Newspapers Acrossthe Nation Agree: Congress Must Address Spending

This sample of recent editorials from newspapergdand small across the country
shows that, whatever their political leanings, tiaion's editorial boards are in
unanimous agreement on three points:

1. Congress has acted irresponsibly in running up ffeldgpending and the deficit in
recent years. Piling on more spending now withowag to pay for it would be
beyond irresponsible.

2. The federal budget does not allocate money baseldeonation's priorities.
Recent growth in pork barrel projects is especialbypalling.

3. Congress should prioritize federal spending, dibghor delaying low-priority
items to offset the costs of emergency spending.

The third point is especially powerful. Members winake it--from Rep. Nancy Pelosi to
Rep. Mike Pence and Sen. Tom Coburn--win stronig@faom their local newspapers.
Those who resist get lumped in with the rest.

TheJacksonville (North Carolina) Daily New&0/26)blamesthe GOP for the run-up in

“pork”:
Perhaps, after years of complaints seeming to desapnto the ether, we should
be grateful. Complaints about how fast federal dpenhas grown under a
Republican president with Republican majoritiebath houses of Congress seem
to have gotten under the skin of a few lawmakehnsis] Senate Majority Leader
Bill Frist, according to the Washington Times, @ancirculating a memorandum
"that largely blames sharp Republican spendingeames on the war against
terrorism."...

Heritage's budget analyst Brian Riedl notes thit arthird of the higher
spending over the past five years has been spaefense. The rest has been
mostly pork.

TheCharleston Post and Couri¢l0/25)namesnames:
Sen. Coburn, who proposed diverting nearly $500aniin funds for the
Alaskan bridges to repair and upgrade the Interst@tbridges over Lake
Ponchartrain near New Orleans, got a rude lesstreipower of the pork barrel
and of those who deal out the pork. Sen. Patty 8umD-Wash., the ranking
minority member of the Senate transportation appatpns subcommittee,
warned her colleagues their own pet projects wbeldt risk if they supported
Sen. Coburn. According to the Congressional Readre said, "When members
come down to the floor to vote on this amendmédy iheed to know if they
support stripping out this project, Sen. Bond aacel likely to be taking a long,
serious look at their projects to determine whethey should be preserved
during our upcoming conference negotiations." She weferring to Sen. Kit



Bond, R-Mo., the subcommittee chairman, who offeregupport to Sen.
Coburn.

Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, chairman of the S&@mtemerce Committee that
approved the proposed Alaskan bridges, angrilyrattfd the "bridge to nowhere"
as essential to the economic growth of the smatkdn community it will serve.
But his defense only served to highlight Sen. Colsuypoint that 1-10 serves a
vastly greater number of commuters, tourists amdroercial traffic in the New
Orleans region. Nevertheless, the Coburn amendnsii$86-13 and 82-15.
Sens. Jim DeMint and Lindsey Graham, South Card®iepublicans, and Sen.
John McCain, R-Ariz., were among the small numberemators who supported
Sen. Coburn in refusing to pay homage to the parkeh

The Sarasota (FloridaHerald-Tribune(10/24)argueshat Congress needs to do much
more than put off a pay raise:
...Congress could look closer to home -- literallard sniff out the pork that
many lawmakers arranged to bring to their homeidistvia the recently passed
transportation and homeland-security spending ppeka

Even The Wall Street Journal editorial page, nolyrealdependable ally of the
self-described fiscal conservatives on the Hilk balled for a full-scale pork
hunt.

But don't expect members of Congress to graciagisky up their pet projects for
the good of the country. An example of what maynbgtore was the bitter battle
in the Senate last Thursday over an amendmenptbpbsed to redirect funding
for two Alaska bridges to an interstate bridge ewNOrleans that was severely
damaged by Katrina. Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaskacifausly defended the $500
million worth of bridges -- one of which would cagut the mainland to an island
inhabited by 70 people, and the other humbly natesh Young's Way" in
honor of its champion in the House. And in the #relSenate, in an 82-15 vote,
refused to shift the money.

