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A three-pronged attack of grassroots action backed up by
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Action C i con-
i districts, a ive direct-mail program and on-
the-site lobbying in C b wlaaboutsmwvicmfy,
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MerCayMHﬁkMsmme
mmmzmbmgmmmmawmw.
?zywmiammm&aﬁdcmbs&eddmmpar
tiaiiymdénssemrﬁ,m&eddombiﬂpmpmﬁim
Himited tax on health care coverage slong with workers”

ion and ployment benefits, However, state
andioaiuxdedum‘bﬂitywass:ﬁ!mkd,

Todcfeszmbmeﬁtsmx,fzbor‘smmlobbymg
pressure intensified with a carefully targeted diroct-mail pro-
gram aimed at key members of the tax-writing House Ways
& Means Committee, A flood of postcards and letters inun-
dated their offices, while back-home face-to-face meetings
took place. A “sense-of-the-House™ resolution opposing the
benefits tax was then introduced 10 give House members the
c&ammmndupandbccomted&sogmmsofﬁxbesu

Judiciary C laborundeﬂookauoﬂwrmmos
lobbying blitz The result: an embarrassing defeat for the
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this Republican-controlled forum.
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- Another win came when labor detoured 4 conservative.
backed bill to overturn 2 pro-labor deci by the Sup
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The maost contentious issue Congress faced in 1985 was
on the federal budget deficit. In 1985, federsl red ink for
the year built up to more than $220 billion—the result of
Reagan fiscal policies hatched in 1981 when Congress ac-
e:p:edAdnﬁnisntﬁmpropmdsfordmsﬁcuxcucformc
ﬁehmdemporzﬁomeoupiedwidubi;spendingbomio:
national defe While the President’s ber one priority
it 1985 was his so-called tax simplification proposal, his
uxbilldidnmsimplifymeeodemnisemyfedaxlmv—
enmﬂismxpmpou!whid&wwbcmuszswem!
ﬁnm,wsmfoﬂowedbytbudgab!mmtmcommnd-
m,mbmhnbndgamwﬂmmﬁnekepnbm
oeumltedSmmhaMThixmthemefmcmgmm~
algfidiockbetwmtheScmwmdlthamcmﬁc-ommﬂed
House over how and where 1o cut the budget, and by year's
eﬂdiﬁcécﬁd:pm&immmthanwhmthemrbe-
gan. With the House and Senate at odds and the White
House stubbornly fusing to ider & tax i Sena-
tors Gramm, Rudman and Hollings proposed a statutory

budget plan forcing steep budget reductions in
1986 and fmymmﬁawaww&mkm
by 1991 This plao brought cven more ious debate
and division within the 3

On trade, an explosion of pent-up back-home pressure
fm%&mwwmmmmwmgzniaw
makers retumned from the August recess after listening 1o
Wwwmmp@m&&ﬁm&mﬂé&
pressed communities. A labor-backed bill to limit wxtile
imp was overwhelmingly app by the House and
SmamABmtbcvmmgimmmgwdmngbwﬁop
a Presidential veto. Other labor-backed bills to modernize
U.S. trade law still remain for 1986,

Amimmmmdimmmmremﬁedw
civil rights, the environment, aid to
Jjobless workers and the poor—is desailed in the descriptions
of the key votes contaiped inside. They are, however, only a

Court and thus free state and local governments from the
overtime pay requirements of the federal minimum wage
taw. The repealer bill was sidetracked when the AFL-CIO
and its affiliated unions, working in tandern with state and

efits tax by signing on as s of the lution. The
strategy behind the resolution was to get & House majority
s cosponsors and thereby show commitice members that 2
tax bill with the benefits tax included would face rough
stedding on the House floor.

By the time the Ways & Means Committee began its

icipal lobbyists, fashi a compromise later
signed into law which left the underdying court decision in-
tact.
Labor’s biggest setback came, surprisingly, when the usual
ipartisan, anti-worker conservative coalition teamed up
with new nﬂm to first qripq!g/'arxg then kﬁl'z plant closing

hot of the hroad public interest agends of the AFL-
CIO—the People's Lobby.

How Congress voled on these isues is of pocketbook
importance to any umion member's family, job, wnion and
country as decision time nears in this year's clection. We
urge all union members to use this record accordingly,

For 1986 on Capitol Hill, much unfinished business re-
mains on the congressional agenda. For labor, the success of
lobbying in Washington depends upon the extent to which
local union members are involved directly in the legistative
process. In the final analysis—as the record shows—you are
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1. Plant Closing Protections for
Workers, Communities |
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To stop the bill, t groups unleashed a lobbyi
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193 vote, on Nov. l4,thcﬂomeapprovedthew
amendment.

For—Wrong  Agsinst—Right

2. Plant Closing Protections for
Workers, Communities I
The finsl plant closing bill would still have provided as-
i to displaced work bysimp!ygivi:gthemmm‘
cient notification to allow them time © adjust and to find
new jobs. Studies had shown that advance notice reduces
the period of a worker’s joyment, thus reducing the
cost to taxpayers of unemployment insurance and other
fer pa ts. Ci ities also gain time to prepare
for the ripple effects of a mass layoff. Advance notice can
Mso result in adjustments by workers and communitics
which make a layoff unnecessary. Thus, at 1o Cost to em-
ployers and with significant savings to taxpayers, the plant
closing bill was an importent step in providing the human
decency that American workers deserve, while preserving
the right of employers to make y busi decisi
Diespite the cnormous hardship and trsuma inflicted on
workers, their families and their communities because of no-
notice plant closings, the House by a 203-208 vote, on Nov.

