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Letter to the Editor:
A few weeks ago we read a sign in the Reed Building which, as
we recall, stated, “What did Jesus say about homosexuality and
homosexuals? Absolutely nothing!” We are not sure of the
motive of the creators of the sign. With the invitation to “Come
Out” on the sign, it seems the intent was to remove any Scriptural
restraint someone might have to openly endorsing homosexuality.
Whether or not Jesus said anything about homosexuality is
uncertain because the Gospels were never intended to be a
complete account of all Jesus said or did (John 21:25). What is
[certain is that the biblical model for the home is the traditional
[family (e.g. Genesis 2:24; Matthew 19:4-6; Ephesians 5:22-6:4).
■The Biblerequires that the sexual relationship remain between a
jman and a woman who have made a lifetime commitment to
faithfully love each other within marriage. Therefore, it seems
inconceivable that Jesus Christ, the central figure of Scripture,
would condone any lifestyle which deviates from the biblical
model.

■ln our country every person has the right to promote any
«conviction or lifestyle; we respect that right. However, no person
■ has the right to distort the teachings of a historical person to
■ advance their viewpoint. For the situation in question, Christ’siview of the issue was probably the opposite of what the sign
■ implied. This is particularly disheartening to us as Christians
p since Christ is the center of our faith and worship.
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Budget
In the midst of the Federal Budget crisis, the Republicans in

congress are actually doing what they promised to the voters in
1994. That is making the necessary sacrifices toward securing the
first balance budget since 1969.

The Liberals and the Clinton administration launched a campaign
of fear and antagonism in order to discredit the GOP drive for a
balanced budget. The Democrats up to date have not provided a
concise plan for obtaining a balanced budget. In fact the CBO
(Congressional Budget Office) has predicted that Clinton budget
figures will result in a $209 billion deficit in 2004, nearly 40
billion dollars higher than it is today. The president promised to
present a 5-year plan on balancing the budget to Congress on Larry
King Live in June 1992. Mr. Clinton's plan was so bad that the
Senate voted 98-0 against his budget, and not one Democrat agreed
to sponsor it. The president clearly has no vision to obtain the
balanced budget that Governor Clinton called for during the
campaign, but when Congress proposed a blueprint to do just that
he starts crying foul.

Does President Clinton get it? America no longer can afford to
spend and spend because the costs in the future are just too great

He campaigned as an agent of change, but he defends the status
quo at every turn. Maybe Clinton thinks that we can balance the
budget without pain. Former CBO director Robert Reischauer (a
Democrat) told the Los Angeles Times on September 4,1995, "If
Clinton vetoes the continuing resolutions, he will be responsible
for shutting down the government. If he signs, he will have lost a
key fight. I don't think that he has many cards in this game."
Clinton vetoed the continuing resolutions, not out of principle or
facts, but because he wants tokeep Air Force One.

Former Democratic Congressman Tim Penny said it best in a
September 28, 1995 Washington Post interview, "My party is
making a big mistake. With Medicare facing a financial crisis,
Democrats are playing politics instead of coming up with
constructive solutions."

Constant cries comes from the Left that Republicans want to cut
Medicare and depriveour nation's elderly ofdecent health care. The
Democrats ignore the facts. If we allow Medicare to continue its
growth rate under current law, it will be bankrupt in less than
seven years according to the April 1995 Medicare Trustees report.
In testimony before the House Ways and Means Committee on
September 22, 1995, Guy King, former chairman of the Health
Care Finance Committee stated that $l6O billion in part A
Medicare savings was necessary over the next 7 years in order to
keep the Medicare trust fund solvent. Medicare faces a looming
crisis, mostly due to the vast number of Baby Boomers who will
retire over the next fifteen years. Mr. King estimates that $l6O
billion in savings is necessary in part A Medicare coverage and that
$llO billion is necessary in part B savings. Currently the
Democrats have only offered $B9 billion in savings. The CBO
estimates that the Democratic plan will only result in delaying
bankruptcy by two years rather than solving the problem of a
looming bankruptcy.

Under the GOP plan no senior will be forced to give up their
current medicare coverage. Over the next seven years personal
Medicare coverage will increase from the current $4BOO to over
$6700 in the year 2002. The GOP also includes provisions that
will give seniors the right to choose several private health care
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reform
plans. The rate that determines the growth of part B premiums
will not change. In the past seven years monthly Medicare
premiums have risen from $24.80 in 1988 to $46.10 in 1995.
Under Clinton's FY 1996 budget he has proposed increasing
Medicare premiums to $B3 in 2002 just four dollars below the
GOP proposal. The net result will be $270 billion in savings over
seven years. More affluent seniors will be forced to pay higher
premiums. The House has proposed an increase on those seniors
with yearly incomes over $75,000 and couples making over
$125,000 reducing the amount of taxpayer subsidies of their
premiums. The wealthiest seniors will pay 100% of their
premiums. The Republicans are NOT cutting Medicare over the
next seven years, in fact Medicare spending will grow at 4.7% over
the next seven years. The Democrats call increasing spending less
than 10% on budgeting items a cut.

Why won't the Democrats quit their demagoguery over a $4
difference between what they want for Medicare premiums and what
the GOP wants and agree toa plan to save Medicare?

Another cry of Liberal ideologues is that the Republicans want
to cut programs to "pay for a tax cut for the wealthiest Americans."
On the contrary the bulk of tax cuts are on the Middle Class
Americans who account for most of the tax revenue. Under the
Senate plan $245 billion in taxes would be cut, 70% of all tax cuts
will come from single income families making under $75,000 per
year. These families also you receive a $5OO per child lax credit.
Tax cuts allow Americans to keep more of their hard earned
incomes, and to invest them in the economy. It is ironic that John
F. Kennedy called for a tax cut in 1962-63, which resulted in an
increase of new jobs and wealth. If we remove the barriers to
prosperity more Americans will be able to reap the benefits of
economic process. The Democrats cheer about a prosperous
economy. How can it be so prosperous when the best and
brightest skilled workers are losing their job? Lower interest rates
are always a sign of a slowing economy. Just ask Alan Greenspan.
To each according to their ability, and to each according to his
ambition.

Democratic policies clearly cannot offer Americans the security
that they desire because it is the same old politics as usual. Where
are all the innovative Democratic proposals to balance the budget,
and save Medicare? We can see that the Democrats clearly lack the
vision that Bill Clinton in 1992 said was so vital for the next
century. Instead of proposing realistic alternatives to Republican
proposals, they attack when they provide no alternatives. Ifyou
like $2OO billion deficits as far as the eye can see support Clinton.
If the Democrats truly care about Americans they will work with
the Republicans to balance the budget, and deliver concrete
solutions to concrete problems. Instead of trying to cover a
hemorrhaging wound with a band-aid, Americans need to start
thinking more about their country, and thinking less about
themselves. As long as people cry about this program or that
program instead of saying, "We are in this together, and we need to
make a sacrifice." We can enjoy the pleasures of $2OO billion
deficits as far as the eye can see. How can we call for deficit
reduction, and say leave my program alone? Why should we accept
these cuts? So that we can look forward to a leaner and more
financially sound federal government.

—By John Rossomondo
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