TheBaltimore Sur(10/24)wondersif Congress has abandoned common sense on
spending issues:
Some uncommonly practical suggestions emerged shilgton last week to
cushion the blow of Katrina-related spending onrtagon's already deeply in-
debt government.

Of course, they were quickly swatted away.

Our favorite called for transferring the $223 nailiapproved last summer to
build Alaska's much-ridiculed "bridge to nowhereause the money instead to
repair the storm-damaged twin span over Lake Panii@n - a major access
route to New Orleans. Alaskans suggested this one.



Meanwhile, tight-fisted Oklahoma Republican SemnmT©oburn tossed some
other ideas into the mix, including slicing fronethousing budget $950,000 for a
museum parking lot in Omaha, $500,000 for a scudppark in Seattle and
$200,000 for a new animal shelter in Westerly,,Ruid spending that money
instead on housing the vastly increased rankseohtimeless...

Alas, common sense does not rule in Washingtonnhalwers spend money
according to their calculations of what will beehance their chances of re-
election - a highly inefficient budgeting pract&ebest. Alaska Sen. Ted Stevens
actually threatened to resign if his bridge moneg wampered with.

USA Today10/24)writesthat Congress’s attitude toward spending leaves républic
itself...in jeopardy”:
Legislators are expected to fight to bring monethtr districts. But Congress
seems to have decided there are no limits. It fdredeecord number of projects
this year while borrowing at hazardous levels.

Eliminating all pork from the highway law would cevonly 10% of the
estimated $250 billion needed for Katrina and Retzovery efforts. But cutting
the worst excesses would be a valuable sign thetl&tors can put the national
good over their own interests...

If Congress isn't willing to postpone pet projatiat benefit only a few, can it
ever get serious about solving larger problemd) sscthe future of Social
Security and health care, that affect the natiorgémerations to come?

TheWashington Pogt10/23)has harsh wordf®r Sen. Ted Stevens’ spirited defense of
his state’s highway bill earmarks:

What's most impressive about Mr. Stevens's tantsums ability to summon up
this degree of righteous indignation -- self-righte might be more apt -- over the
alleged mistreatment of a state that benefits eaosty, and disproportionately,
from federal spending.

Leave aside for the moment the matter of whethesdhwo earmarks represent a
wise use of federal dollars. Okay, we can't Igbitthey don't. One, a partial
payment for the now infamous "Bridge to Nowheregwd link Ketchikan
(population 8,900) with its airport on Gravina slla(population 50). The other,
the magnificently named "Don Young's Way" -- hiMi. Young, Alaska's sole
House member, conveniently happens to chair timsp@tation committee --
would be a down payment on a billion-dollar briggeoss an inlet in Anchorage
to a nearly deserted port.

The Chicago Tribung10/23)wonderswhether the odds are better playing the lottery
than waiting for Republicans in Congress to gebssrabout spending:



Senate Republicans are wrestling with that agedibdtinma, eyes bigger than
their--oops, we mean our--wallets. Faced with btidgécits and the growing
cost of everything, they've vowed to cut spending.

But they're having trouble. They tried and failectut back on subsidies to rich
farmers. Sen. Tom Coburn's (R-Okla.) effort to lstasding for other people's
pet projects--like Alaska's infamous $223 milliaidige-to-nowhere--went
nowhere.

But here comes Senate Budget Committee ChairmahQuehg (R-N.H.) with a
solution. He bought $20 worth of Powerball tickésts other day and matched
five of the six numbers, winning nearly $1 milliddne more number and he
would have hit the jackpot--$340 million. So whiathie other 99 senators buy
Powerball tickets? The odds of a mega Senate paydaybe low, but at the
moment they seem higher than the odds that senaiibectually cut spending.