5
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The flood of post cords sent by union members to
Capitol Hill helped defeat the employee benefits
tax in the House. :

4. Union Members’ Political
Rights
In receot years, the Supreme Court has hasded down rul-
ings stemming from suits filed by the anti-upion National
Right to Work Committee which severcly limited the ex-
penditurc of union dues for certain activities. These activities

2%, tarned its back on America’s workers and d the
plant closing bill.

For—-Right Against— Wroog

3. Saving U.S. Textile and
Apparel Jobs
Public outery over record-ievel US. wade deficits and the
makmmm‘mmmmmmm&m
the political center-stage in 1985. Congress responded by
mmmkﬁmmwiw%wmmyw
nattered by the food tide o{ low-wage imports-~the extile

fuded o and vital fi as lobbying, po-
litical action, judicial redress and even organizing.

In the 99th Congress, conservative Republicans tried to
expand the scope of these Supreme Court decisions. During
House consideration of s Treasury and Postal appropriations
bill, Rep. Thomas Bliley (R-Va.) offercd an amendment 10
force the Federal Elections Commission (FEC) to imple-
mmmmmmmwmmm“naw
the statatory authority 1 interpret labor law decisions ren-
dered under the Railway Labor Act or a state collective

gai faw or to & ine what & union may of may
a«éowithregaﬁ%em&mdl{)mikgiskﬁveaMpoﬁﬁw
acﬁvi:k&?mmﬂefum{beﬁcmagzwdm;w:»
sl motion by Rep. Edward Roybal {D-Calif} which side-

ked the d bei The B 1

and apparel industry. Despite trade agr _neg! d in
1974 to provide for orderly growth, textile imporis have
skyrocketed from 12 percent i the early 1970s to nearly 43
pescent of the US. market by 1985, As a result, 300,000
jobs have disappeared since 1980, The textile share of the
averall record-shattering $150 bitlion 1984 1.5, trade deficit
was $16.2 billion or 13 percent of the total.

To better regulate textile imports, the AFL-CIO backed
fegislation to enforce the trade treaties originaily negotiated
in 1974, Limits on the rate of increase in exports 1o this
nation would be blished with given 1o
smaller, sconomically developing nations. Contrary 1o claims
by irnps that US. would face higher prices,
oxhibits before Congress showed that mer’s, women’s and
children’s garments Cost no more when made in the US.
The bill, which had strong bipartisan congressional support,
was approved by the House by a 255-161 vote on Dec. 3

Despite this wide margin of support, President Reagan ve-

roed the bill.

For—Right Against—Wrong

as being i
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5. Pay Equity for Women

Equal psy for work of comparable value is 2 major issue
for the American lsbor movement. In recent years, labor’s
concern for pay equity has evid -ed tself in legislative and
judidﬂcﬁommmﬁu:wmwmkmmmm
victims of wage discrimination caused by pay classification
plans which fail to P hem ad ely for their

gaps. Pay reductions in p inanty male pati
mspedﬁuﬂypmhiﬁwd.liyammzmmoa.&
the House passed this labor-backed bill.
For—Right Against—Wrong

6. Preserving Maritime Ships
and Jobs

Byl%SmeU,S.mﬁﬁmeﬂeahadbemmeareﬁco{
formidable force that had played such & key role
. The merchant fleet, which bad
ranked second among global maritime powers in 1950, slid
to a dismal 14th position by 1985, During these decades of
ntdea.ﬁmmndsofu.&jobtinmk'n;udshipm»
gnuﬁmvmwmbwmwmofmm
jence.” The incressingly heavy reliance on foreign flag ves-
significantly
by jeopardizing def sea-lift capabilities
mrytobockstopchenaﬁon’sgiobdmnwm.

In 1985 one of the few laws designed to assure a strong
meschant marine—the 1954 Cargo Preference Act—became
the target of agricultural exporters in the 99th Congress.
Secking to maximize profits at the expense of American
maritime workers, the agricultural lobby sought io destroy
this law, which requires that 2 minimum of S0 percent of
all exports generated by federal programs, such as the
“Food for Peace” foreign aid program, be carried on us.
ships. During Housc debate on farm tegistation, farm state
conservatives lod by Rep. Glenn English € D-Okla.} offered
an amendment to exempt agricuitural export credit pro-
grams from the cargo preference requirements, By a 179-
345 vote, the House, on Oct 3 rejecied the English
amendment.

For--Wrong

Against—Right

7. Rescuing o Raoilroad
and Railroad Jobs

In 1970, when Congress established Amtrak to be 2
2o T ional railroad p system, it rec-
ognized that & balanced transportation system was a critical
national need—vital to d of 1
and national defense. Amurak now provides an mmpor-
tant ive 10 d high and ai can car-
£y more people more efficiently in all kinds of weather than
any other mode of travel, and lessens America’s dependence
on the ies of the i i oii market. Today the
Amtrak system carries some 40 million passengers
throughout 44 states.

