decision was to ine the federal law’s com-
prebemsive probhibition against sex discrimination o
education. Not surprisingly, in keeping with the Reagan
Administration’s sbysmal civil rights record. the Assis-
tant Attorney Genersd for Civil Rights stated publicly
that he would seek to broaden the reach of the Grove
City ruling bry applying it to other civil rights laws.

otal $9 hillion in Medicare cuts proposed by the Senste
Finance £ i The B d wouid
in the Med

“Veiees? | Don’t Hear Any Voices!’

Part B deductible and reduced the Part B premuum -
creases in 1987 so that premium hikes would not ex-
ceed the rate of inflation. It would have also provided
for closer monitoring of physician behavior under the

physicias fee freezr so that Medicare bene.

ficiaries could be protected from unfar cost shifting
during the two-year freeze. During debate. Sen. Baucus
potnted out that of the $9 bulion 1o Medicare cosws.
senior citizens were required to contribute 33.7 billion
in higher medical fees while physicians and hospitals
were ondy requred o make up 329 hibon through
reduced fees. Once again the fscal conservauves urned
their backs on senior citizens and voted down the Bau-
cus amendment by a 50-44 vote on Mav 17

For — Right. Against — Wrong,

10. Working Women—Child Day
Care Services

With working women and singie-parent households
comprising an ever-larger proportion of the US, labor
force, one of their most pressing needs s for affordabie
ant adequate child day care services. In the absence of
a comprehensive child day care program. many women
have already had to abandon their jobs ind turn to wel~
fare. For others, turning their chidren :nwo “lawchkey
kids™ is the only alternauve. The AFL-CTO has long
been on record in support of federal asswance 10 estabe
tish programs providing infant care. kindergarten and
after-schoot child day care services at :/fordable rates.

During Senate debate on iegisianon deegned to up-
grade mathematics and science equcation @ -he nation’s
schools, Sen. Don Riegle (D-Mich 1 deoret an amend-

‘Is He Really Necessary™

ment to provide $15 million n et smwaws wer the
next three years to establish after <hosw e are pro-
grams using existing school faciizies  Luleeagh o umilar
bill had been unanimously passed > e 4 ww. Senate
conservatives voted 51-42 i suppow 4 . mooon DY

o LR sesewdomeni.
®ght

Sen. Howard Baker (R-Tean -
For tabling — Wrong, Aga:ns srewg

11. Promoting Democrucy Alwessd

In 1983 Congress authorized e . remw # ‘he Na-
tional Endowment for Democracy + i sy Smasced.
private profit organizaton »hom wereities,
such as fostering trade umony o ewrtweng  OWSLIICS.

have d the proposed i

‘Please—You're Blocking the Door!’

are gned 0 p the svomsemon ¥ SWCTELC
institytions abrosd. The AFL.CW) ey o Free
Trade Union Insti 5 a par i
the Endowment program.

When the 1985 funding authovumms s S Eadow-
ment hed Congr it - e it
ek in the House where the cooee 33t silen sppeo-
priation was deleted. (See Houss =em #13 ) In e
Senate several sttempty were mads w b S Baiow-
ment’s funds. While more drastc smewiases & sl
nate ail funding were rejected. Sem Wowms Raduas
(R-N.H.) socceeded in reducing S epeeyetamies Y
$10 million to a level of 521 mnien e assmimecni
was adopted by a 62-30 vote on jeme (8 Meese-Sensts
wnfcmhwayeedmmmmnut!d*
lion for the Endowment.

Fot— Wrong. Against — Rugse