TheJuneau Empir€10/23)notesthat the Ketchikan bridge, along with similar pork

barrel earmarks, endangers the state’s and thergtsuhigher priority projects:
Not surprisingly, Alaska's pork-barrel hubris hasne back to haunt the state in a
public-relations fiasco as the cash-strapped féd@ergernment pours hundreds of
millions of dollars into questionable bridges. Tthecry will fade, eventually, and
Alaska probably will keep its goodies. But the stand its leaders now will have
to learn that gobbling up federal transportatiohads to build luxuries endangers
funding for more basic infrastructure needs.

Ketchikan's "bridge to nowhere" has spent the ypaat as taxpayer advocates'
national poster project for waste. The $223 millégpropriation is derided by
pundits of every political persuasion, and novhis subject of angry debate in
Congress. Even a growing number of people in Ketrhdon't understand the
fuss, because they know they don't need a bridge.

The Pittsburgh Tribune-Revie{d0/23)faultsthe Senate for keeping funding in place for

the Ketchikan bridge:
Sen. Ted Stevens, R-Alaska, has won his fightésgnve funding for a $230
million bridge that will serve 50 people on an relaalready well served by ferry
service. Sen. Tom Coburn, R-Okla., reminded tHag¢ajet or hundreds of
speedboats could be bought for each islander éosdime money. But to no avail.
A measure to redirect some of that pork to hurecaalief was soundly defeated.
Such is the sad state of the U.S. Senate. ...

TheAustin (Texas) American-Statesn{a0/22)thinks so little of Congress that it
describes Sen. Tom Coburn’s winning 13 votes taakilotorious pork project as a
“miracle”:
Oklahoma Sen. Tom Coburn, a first-term Republiciehthe unthinkable this
week -- he tried to kill some of his colleaguegkporojects. Coburn had the
temerity to suggest that hurricane relief mightiime important than a sculpture



garden in Washington state or Alaska's now-fameiaggb to nowhere, and
suggested those funds be directed to relief efféitsording to the Wall Street
Journal, $223 million will be spent so 50 indivitkiavill no longer have to take a
seven-minute ferry ride to the mainland.

Needless to say, Coburn's effort went nowhere aoldgbly made him plenty of
enemies in the Senate chamber. The first vote againhst Coburn 86-13. As the
Journal editorialized Friday, "The miracle is he §8."

TheVentura County (California) Stgfl0/22)berateshe Senate for pursuing gimmicks
while neglecting real cuts:
Forgoing a pay raise might seem the politicallyezkpnt thing to do, but federal
lawmakers need to do much more... They could weedheupork they keep
inserting in legislation, such as the $24 billiorpet projects they added to the
transportation measure signed by President Busligust.

We probably should be grateful for this small falegislators feel they are doing
for the American taxpayer.

But, as the budget bleeds red ink, as billionsspent for hurricane cleanup and
for military action in Iragq and Afghanistan, as laakers feed their constituents a
steady diet of pork projects, forgoing this slighaly raise seems more public-
relations gimmick than actual savings.

Investor’s Business Dailid0/21)finds an appalling lack of fiscal discipline in recent
votes:
Katrina is said to have brought fiscal disciplin®ifashion in the Republican
Congress, yet none of Coburn's sound ideas seely tik be enacted.

What's more, House GOP leaders have delayed @xtivmeek a vote on cutting
$50 billion in spending, with Democrats in lockstagmainst the measure and
House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi calling it "immband financially
irresponsible.”

Coburn has allies on the left. The popular DailysKxdog, for instance, called his
amendment "one of those once-in-a-decade momermewre can forge a left-
right alliance on a policy issue."

Unfortunately, it would be taking on the oldest atngest left-right coalition in
Washington: the pork-barrel alliance.