The 1985 R budget, b proposed o climi
nate completely all Amtrak subsidies. The efimination ol
this subsidy would have cost more than 25000 raileoad
workers their jobs and wiped out intercity rail passenger
service in the United States, with » particularly harsh im-
pact in northeastern states. The layoffis would have
carried a federal government price tag of up to $2.1 bitlion
severance pay—-while the government would have taken an
additional $5.2 billion financial loss in the sale or scrapping
of Amtrak equipment. The House Public Works Com-
mittee rejecied Reagan’s proposal to destroy Amirak and

i q

level of skills, In the House the AFL-CIO backed legh

by Rep. Mary Rosc Oakar (D-Chio) to advance
the cause of pay equity for women at the federal tevel by
providing for an ind dent study to determine whether
the federal government salary structure undervaiued jobs
that are filled primarily by women. f & determination were
made that pay discrimination existed, the Oakar bill re-
quired development of legistative proposals 1o close the pay

countered with a modest budget cutback of $13.5 million.
However, during House debate on 1 tansportation appro-
priations bilt Rep. Bill Richardson (I-NM) offered an
amendment to farther cut Amtak funding. By 2 173~
245 vote on Scpt. 11, the House rejected the Richardson
amendment.

For—Wrong Against—Right
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Dan Rostenkowski (D-HL), choirman of the tax-writing House Ways & Means Committes confronts

petitions ond post cards supporting tax justice.

8. Sanitation for Farm Workers

wﬁhhmm:‘linryfmdingincrmmbacktohmm
the US. government in 1985 in the form of the highest
budget deficit—S$200 billion—in U.S. history. This dubious

In3973,hmworkmﬁledmﬁmfmmebmofu'

bor's Occupational Health & Safety Administrati {OSHA)
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posure to heat, § p acvess to
decent sanitation facilities Despite a 1975 US. District
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Court ruling in favor of the farm

4 budget deficit that exceeded the total ac-
aunulueddeﬁduofmry?midmt&omﬁwtgewm
ton to Jimmy Carter—continued to tske its toll on the

s § ional itiveness, as the huge budget
overvalued dollar that
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OSHAeom’nuawrdmeto, gate o that
ingwimiofwmiminlheﬁeumeSHA’smn—
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cligible for federal farm subsidies. Despite findings—

e

! through many deep pro-
gram cuts, the deficit crisis d b the Presid
wmmmmmwmd&mm

uwinmeyu:,wbeuthes«smtchdmcmﬁderubﬂl
wmmmsacmmmnumm
took advantage of a growing congressionsl concern over
i deficits to ram th h & bal d

in South Africa
Since 1958, the AFL-CIO has repestedly expressed its
age in C i ional forums and elsewhere

miaufmmsamﬁummsma&iawmm
that government to move toward reform and eventual elim-
ination of wl. In the House, labor backed a bill in-
troduced by Rep. Bill Gray (D-Pa) which would have im-
distely b d any new ial bank loans to South
Afﬁmmbanaedthenkof&smmmpumm&emm
African government. Two other sanctions—preventing U.S.

panies from expanding their operations or king new
investments in South Africs and prohibiting U.S, citizens
from buying South ¥ i
WﬁbephascdiaiitheSomhAﬁﬁungo%mm:did

15. Environmental Protection for
Workers and Their Families i

In 1980, Cong 4 that abandoned toxic wast
dumps are a major environmental and heaith hazard. In re
sponse, Congress created a “Superfund™a $1.6 billios
five-year cleanup plan to be administered by the Environ
mental Protection Agency (EPA) in cooperation with af
fected states and local jurisdictions. However, under the
Reagan Administration, the Superfund clesnup plan stowec
to a crawi as a major dal over mi '
in i ignations within- the Resgan-appoi
hierarchy,

The AFL-CIO strongly supported the Superfund reau-

izati Icﬁshﬁou&uwubmxgmmtbeﬂomﬂom
kaingwithomdﬁminmeenﬁronmmwmmmky

d EP#

labor felt the legistati made great imp in both
cursent law and the Senn vemiono(thebm,mpeu’xnyin
the areas of adeq funding, datory ch p schedul
andmadards,eommmﬁ(yrigbt—cwknow,mdaublkhmmt
of & new training function for on-site ol up kers. One
b ting of the original 1980 legislation which labor

xndmv&onmwmhaveuiedm‘medymmc
failure to include a victims' p ion progr A study
wmmis?onedbythc«iﬁndlmdancphwfmm
leplmediunvﬁhbieinmeoummvicﬁmsoﬂoxic
mmwmﬂmﬂwmm
on & five-year $10 billion uthorization of the S fund

uayieiding ugh budget
Wmmmhmmmmmw

puwdcvenbyOSHAqmdnemthe,"' g
omdiﬁmn,ﬁddkb«mmﬁahighmtucﬁnfecﬁmm-
ler d was rejected

ing and the military budget as & way to erase the
deficit by fiscal year 1990, The so-called Gramm-Rudman-

sitic and toxic diseases, the Mil
by & 199-227 vote on Oct. 8.
For—Right Against—Wrong

9. Battle for the ‘86 Budget
Resolution |

Asinpteviomycun,mebauleo{thefhalyarl%é
Msmwmiﬂwtﬂugf&bcmmﬂwbcmmﬁv
controlied House and the R i Senate.
With Senste Republicans bowing to President Reagan’s
demands to slash federal ding drastically, climi;
many popular d ic progr and cut social security
benefits, the House countered with 3 more rational budget-
reduction plan 1o reduce spending by some $56 billion
while still p ing most p including social securi-
ty. Rather than eliminate 13 federal programs as the Senste
proposed, the House would phase out only revenue sharing,
On budget cuts, the House slternative was & more balanced

scores of federal programs.
Rndnumﬂoﬂing;mendmmtinmeﬂmmwmme

fi on the legislation to which it had
been bill 1o the public debt—gained
final approval from the House, 271-154, on Dec, {1,
For—Wrong Against—Right

i
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12. Restoring Fair Corporate
Taxes

