Lundine’s Voting Record
Not All Abdella Contends

By SCOTT MARTELLE
An mﬁhgabﬂﬂ by The Pnst-.lm.tr
mﬂ into ne's

I‘ajI to show a ourrt.lmdng line of
anti-defense stances.
| i the 39%1?:- Consrealsiﬂa] Dis-
m =
3 repeatedly accused the
munbent Lund.ine of misrepresent-
lniﬂsls voting record on defense,
on research done by the
publican National Committee and
nbdeltns san, Peter, Abdella ac-
cused Lundine of vnlma in the liberal
company of other Democrals in the
House against defense meastures.
Lundine said he yoled against a
number of defense bills because they
included Eunde for research or
development o he MX Missile,

Enu.umg n:h by Abdella’s

stall, according to A la, revealed
that 17 of the o 40 votes by
Lundine that the licans said
were anti-defense did not contain the
MX Missile.

In cross-ma Abdella’s state-

ments and research with information

(3 Comprestionas Hocoud I sposats
ona it

that Lundine's wvotes — 1'.-'1;i were

specifically cited by Abdella — are

mot t of anti-defense votes,

In fael, two of the hills contained
the MX Missile — one budgeting for
and the other cut money from —
and one was for a Nimitz-style air-
craft carrier, which Lundine has

posed as indicative of the defense
department’s penchant for "‘hig-
ticket' items. Lundine has supported
m cunvﬁhuuaj defense I\tvenpnns

ewer . expensive items.

Another lsrgfeﬂm 17 bills were for
essentially blanket 1ncrﬂasaa in the
Defense Department’s budget
thority, the amount of munelﬁs

which it could draw. The b

Lundmﬂ voled against In thjs caie—
would have mcreaa

authorit l,ween $J
bilhontﬁe;u biﬂing d".epemil

the bill, and they were int

congressmen with large mﬂimnr

contractors in their distriets,
Further,

those
defense budget
House budget committee wanted to,
acco to debate on the House
floor rennrdad in the Congres-
sional Record, In essence, | "5
votes agm:m‘. th%a amendments, ac-
uﬁ:js R'ichardsm
ane staff wurkers in Washmg
ton, were actually in favor of balanc-

ing the t and still reflected an
inerease in for defense,
The I:}u]’.k of the bills were intro-
witerr Tequests from the presi-
dent and the secretary of defense
Were down by the House
budget committee. e amend-
ments, L has said, sought to

circumvent the work of the budget
committee and allocate the amount
of funds rmsemd by the adminis-
tration o it.

Luncl{ne categorically wvoted
against these measures on the
grounds that they were f[or [unds
above the limit allowed by the

et committee, which, aceording
to his staff, would have led to an
unbalanced budget.

The budget eventually went out of
ﬂmﬁ an_vwny. due Lo increases in
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T
% f?ﬂp;d in mfl:-rma tion a

wded by Abdella ceniers on a
Ei:nke‘. r:ut aof 523 billion from de-

outla urpnsa of that
bill, &ecnmﬂ%ﬂ r debate re-
ported in the Congressional Record,

whid: t:-:mﬂﬂtuus published minutes

ongressional action and dahute
was to du-ac-l the Defense De
ment to trim waste from its b

-
- ———

That bill would have reduced the
amount apprnwd my the budget com-

mittee, based wition that the
defense de T.mamt had some 584
billion in [unds that had nol been
obligated

Mcnrdlng to Rep, Hoberl Giaimo,
D-Conn., sponsor of the bill, the cut
could be absorbed by ﬂ:eumhl:gnteﬁ
funds, without affecting the opera-
tions nf the Defense Depariment.

The record does show that Lunding
has voted against all measures that
inclodes funding for the MX Missile.

I:I explaining, Lundine outlined the
in the federal budget process,
5a ng that first the budget mmmnt
tee makes it recom tions, then
the House wotes a budget authority
for the l:Et' artment, in this case
vl.uhh.d.hd.-. L ﬂ.ll-ll‘
cation bills are n]:ﬁpmw
projects.

According to Lundine, when
budgetl authority bills come up. they
include a number of different items
for the same departmenl. When the
MX Missile is included in one of
those authority bills, he said he voles
against the entire authority bill, even
though there may be other items
included which hé considers essen-
tial for defense.

When asked during The Post-Jour-
nal's Great Debate why he did not
vote for such bills, and then wvole
gﬁgmt the allocation bill for the MX

sile. Lundine had no response
other than he automatically votes
against the MX Mlissile whenever it

mﬂm has called the proposed
missile program, which would set up
missiles on  trolleys traveling
through underground tunnels in
western states, too costly and waste-
ful. The focus of the mavable mis-
siles is to play hide-and-seek with
Soviet attempts to discern American
domestic missile locations,