Thelas Vegas Review-Journdl0/21)wonderswhy no members of the Nevada
delegation have signed onto the Katrina no-porigse
The pledge urges House members and senators torsoppy hurricane relief
spending directly related to the impact of KatriSa.far, however, only two



senators (including John McCain) and 15 represeetat- all Republicans --
have signed.

As for the Nevada delegation, we wouldn't expect $tarry Reid or Rep.
Shelley Berkley to jump on board. But where are. Sehn Ensign and Reps. Jim
Gibbons and Jon Porter? And where are the rebeatdangressional
Republicans?

The answer might help explain why a GOP-controleshgress and White House
have overseen record spending growth.

ThelLa Crosse (Wisconsin) Tribur@0/21)pinesfor a “Ross Perot figure” to bring some
fiscal sanity to Washington:
It's surprising that there is no comparable RosetHegure now, because the
federal deficit and the rising debt seem even matef control than they did in
1992....

[F]lederal energy and transportation bills are |laaéh pork for specific areas.
Both parties do this. There does not seem to lwitecpl party that cares about
rising debt.

It's like putting government expenses on a creditiavhile we seek to limit how
much in taxes we pay. Sure, that makes sense. JW&'lburden our children and
grandchildren with crippling debt. It makes no sens

ThePittsburgh Tribune-Reviegl0/18)draws the linat “reckless congressional
bipartisan spending”:
Congressional spendthrifts must stop pork-barrehdpg innocuously called
"earmarks" that attach to other bills like parasitea host. The recent highway
bill had more than 6,000 pieces of pork -- trads gedestrians, bikes and horses,
trolley cars, parking garages and a $220 milliadde for a 50-person village in
Alaska -- costing $25 billion.

Congress also must call a halt to gross overspgridiid-ons” for entitlement
programs such as Social Security and Medicareotfigtshould be for the truly
needy.

The Chicago Daily Herald10/18)calls measures to cut pork “overdue”:
Just as it seemed that no one would apply the brakeunaway federal
spending, fiscally conservative Republicans areessfully pressuring their party
leaders to enact spending cuts of up to $50 billion

[T]he coalition suggests cutting earmarked portidotaling $24 billion, of the
recently passed federal transportation bill, incigdhe widely ridiculed "bridge

to nowhere" in Alaska. Among the coalition's equalbund ideas is to scale back
the absurdly costly Medicare prescription benéfistead of targeting Medicaid



benefits alone. As the coalition notes, the presiom benefits - which never
should have been passed in their current form Jdvoot be missed because
they're not scheduled to go into effect until ngedr. The coalition also proposes
applying a common-sense "pay-as-you-go" tax catgich any cuts would
need to be offset by revenue gains or adjustmdsesvaere.

No matter what form they take, the final cuts wibt please everyone. The fiscal
conservatives nonetheless deserve credit for fifiatting a modicum of
spending discipline that has been sorely lacking.

The Charleston (South Carolina) Post & Couri€k0/17)praisesCoburn’s efforts and
calls highway bill pork “indefensible”:
Rep. Don Young's "Bridge to Nowhere" has becom®symous with the pork-
barrel excesses of Congress and exemplifies thedaif the Republican
leadership to pay more than lip service to fiscaiservatism. The $223 million
boondoggle has achieved greater notoriety withdibastrous failure of levees in
New Orleans, which were overdue for more federppst....

It is heartening, however, that some town residguéestion the massive federal
expenditure and are circulating a petition urgimagt tmoney for the "Bridge to
Nowhere" be diverted to help pay for disaster febehe victims of Hurricane
Katrina. In doing so, they are showing the commamse and compassion that
Americans should expect from their free-spending) saif-serving
representatives.

While it favors tax hikes, per usual, even Mew York Timegl0/13)argueshat there’s

plenty of wasteful spending that Congress shoutd cu
Once again, the nation must hope that Republicastenades and Democrats in
the Senate take a stand, but not for another thigitdifference budget. There's
plenty of egregious pork protected by Congressghway and Pentagon
spending bills, like the bridge to nowhere anditioperable antimissile shield.
Dozens of comparable revenue wasters have beetifielenThe independent
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities points @ timely warning from
Congress's Medicare advisory commission that b#liwvill be wasted under the
new drug subsidy program unless Congress fixewihdfall formulas for
managed care companies.