Theéomonmshxmafmmnswopcmmihefedud
government has fallen steadily from 25 percent in 1960 to

program, Rep. Bamey Frank (D-Mass.) offered a labor.
b‘ckedlmcndmcmtoallowvinimamminfedemm
those ponsibh dumping toxic wastes. By a
lﬁZ—%lmmDec,lO,Lhcmm&mmrcjmed,
For—Right Against—Wrong

16. Environmental Protection for
Workers and Their Families II

A second controversy ding the Superfund legisl
wncwnadhowﬁmdimwouldbepmvidedtoﬁnmme
multi-billion dollar clesnup effort. The House Ways &
Means Ci ittee had app i a funding fo fa which
indwadncmnbimﬁonofmonpoamgmﬂm-
enue fuadingmdnvﬂu&sddeduximpowdcm all many-
facmredgood&’!'biscxdschxm!dbclcﬁedm(heu!c
of all manufactured goods at each stage of production, with
amaeditpmvidedfortbm!uamiomlypuidbymhcr

fs early in the production chain.

around 8.5 percent by 1985, As a result individus! o8t
ly working families—have been forced through higher tax
rates to make up the difference. The deepest plunge in tax

ibutions to the federal government came as a result of

approach which froze ding for most g pro-
grams—including the def budget for whick the Senate
would have actually allowed a significant increase.

When the Democratic budget alternative came to the
House floor, conservative Republicans led by Rep. Dietbert
Latta (R-Ohio) offered a substitute bill that would have in-
creased the Pentagon budget by $42 billion over the next
three years, frozen federal workors' pay, eliminated severai
federal domestic programs and cut several others like social
security. By a lopsided 102-329 vote on May 23 the House
rejected the Latta substitute,

For—Wrong Agsinst—Right

10. Battle for the ‘86 Budget

Resolution I

Following the rejection of the Latta substitute and other
substitute bills, the House sdopted the D ic alt
tivebndge@bytﬁ&i?ﬁmmMayB.As:mttef
this action the House was able 1o position itself in confer-
mmtﬁe}mdgexbm!omodm:etbedmﬁcfed«ﬂpm
gram reductions contained in the Senate bill, prevent the
limination of 12 b i progr killed by the
Senate, and retain cost-of-living adjustments for social secur-

beneficiaries,

ity

For—Right

11, Gramm-Rudman Budget
Amendment

quyeamo!bankngxﬂumhwganrypoéida,of
steep tax cuts for the weslthy and corporations combined

Against—Wrong

the 1981 Reagan wux bill that ot corporate laxes by $170
billion over five years. In 1984, nearly 90,000 corporations
paid 0o taxes at all. In fact, many corporations carning bil-
lions of dollars in profits in 1984 pot onty paid no taxes,
but received hundreds of miflions of dolars in handouts or
in future write-offs from the federal government,

During floor deliberations on the federal budger bill to set
spending and revenue-naising targets for fiscal 1986, Rep.
Mary Rose Oskar (D-Ohio) offered 2 sease-ol-the-House
resolution calling on the tax-writing Ways & Means Com-
mittee 1o report out legishati imposing a mini Orpor-
aie 1ax. Her proposal was designed to force the committes
to raise $25 billion annually in revenues to be used to cot
trxes for individuals or to reduce the record-evel federal
budget deficit. By s 142-283 vote the House, on May 23,

For—Right Againat—Wrong

13. Jobs for Youth—A CCC Model

With youth unem: Wﬁgﬂmﬂy?ﬁpemt.

/ ployment
_Pmadmt Reagan in 1984 pocketvet legish to put

line was that the tax would
ers. As such, the value-added tax was nothing more than 2
regressive national sales tax which, uniike the federal in-
come iax system, would impose 2 levy on all consumers
regardless of their ability to pay.

During floor consideration of the bitl, the AFL-CIC
backed an alternative offered by Rep. Thomas Downey (D-
N.Y) which would strike the value-added tax and replace it
with 2 provision to raise an equal amount of money
through an increase in taxes on polluters responsible for 1ox-
ic waste dump sites. By a 220-206 vote on Dec. 10,
House approved the Downey amendment,

For—Right Against— Wreong

17. Guuréiné Food Stamps
for the Poor

A major suppl 1 benefit prog to help feed the
families of long-term jobless workers is the federal food
stamp program. Today some 95 percemt of re-
cipients live below the poverty line while half the food
stamp b faries are poor child, Long a target of con-
mﬁva,ﬁzmxmhsbmmtbymﬂbﬁi&on
ﬁmlm,mwﬁegb&mﬁimbmhfmmmaf
beneficiaries while th i3 more have lost benefits alto-

jobless youth back to work on government-sponsored con-
servation projects. In 1985 the Democratic-controlled House
resurrected the legislation, which was modeled sfter the suc-
cessful Depression-era Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC).
T&Hmtiﬂauﬁaodmdamode?Smﬁﬁm(mm
years. By a narrow 193191 vote, on July 11, the House
mmm!a@h&m.m&mu:m&rhutak@nmw
tion on the bill,

For—Right Against—Wrong

gether, In 1985 the House Agriculture Committee reported
&n omnibus farm bill which included $1 billion more in

House conservatives led by

d with an d fo cut $550 million ove
four years. By a 171-238 vote the House rejected the
amendment on Oct. 7.

