THE TIME IS NOW FOR AN
EARMARK MORATORIUM
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Dear Colleague:
I would like to draw your attention to a story featured in today’s edition of CongressDaily PM, which highlights the growing support in both chambers for an immediate moratorium on earmarks.  It is quickly becoming all but impossible for Members of Congress to continue turning a blind eye to the broken earmark process.  

Rather than settling for half-hearted attempts that only nip at the edge of the problem, Congress must take drastic action.  Even with all of the attention focused on earmarks over the last year, according to a recent analysis by Taxpayers for Common Sense, “members of Congress didn’t meet the 50 percent reduction promise made in the heady opening days of January 2007, and whether the process is more transparent is still an open question.”

As we look to towards the impending appropriations process for fiscal year 2009, it appears there are but two options: enact an immediate earmark moratorium, or permit the current opaque process that allows billions in taxpayer dollars to be spent on thousands of wasteful projects receiving little or no vetting.

I urge my colleagues to join me in calling for an immediate earmark moratorium.

Sincerely,

JEFF FLAKE

Member of Congress

	

	


APPROPRIATIONS 
Earmark Foes Sense Victory In Banning Them For This Year
     Critics of congressional earmarks sounded confident today that the House and Senate this week would strip FY09 spending bills of local projects. "I hope the American people are on the verge of a great victory," Rep. Jeb Hensarling, R-Texas, and chairman of the Republican Study Committee, said at a morning rally. House Speaker Pelosi is considering a ban and could make an announcement as early as Wednesday, while the Senate is expected to vote Thursday on an amendment to the FY09 budget resolution by Republican Sens. Jim DeMint of South Carolina and John McCain of Arizona, the presumptive GOP presidential nominee, to impose a yearlong moratorium. Backers cited the support of Democratic presidential candidates Sens. Barack Obama of Illinois and Hillary Rodham Clinton of New York as evidence they are winning the debate. Some members appear to be looking beyond a one-year ban. "A one-year moratorium is not the end of what we need to do," said Rep. John Campbell, R-Calif.


     Backers need 60 votes to approve the Senate amendment, and there is considerable angst in both chambers. "I'm against it," said Senate Majority Whip Durbin. "Although I respect our presidential candidates, and I'll certainly be supporting one of them wholeheartedly come November, I disagree with them on this issue." Sen. Debbie Stabenow, D-Mich., said the earmark process should be amended but not ended, arguing the alternative would be to leave all spending decisions up to the executive branch. She cited a recent memo, as reported by CongressDaily, arguing that when earmarks were stripped from all nondefense spending bills in FY07 a narrower group of recipients benefited from federal grants. "I think the evidence is overwhelming that we need to continue" to have earmarks, Stabenow said.


     In the House, a vote would not be necessary, but Pelosi and House Appropriations Chairman Obey would like to dispense with the question this week as their FY09 budget resolution is debated. According to House sources, Pelosi has not canvassed the rank-and-file about banning earmarks and no final decisions have been made. Many suspect she and Obey are preparing to issue such a decree. "That's the rumor," said Rep. James Moran, D-Va., a senior member of the House Appropriations Committee. "I think this is one of those political fads that's having its time right now, just like campaign finance reform. ... I don't blame the presidential candidates, but I sure blame a lot of members who will be the first ones to denounce earmarks and also be the first ones in line to ensure that [House Defense Appropriations Subcommittee Chairman John] Murtha [D-Pa.] puts money in the Defense bill for their district," he said. "I think that some of these members who define the term hypocrisy ought to be the first ones to lose their earmarks. If all of us lose it, so be it, we'll still survive. But I think it does a real disservice to Congress and our constituents to eliminate earmarks." Moran, who worked as a budget analyst at the former Health, Education and Welfare Department during the Nixon administration, said, "We earmarked every dime we could."
    -- by Peter Cohn