The Chicago Tribung10/12)wonderswhether the GOP is still the party of small
government:
Conservative Republicans grew increasingly appaltate party's free-spending
ways and they pushed back. Finally, somebody i€ leadership sobered up
and realized that this years-long party is over....

Here's where it gets hard. Mastering the law oés@n't enough. Hastert is
getting heat in the House. Members on the rightesisting cuts in defense
spending and those on the left are resisting outi®mestic spending.



Senate Republicans are resisting Hastert's cedidpen the budget. They, too,
insist they are scouring the budget for additiaaadings, but last week's
acrimonious debate over farm subsidies sure serwtbng message....

Remember when the Republicans used to say theythearty of smaller
government and sounded like they meant it? It's fion them to deliver.

The (Riverside, CAPress Enterpris¢10/12)celebratefRep. Tom DelLay’s ouster from
GOP leadership in the hope that it may return Rigautis to fiscal sanity:
... those who have tired of watching a conservatregdlution” morph into a
complacent, spend-happy majority have reason te fmpsaner days ahead.

DelLay was House majority whip from 1994 until Jayu2003, when he became
majority leader. Before resigning that post Se@t.le presided over a years-long
spending spree that would redden the cheeks ofd@liera Democrats of the go-
go '90s.

Non-defense "discretionary” spending has jumpeavanage of 8.4 percent in
each of the past five years, according to the Gesgjonal Budget Office, and the
federal debt is now nearly $ 8 trillion.

The latest splurge was the $ 286.4 billion highw#lthat President Bush signed
in August, stuffed with more than 6,000 piecesarkgor pet congressional
projects. Last month, DelLay said that there wathto cut in that bill or others
to offset the hundreds of billions of dollars negd@ hurricane relief on the Gulf
Coast. That is plainly absurd.

Thelas Vegas Review-Journdl0/10)wonderswhether the GOP brand has come to
stand for irresponsible, big-spending ways:
Amazingly, the GOP has been forced to sit sileaijpemocrats now paint
themselves as the party of fiscal responsibility partray Republicans as eager
spendthrifts intent on running up massive fedegéicds.

And the fact is, the latter half of that observatis hard to dismiss.

Spending under President Bush and the Republicagr€ss is out of control.
Yes, the GOP has pushed tax cuts -- though najgressively or extensively as
it should have -- but the supposed party of smalteernment has fallen prey to
the perks of power by embracing virtually any speggrogram that might
preserve its vote total.

TheMankato (Minnesota) Free Preés0/9)argueghat fiscal pain is coming and
Congress must start prioritizing and cutting now:



Economists say continued spending given the risoggs of the wars and
disasters will push our federal deficit to $400itil as early as next year, a level
that can choke off economic growth by pushing uprest rates...

Some Republicans are heeding the call. Rep. Gkriaght, 1st District, is part of
a group of conservative Republicans who propos&tdilaek a series of budget
offsets...

That's at least a starting point of the discussizelaying the prescription drug
program will certainly not be a politically populdring to do. Highway and
transportation spending will be even more politicatoblematic because most of
the expensive projects went to districts of powleathd influential members of
Congress....

Budget pain is coming, but we can mitigate thanh g making good business
decisions about cuts instead of political decisions

The (Westchester County, New Yodgurnal Newg10/7) faults the President and
Congress for the recent explosion in federal spendi
The hurricanes Katrina and Rita caused a suppesadakening in the White
House about the ravages of poverty, a nationwigghepy about unsustainable
energy consumption, and a great national gnasHitegth about the cost of
rebuilding the Gulf Coast and Irag. What it hadohe, as far as can be discerned,
is convince lawmakers to become more concernedtaottiing pork than they
are about getting re-elected. Pork is more alia® tever and shows every sign of
weathering any immediate crisis of Washington camxe, if any.