Against—Right

For—Wrong
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1. Saving U.S. Textile and
Apparel Jobs

Mw&mymvs,mwmﬁ:m&emﬁe
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$150 billion !%SU,&MW:mﬂé.Zbiﬂiwmn
of the totsl. To restore order to the textile import
market, the AFL-CIO backed legislation
tile trade treaty originally negotisted in 1974. Limits on the
nwdinumhumm&kmmm
lished with advantages given to small y
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vefore Congr howed that men’s, ’s, anud dren's
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which had strong biparti gressional support, Was ap-
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Reagan vetoed the bill.
For—Right Against—Wrong

2. Protecting Fair Wages
for Construction Workers
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paying wages too low to atnct competent
maflsmmDuﬁn‘lQSSdebﬂeonndeszLamhoﬁ-
2ation bill, Sen. Edward Kennedy {D-Muss.} offered an
amendment to delete from the bill & committee-approved
provision sponsored by Sen. Phit Gramm (R-Tex.) to ex-
empt military construction projects from the fair-wage
mndardsof‘hci)wis-Bwonhw.By;ﬁe49-49vo(zm
June 4, the Republi dled Sensie rejecied the
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3. Preserving Maritime Ships
and Jobs

By 1985 the U.S. maritime fleet had become 2 relic of
the once-formidable force that played such 2 key role in
winning World War 11 The US. merchant fleet which bad
ranked second among global maritime powers in 1950, shid
(6 a dismal 14th position by 1985. During these decades of
neglect, thousands of US. merchant maring jobs in seafaring
and ship construction were 105t to low-wage foreign “fags
of convenience.” Further, the jncreasingly beavy reliance on
forcign flug vessels for shipment of U.8. exports contributed
signifwantly to the record-level U.S. trade deficit. The ab-
seace of & cohesive U.S. maritime policy has been the chiefl
culprit in the decline of owr merchant maripe, which in turn

ses a serious threat o US. security by jeopardizing de-
fense sea-lift capabilitics necessary to backsiop the nation’s
global concerns.

w

ity spproved & 5146 vote, oo May
9, a mokion offered by Sen. Ted Stevens (R-Alaska) to table

xnd thereby kill the
For tabling—Wrong Against tabling—Right
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8. Maintaining Jobs for
the Unemployed

One of the nation’s long-standing job-creation initistives
was the i Administration  (EDA)

AFL-CIO P

established by Congress in 1965 w0 provide grants

Prags

to poor ities (0 belp them attract new business in-
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Legislative Director Ray Deniwn.hf?,uné" n
Dirscior Rudy Oswald testify ot Senate Finance
Committee hearing in opposition fo tax on em-
ployee benefits.

The 1985 Reagan budget, however, proposed to climi-

vestment or to revive failing industries in their aress. For
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nate completely all Amirak subsidies. The ¢l of
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of Amtrak equipment. During Senste debate on the
Wbiﬁ,Sm.AmSpm(R&)oﬁmedmammd-
ment to restore federsl Amtrak funding to & level of
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ment.
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5. Saving Jobless Benefits
for the Unemployed 1

With unemph ding seven percent for most of

1985 and more than 11 million workm‘ ux)cmgﬁoyed or

m:mdwwmwmm
prevented them from insting the progs H
ﬁnmlm.mAﬁm&nmmmbymwm
WDSS jon from $500 miltion to less than $260 million for
1985.

During Senate debate on the C Dept. approp

tios bill Sen. John Chafee (R-R.L) offered an amendment
that would cut s additional $160 milion. Chafet’s amend-
ment would have left only enough for the expenses needed
wphmmmmmmthnumbud
Chafee’s Republi i d d him on his amend-
ment a3 the Senate by & 39-57 vote, on Nov. 1, rejected the

* Chafee amendment.

For—Wrong Against—Right

9. Importing Foreign Workers
During Senate debate on immigration reform | istation

PP

underemployed, the AFL-CIO L efforts
to extend the federal program of suppl 1 loy
ment benefits (FSB) for six moaths. For many of the long-
est-term unemployed, this federal benefit progr i

designed 10 cusb the influx of illegal iens, Sen. Pete Wil-
son(R—Calii)o&‘crcdmtmmdmtwmahh‘shmedis-
crc}dited““ " progr Kilted by C in 1964,

able afier regular siate jobless p is exh d

this progi had perminedzheimporwﬁmoihmdmdsof

protects against eviction from homes, hunger and even the
breakup of families by providing up to 14 weeks of addi-
tional benefits. Without the extension, over 400,000 jobless
workers and their families faced 2 cut off from extended
benefits if the federal prog terminated on its expirati

date of Mar. 31, 1985, Despite the high rate of job-
i Presid L d 10 velo any exiension

Reagan
of the federal benefit program, secking instead an immediate
cut-off of benefits. During Senate debaie on the legislati

h is of foreign agricultural workers during World
War 11, but subsequently displaced US. farm and migrant
workers d Ameri king dards. Foreign
farm workers, meanwhile, were subjected to some of the
worst cases of exploitation in our nation’s history. Under
the Wilson amendment, up to 350,000 foreign  workers
could be brought into the country for up to gine months
each year for agricuitural work. These workers would not
have to bave a stateside job offcr to obtain an entry visa.

to phase out the FSB program, Sen. Arlen Specter (R-Pa)

One of the few laws designed to assure 2 slcong h
marine—the 1954 Cargo Preference Act—became the target

to provide a six-month

Their cmployers would not have to look for available do-
mestic workers before hiring imported workers, Furtber, the