The president, a conservative but hardly the fisoakervative, had threatened to
veto the transportation bill if it topped $256 iaiti. When his lips stopped
moving, the compromise bill stood at $296 billidine president - whose office is
supposed to serve as a check on lawmakers' praflggeending - has never
vetoed a spending bill in nearly five years in adfiHe is the first chief executive
since John Quincy Adams to have served a full teittmout exercising the veto.
Has Congress gotten that much smarter about spemditv5 years?

TheFredericksburg (Virginia) Free-Lance Stét0/6)writesthat “The GOP's gobs make

Bill Clinton look like a pinchpenny”:
With Republicans controlling both chambers of taéional legislature since 1994
and the White House since 2000, fiscal restraiatideen the single most
unrealized result. Indeed, the current federalcita at least $422 billion.
Discretionary spending on the Bush watch has figenrecord high $840 billion
in 2005, after averaging between $600 billion an@Cbbillion during most of the
Clinton years, according to the American Assocrafar the Advancement of
Science. The Bush prescription-drug program, tglsiout a budgetary
blockbuster, threatens to explode entitlement gatéven as the president has
evidently thrown up his hands on Social Securifgnma. Originally put at $395
billion over 10 years, the Medicare plan estimate ballooned to more than $500



billion--and even that gargantuan figure may be tpven the graying baby-boom
population.

The (San Diego, Californidjorth County TimeglL0/5)praisesRep. Darrell Issa for his
part in the House Republican Study Committee’s ‘‘@pen Offset” effort and faults
other Republicans for not taking a stand:
A group of conservative House Republicans, inclgdfirsta's Darrell Issa, have
made a good start in suggesting a raft of spenclitgjto pay for the nation's
response to the devastation wrought by Hurricaresh@ and Rita. Now it's time
for Issa and the rest of the Republicans who rushgton to get serious about
good government, and even make room for suggedtiomsDemocrats...

While not every item on the caucus's list deseelesination, it's good to see
how much Issa and his fellow conservative travedeeswilling to consider...

Republicans control both houses of Congress anwiiiee House. With their
record deficit spending, this profligate crew laagp blew any claim to fiscal
conservatism. But now, as the nation reels from waitural disaster and record
energy prices, it desperately needs a return titysarthe governing majority.

The Chicago Tribung10/5)worriesthat a “Category 5” fiscal storm may be
approaching:
The U.S. government faced spending constraintgraavfund, pressure to roll
back tax cuts and a $330 billion annual deficitd-émat was before Hurricane
Katrina shredded the nation's fiscal forecast...

And the government's long-range obligations arerdaht frightful. Even before
the looming retirement of the Baby Boom generafiother strains the federal
budget, entitlement spending and interest on thiema debt today account for
$3 of every $5 spent. Yet that massive mandatcendipg isn't even on the
table...

First, cut spending now. Delay (better yet, repttad)Medicare drug benefit.
Slash the energy and highway bills with an ax,anstalpel. The highway bill
alone contains $24 billion in pet projects. Theyldaall be delayed--including
lllinois' $1.3 billion in goodies--and the counimpuld survive.

TheWatertown (NY) Daily Timgd.0/5) praises communities’ efforts to give bauo&it
highway bill pork and direct the savings to humieaelief:
In the aftermath of Katrina, some critics suggesied pork-barrel spending for
nonessential projects could be better used whevastreally needed—in New
Orleans and the rest of the Gulf Coast that endkiegdna’s wrath...