UsS. g would have no role in such a program in-
: o st

- an
of the federal suppl I prog With the Presid
ising to make good on his veto threat, the Senate re-

of agri in 1985, Seeking © prof-
s a1 the expense of American workess, the agsicultural
Jobby sought to destroy this aw, which requires that s min-
imum of SO percent of all exports generated by federal pro-
grams, such as the “Food for Peace” foreign aid program.
be carried on U.S. ships. During Senate debate on farm leg~
slation, farm state conservatives sought 10 weaken existing
CRIgo | 4 Ben. Ted (R-Ajaska)
successiully detoured this assault by offering & compromise
amendment 10 cxempl government d T
agricultural expors from Curgo reference  roguirements
while requiring that 75 percent of government-donated ex-
pambecevcfedbgmp«mﬁgmﬁm&wm&»
cisions had aiready undermined application of cargo prefes-
ence requl @ o ial cargos. By a 70-30 voie
an Oct. 29 the Senste agreed to the i
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¥
jected the Specter amendment by 2 34-58 vote oo Apr. 3.
For—Right Against—Wrong

6. Saving Jobless Benefits
for the Unemployed Hi

In a second key vote on unemployment benefits, Sen.
Cart Levin (D-Mich.) tried to liberalize extended jobless ben-
efits. This program largets ag exina 13 weeks of compensa-
ebam@ﬁww«kmh&wmwﬁhmpbmm
cates i excess of 6 peroent H fmposed
only three stales 1o

on the since 1981 allowed
qualify for extended benefits as of April 1985, Levin's

For—Right Against—Wrong

4. Rescuing a Railroad
and Railroad Jobs

in 1970 when Congress established Amirak o be 2
goverament-run national railrond passenger system, it rec-
ognized that & balasced transporiation sysiem was 2 critical
national need—vital 1o ce, freedom of
and national defense. Amtrak now provides an impor-
{ant alternative 1 congested highways and airports, can car-
ry more people more efficiently in ab kinds of weather than
any other mode of travel und lessens America's dependence
on the vagarics of the international oil market. Today the
Amtrak system carries some 40 million passengers
thiroughout 44 states.

would have allowed states 1 provide these
tederally funded benefits if their \ployment rate ded
S percent instead of the 6 percent rafe contained in the
existing law. By 8 32-62 vote, on Apr. 3, the Senate killed
the Levin amendment.

For—Right

7. Stopping Postage Rate
Increases for Union Journals
Since 1972, postal rates for the publications of {it

sofar as pr ing job opp for

cruelly pits desperate foreign

workers against desp ployed in
US. fickds and on US. farms. it would aiso be used by
growers as & tool to defest furm worker organizing efforts.
ite strong labor oppositi the dk was ap-
proved by a 51-44 vore on Sept. 17
For—Wrong Against—Right

10. Seeking Fairness in
Federal Budget Programs
The right-wing assault on federst spending continued in
1985 a5 the budget bill reposted by the Republican-con-
trolledt Seaste Budget Committee slashed $56 billion in fed-
eral spending for an asray of d ic p inciodi
Bt oY ab traiot

ANSP and employ ser-
vices, governments, social security, Medicare and other pro-
grams for the clderly and disabled, food stamps, besith as-
siszanccmdpuhﬁchws&ngfmthcpoonmdmmic

op i progr were ed for igh

limination.

When this one-sided Republican budget came to the Sen-
ate fioor, several diyswcfcspcntinmc&veﬁngandmﬁ-
ing “political pwuﬁng”vommprowﬁ&cpnh&icamupfm

P
groups such as unions and churches have skyrocketed by
over 1,200 percent. By 1987, the rates will have increased
by another 1,400 percent. As a result of these moreasing
costs, more than 100 union newspapers have been forced
out of business while hundreds more have had to curtail the
frequency of their publication. This, in s, has restricted

in 1986. The key vote finally came on & substi-
tute budget bill offered by Majority Leader Robert Dole (R-
Kezn.). The Dole substitute discarded amendments that
would have restored funds to critival programs and went
back fo an austere program-slashing version. On the final
vote several Republicans still felt the cuts wers 106 deep
and joined the near-solid D in opposi




For—Wrong Against—Right

11. Gramm-Rudman Budget
Amendment

with large military funding incresses came back 1o haust
the government in 1985 in the form of the highest budget
deﬁcﬁ»-—ovcxszwwmo—mi},s history. This dubious

cumnulated deficits of every President from George Washing-
mwjmy&mmwwmﬁswﬂonme
economy’s i a5 the huge budget
dzﬁmatmptumm'wcmvﬁdeS.doﬁuww
prices U8 300&&3&1’0@&:&&2::&&

While the D d b

budget al the Rep ,‘ " .mm
mw&mkmsmimwzomptm»
the Administration yp«hd

defense spending.
Late in the year, when the Senate had o coosider s bill
mmthepubhcde&!mﬂwwﬂmﬁmm

 of . A
He is accompamad by Aﬂcfﬁo Mayor Andrew
Ywng, U.S A

pave iost much more. Lunng NOOf OCDAIE dem. mopert
Stafford {R-Vi) offered an amendment to strike the Helms
proposal. An effort by Helms to table and kill the Sufford
amendment was rejected by 2 37-59 vote oa Nov. 12,

For tabling—Wroug Against tabling—Right

18. Retaining Community Devel-
opment and Jobs Programs
Federal revenue shariog, first coacted in 1972, provides
grants to local govemnments for use on locally controlled
pmmmsbuedwbaipmmﬁmmlwfem
used in & wide variety of proj ging from pothole re-
wwmmmmwmmmw
mem&emmmhupw

aomic ities throug
out the nation, Revenue sharing has long been s target of
anmwdml%&n..lm&sm{ﬂ»