[T]he sentiment is a noble one. After seeing th# Goast’s devastation, many

Americans have become aware of what they can gibrtricane victims and
what they can do without.
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TheVero Beach (Florida) Press Journ@l0/4)callsthe GOP “the party of big
spenders”:
To a political novice, the record growth in goveemnt) federal spending and
deficits, not to mention creation of the largeditEment program since the Great
Society, under conservative Republicans would seeontradiction to —
perhaps more accurately, a flat-out repudiatioa-dundamental conservative
GOP principles....

One way to pay for the cleanup is to offset thasetsewhere in the budget, but
ousted House Republican leader Tom Delay said echad come up with any
offsets. Actually, someone had — the more thanrh®fbers, mostly young
backbenchers, of the House Republican Study Coeniithey came up with
hundreds of billions of dollars worth of offsets.

Party elders summarily summoned the head of thdy stammittee, Rep. Mike
Pence of Indiana, to a closed-door thrashing tblamnenist Robert Novak
compared to the Inquisition's treatment of hereffence has been silent about
offsets since.

The Columbus (Ohio) Dispatc{l0/4) praises Alaskans who are willing to givethe
state’s “Bridge to Nowhere” highway bill boondoggle
The conventional wisdom is this: When the federal/g train tosses cash to your
state or city, don't throw it back.

But Alaskans tend to be a bit unconventional. Sofrteem don't want a $454
million project dubbed by critics "the bridges towhere."...

Congress is incapable of frugality, so the peoplenged to lead the way.
Residents of Bozeman, Mont., want to give up $4ionilin federal funds for a
parking garage and direct it to hurricane relief.

A Web site, americagivesback.org, provides a fasmisitors can write their
Congress members, asking them to give up trangoriarojects to help victims
of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita. If the entire natamopts this unselfish attitude,
devastated areas could be helped without breakmfeteral budget.

TheVentura County (California) Stgl0/3)accusefRkepublicans of losing their way on
spending:
To a political novice, the record growth in goveent) federal spending and
deficits, not to mention creation of the largediteEment program since the Great
Society, under conservative Republicans, would seeontradiction to --
perhaps more accurately, a flat-out repudiation 6indamental conservative
GOP principles....

To a political amateur, this would seem like aulin governance.
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Au contraire, said former House Republican leadenDelLay of Texas... The
federal budget is in good shape, he says, bec&ifser, 11 years of Republican
majority we pared it down pretty good."

This is close to delusional.

TheWashington Pogt10/2)blamesrecord pork-barrel spending on Congress and the

President:
Who should be held responsible for runaway goventrspending? Mr. DelLay is
certainly a good place to start. His governing gple was not to stand on
principle but rather to rain taxpayers' money oerg\lobby that could return the
favor with campaign contributions. But the biggesstponsibility lies not with any
member of the legislature but with Mr. Bush. Unlgenators and House
members, the president represents the whole n&@rs, supposed to defend the
general interest against particularist claims. Mueg, he has the power to do so.
If Congress serves up wasteful bills, the presidantveto them.

Mr. Bush has been too cowardly to do that. Heesfifst president since John
Quincy Adams to have served a full term withouteegercising his veto, and

his second term has so far been no different. Jimsmer Mr. Bush promised to
veto the transportation bill if it cost more tha2b$ billion. His threat brought the
bill's size down quite a bit, but in the end hearhand signed a package that cost
$295 billion. Why did he blink? Doesn't his admtrasion pride itself on
defending the power and prerogatives of the presig®Mr. Bush's father had

the courage to veto 44 bills in four years, andgsi@lent Ronald Reagan once
vetoed a transportation bill because it contairmaib 150 pork projects. But the
bill that Mr. Bush just signed contained at leg®06 pork projects.

The San Antonio Express Neil)/2)wonderswhy local pork projects cannot be
sacrificed for the greater good:
When deficit hawks recently called on Congressito some pork out of the
federal budget to compensate for the extraordinasys of storm recovery, then-
House Majority Leader Tom DelLay had a simple retbtawmakers want to cut
discretionary spending, they have to put their @najects on the chopping block.