Reagan

Uhah), chairman of the Seaste Banki
fuﬁymrmmm&nammmw
ported out s 1986 bom; appropriations bill cutting
revenue sharing by $570 million. During debate on the bill,
Sen. David Durenberger (R-Minn) succemfully offered an

tives took sdvantsge of a growing
over unyickling budget deﬁmwmmww;bwaa
mmummmmwmmdmbyﬁl%!
The law will force huge cuts ily in &
mmmmmmwwbymm
Gramm (R-Tex.), Warren Rudman (R-NH) sod Ermest
Hollings (D-8.C.), the balanced budgetphnasﬁmﬁy ap~
proved by C will multi-billion dol-
larspendmgwsfmachdtﬁzmﬁnmﬁfm&
the G i Hollings d to wipe
wmd%ﬂwmmmmmﬁm
Rudman-Hollings provision came when the Senate by a 75-
24 vote passed it for the first time on Ocr 9.

For—Wrong Against—Right

12. Giving the President
Line-ltem Veto Authority
AsRagxnbudwddmtsmmldml%S !heSame

soughttohandhtmncw

the line-it vm’l'huzuthmywwld
zuowthcl’mdmtfocmywsmrmco
approved appropriations bills oo an item-by-item basis and
10 veto those individual expenditures he opposed. A vetoed
item would stand unless overridden by a two-thirds vote of
both the House and Seoate. Under curmrent law, the Presi-
dent can only veto an entire bill, he has no authority to
“red line” single provisions of it

The AFL-CIO opposed the line-item veto b it
would pnman!y affect d i f progi
undercut the ability of the ¥ legisl t h

ionagomuappropmmbvﬁsoilpendnm,andpmwkmc

Rep
mmddzwwﬁjbﬁﬁwanmwmmm
tion over three years. Among other cutbacks, & froeze was
‘,L ed on ¢ y and dary educati

aid for the i e

were also cut back, while the popular Job Corps pro-
gram—which provides job training for di ed
waothbms!s&bedbySl3bﬁhmDum}g
Smﬁwd&m&mhm%mﬂt)oﬁa&m
amendment to restore $7 billion for & range of ed

d: 0 restore this funding cut. Garn's effort to 1able
and kill the add-back amendment was defeated by & 39-57
vote oo Oct 17,

For abling—Wrong Against isbling—Right

19, Fighting Racism in

South Africa

:mmez\momwdywm

age in C inter b
mmmMm:Wmmo{
apartheid. Under this systern black South Africans—who
remmuaudy?smo&bcmmspopuhm——andwc
a strictly eaforced policy of racial di W

and job-training programs. The Chiles amendment was de~
feated by a 47-50 voie on May 9.
For—Right Against---Wrong

15. Protecting the Purchasing

Power of Social Security
Since the Republicans took control of the Senate in
1980, conservatives have led an unrelenting assault on the
social security program. In 1985 the assault on social securi-
ty came during deliberations on the federal budget bill. In
the Republican-dominated Committce, conservatives
demanded that the cost-of-living adjustment for social secur-
nyrwpmubn&mmwdﬁnromyw This would slash
benefmwtheadady——mnydwhom have only

df . l?%Dmngﬂcordebaeon!hebudgu

President waﬂaasweopmg grmtof new ¢ sion
thority by byp the < bill D
process. A bip group of sfull d
a filibuster which ped the line-item veto p L. After

three failed attempts to invoke cloture and halt the Glibus-
ter, Senate Majority Lesder Robert Dole (R-Kan) pulled
the bill from the Senate Aoor. The key cloture vote came
when the Senate by 3 57-42 vote, on July 18, fell three
votes short of the 60 votes needed to invoke cloture.

For cloture—Wrong Against cloture—Right

13. Restoring Fair Corporate
Taxes

The corporate share of tax revenues 10 opemte the federal
government has fallen steadily from 25 percent in 1960 to
around 8.5 percent by 1985, As a result, individuals—most-
Iy workiog families—have been forced, through higher tax
rates, to make up the difference. The deepest plunge in tax
contributions (o the federal government came as a resull of
the 1981 Reagan tax bill which cut corporate taxes in haif
by $170 billion over five years, In 1984, nearly 90,000 cor-
porations paid 0o taxes at all. In fact, many corporations
earning billions of dollars in profits in 1984 not only peid
no taxes, but received hundreds of millions of dollars in
handouts or in future write-offs from the federal govern-
ment,

During floor deliberations on the federal budget, senators
had a chance to stand up and be counied on the isue of
fair corporate mxes. Sen. Howard Meenbaum (D-Ohio)
offzmiwammmmmemdgabﬁ!mws i3

tax on P i in excess of

$50,000 and o use the revenues generated 1o seduce the rec-

ord-level $200 billion federal deficit. The Meuenbaum

amendment would have raised & modest $10.5 bitlion over

the next three years. However, bard-line conservatives

ied by Rtpubima Mmmy ieader Robert Dole (R-Kan)

d the when Dole’s motion :o able

and kill the M b provis
&1-37 vote on May 9.

For wbling—Wrong

Was app } by a

Against 1abling-—Right

14. Restoring Education and
Job-Training Funds

President Reagan’s five-year crusade to slash federal aid
o public schools has worsened education problems at the
very time that many siatés have sought to resolve serious
deficiencies in their educational systems. Steep federal budget
cuts have forced the canceilation of special teaching pro-
grams and tightened the squeeze on local school districts

led by Patrick Moynihan (D-N.Y.)
Mmm&emﬂwwmuym-of-hmadjm

- M) 4

the accep-
tsnee,51-47 ollmononbySu.Romeole(R-Km)w
table on May 9.