Predictably, DeLay's charge hasn't led to a profusif spending sacrifice. Some
members of Congress would rather eat their youag #dliminate funding for
home-district, pork-barrel projects....

It would be hard to believe nowhere in Texas isdglfanding for hiking and

biking trails that might not be better allocatedeast temporarily, for rebuilding
the infrastructure of the storm-ravaged region.
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Investor’'s Business Daily’@/30) conservative editorial boasdeaksn praise of Rep.
Nancy Pelosi on spending and hopes that other Mesnti#é follow her lead, on pork
and entitlement spending:
Give Nancy Pelosi credit for offering to give upd®million in pork in her district
to offset Katrina relief costs. If every membeiQingress did the same,
Washington would save $37.5 billion.

It's healthy to give up the other white meat ofiford. And we'll have to say we
were surprised it was the House Democratic leaden California who stepped
out so boldly. More members of Congress should ifiltheir hearts to follow
her lead.

There is one entitlement, however, that Americangh't gotten their claws into
because it's not scheduled to start until JarhelMedicare prescription drug
benefit.

To offset the spending on Hurricane Katrina rediefl reconstruction, the
Republican Study Committee is proposing cuts thksave nearly $103 billion
in 2006, $370 billion over five years and $950ibiil over 10. Part of Operation
Offset's savings just happens to come from delalgingne year the start of the
prescription drug benefit.

Not a bad start. Here's a great finish: Kill thegram before it becomes
entrenched and begins to metastasize.

TheRichmond Times DispatgB/29)callsthe highway bill a “betrayal” of fiscal
conservatism:
When asked if Congress should pay for reconstmaifdhe Gulf by repealing
the pork-laden highway bill, Tom DelLay said nordaxplained: "The bill
creates hundreds of jobs. It's an economic engine.”

As The Wall Street Journal remarked in an edit@saailing GOP profligacy,
"By that logic we could end joblessness in Amehkgauilding even more bike
paths and bridges to nowhere."

Many of those who welcomed the GOP's 1994 congyeaksweep consider
Delay's stand a betrayal of what long ago had keewn as the conservative
movement. The words could have been said -- addfgrent circumstances no
doubt were said -- by Tip O'Neill, Dan Rostenkowg$keorge Washington
Plunkett, Boss Tweed, and other legendary logmlieenchermen, and backroom
boys.

TheRichmond (Indiana) Palladium-Ite(8/27)praisesRep. Pence for standing up and
proposing offsets to hurricane-related spending:
Fortunately, there are a few deficit hawks --theely voices for fiscal restraint --
still out there. One of them is our own Rep. MilenBe (R-6th District). Pence
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and some colleagues are offering suggestions fsrthat would restore some
budgetary sanity while taking care of the pressiegds of those people and
coastal areas devastated by natural disasters....

Our own hope is that hurricane relief and rebuddfforts be paid for by some
combination of the following: scaling back somelu more flagrant,
conspicuous pork in the recently passed $286 billighway bill; postponing the
massive entitlement known as the prescription-drerefit; reducing or
postponing the president's upper-income tax cagsgenerally refraining from
any new federal spending unless offset by cutsmilsee in the budget or paid for
by identified sources of federal revenue.

The Daily Oklahoman (10/2°fraisesSen. Tom Coburn for seeking offsets:
Specifically, Coburn thinks Congress and the pesgighould take another look
at certain projects in the recently passed highithyThe legislation contains
about $26 billion in "earmarks" or local projectgjuested by legislators.

Certainly the bill includes funds for important cts like the aging Interstate 40
in Oklahoma City, a route of national importancat Biere are other items of less
urgency, less value, that should be reconsideréghinof Katrina's price tag.

The same logic really should be applied acros®tized. Federal money must be

spent wisely in affected areas, but as many "&ffset possible should be found
to reduce the amount the government has to borrow.
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