For tabling—Wrong Against tabling—Right
16. Safeguarding Health Care
for the Elderly and the Poor
The conservative assault on federal spending also d

Mdm&embwkmmpothmandma&
rights. FarmdeummmSw&A&uswtkadmbc
pamw&ariyhmnl.dmymwor he fs

mﬂdﬂm

wages and
lnl%slbeAFLaCIOuckadlemmmmposeasems
of economic sanctions on South Africa in order io pressure that
govemment {0 move toward refommdevenwai dxmmmm
of apartheid. The final conft report on |
d by Sen. Edward (D-Mass.) and Sen.
LoweﬂWezcka(R-Conn.)wwidhvepmemdaﬂnew
mvwmemmSomhAfmAby U.S. corporations and individuals,
it any baok loans to South Africa,
mmus.moymdﬁamwkersmm
Africa would have 10 adhere 10 the “Sullivan Code™ of fair
labor practices, and bunned the US. sale of South African
gold coins. However, the conference report failed
10 pass when the right-wing combine led by Sen. Jesse Helms
(RNC)mwkcdﬁnﬂzppmvdbyaﬁm On a 5741
votc.ouSept.ll a motion tw invoke cloture and thus end the
filibasster feil three botes short of the 60 votes required.
For cloture—Right Against cloture—-Wrong

20. Environmental Protection for
Workers and Their Families
In 1980 Congress recognized that abandoned toxic waste

dumps are a major environmental and hesith hazard In
response, Cougrmauwdn"Supeffund"waﬂ 6btmonﬁve-

federal health care sssistance for the elderly, disabled and
tbcpoor‘l’beﬁndbndgetbiﬂadopudbymc&:uw
slashed Mexdi programs by
SléSmeow&mmF«mmmsmun»

zens who on the average pay 15 percent or $1,800 of their .

mesger annual income for health care, $9.6 billion would
have been lopped off the Medicare program over and sbove
previous cuts of nearly $12 billion. This would transiate

" into an average benefit reduction of $700 over the next five

years for some 30 million elderly and disabled Medicare
beneficiaries.
Dmgﬂmrmmmmﬁmbmm

year p plan to be administered by the E
P i Agmcy(EPA)mcuopemummﬁuﬁ'ectedmm
and local jurisdi the Reagan Adminis-
crauou,tthupetﬁmdciunupplms&nwedwlmwlasa
dsl over d in ive resig-
nations within the R pp d EPA & hy.
Cuesh 5 of the original 1980 kegislati ‘which labor

and environmental g groups have tried to remedy was the failure
w mctude 2 victims’ compemwn program. During 1985

1 C deliberations on a ﬁvbycar

$7.5 billion i ion of the Superfund
victi d was added 1o the bzll
without dasscm The proposal would ses aside $30 million
y for a fi for areas. These arcas

crats, led by Sen. Edward Keonedy (D-Mass.}, p

restore some $4.6 billion in funding. However, mm
ment was blocked when Sen. Robert Packwood (R-Ore)
offered a motion to table and thus kill the Kennedy provi-
sion. Packwood's tabling motion was approved by a 54-44

vote on May 9.
Against tabling—Right

For mbling—Wrong
17. Guarding Food Stamps
for the Poor
A major ! I benefit to belp feed the
&m:imaibagm;obkaw@kmumcfuk:ﬁfw
stamp program. The program has long been & target of con-
wmsdv&wmwmweededinwﬁ‘mgkbyﬁbiﬁm
since 1980, Sen. Jesse Helms (RN C.) engineered a sizable
back-door cutback in the program | in 1985 through his Agri-
culture C i Helms's p quired that, io deter-
mining eligibility for food mmps, any federal assistance 1
the poor for paymg mcrgy would be counted as
This ig mwn in mn&mﬂsﬂg a
federal of 1

34
poefwha:hmadecwmaxmcpmgmmwasmzmbe
food-stamp eligibiliity.
The Hc!ms provision wcrnm have forced some 12 miflion
low-income people o lose food-stamp benefits during the
winter months. It would have hit hardest at the poorest
food-stamp recipients because they receive more encrgy assis-

would quahfy only “scientific studies showed that toxic
exposures caused health threats. From the $30 million fund, the
government would pay victims” ouzd»poaket medical expenses
only when they were not covered by other insurance. During
fioor debate on the bill Sen. William RQ{h{ﬁ.Dd}a!i&Ck:d
the victims’ aid p and this mokiest
Mthamcﬁm%a%ﬁmmm%w&sam
voted for the Roth amendment to strike the victims® assistance
derporstration program from the bill.

For—Wrong Against——Right

21. Promoting Democracy Abroad

in 1983, Cangrus authorized the creation of the Mational
E for Dn {NED)—a federally financed,
private, non-pmﬁz orgatiization open 1o public muﬂy whose
various ammm such zs fostering trade unions in developing
countries are desigl the evolution of democratic
institutions abroad. Tb: AFL»CIO which since 1982 has had
its own programs of bilateral aid 1o developing trade unions
abroad through regional institutes, isa participating organization
i the endowment progranm. During Senate debate on

providing funds for the endowment for fiscal 1986, Sen. Emest
Hotlings (D-5.C) offered an amendment to wipe out the entire
$18.4 million appropriated for NED, By 2 32-57 vote on Dec.
6, the Senate rejected the Hollings amendment.

For--Wrong Against—Right
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