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Susan Wheeler:  Good evening and welcome to Senator Crapo’s live iTownHall conference call.  This is Susan Wheeler, Senator Crapo’s Communications Director, and I’ll be your moderator this evening.  Thank you for joining us tonight and we hope you will find this call informational and useful.  Coming up will be a live question and answer session with the Senator, and it will last about an hour, going until 8pm Mountain, 7pm Pacific.  In a few minutes Senator Crapo will be joining us.  Actually, you can hear him there.  But, first I want to give you a short rundown of how the next hour will proceed.

You’re connected to Senator Crapo’s live iTownHall conference call.  In order to allow everyone to hear you are in listen only mode.  In other words, you can hear me but I cannot hear you nor can you hear each other.  Many of you may have participated at some point in a town hall meeting at a local community center or a city hall. This technology takes the format into the 21st century using the telephone and Internet to put thousands of Idahoans together on a conference call with Senator Crapo. And he hosts this about once a quarter.  
Throughout the call you are invited to join in with a question or a concern.  If you would like to ask a question, please press *3 on your telephone key pad.  You will then be transferred to one of our staff members who will get some brief information from you, basically your name and your question.  You will be able to continue to listen to the meeting, except for the brief conversation that you have with the staff member.  As I mentioned, this call will last about an hour.  You can stay with us as long as you wish.  We hope it will be for the full hour.  
During the call, it might work well for you to place the call on speakerphone if you have that capability and it makes it easier for you to listen.  Since the Senator would like to get to as many of your questions as possible, try to move quickly.  If you aren’t interested in asking a question tonight, you are welcome to stay with us to learn about the issues confronting our country.  
Once again, Senator Crapo’s waiting to hear from you and the phone lines are open.  Remember to press *3 if you are interested in asking a question and you will be transferred into the question queue, that’s *3.  
And with that, let’s welcome Senator Crapo to the iTownHall meeting.  Senator, good evening.  Thank you for taking time out of you schedule to host this call.  Perhaps you’d like to take the next couple of minutes to talk about the issues that are coming up before Congress before we get to questions.
Senator Crapo:  Well, thank you, Susan, and good evening to everybody.   I apologize for clearing my throat.  I’ve got a bit of a frog in my throat tonight, but I think I’ll make it through. This week, in Washington, D.C., there are a tremendous number of issues that are on the table.  On the Senate floor right now, we are dealing with credit card reform legislation, legislation that seeks to try to deal with one piece of our credit crisis in the country, but also to implement reforms on what many people consider to be abuses in the credit card system where rates can be hiked without justification or fees can be imposed that are unreasonable.  I’m hopeful that this legislation, which I think I will be able to support, will not swing the pendulum too far the other direction and actually end up causing more cost and fees to those who have good credit and proper practices in the use of their credit cards.  But, the bottom line is we are trying to streamline the system and make sure that credit is properly available to everybody, but made available in a form and in ways that do not cause increased costs and fees.  
We’re also working very aggressively on comprehensive healthcare reform.  And, as most people are very aware, we are dealing in a number of different ways with trying to address the credit crisis we have nationally, particularly that related to the housing industry and to the need to modernize our financial regulatory system.  
And, of course, at the same time we’re also implementing our budget.  Right now our budget is grossly out of control.  We are spending far too much.  We are generating far too much national debt.  Our national debt is now over $12 trillion, and we are not doing anything about trying to control new taxes. There are major proposals for a significant amount of new taxes on the table, and so more taxes, more spending and more debt is the signal coming from this budget, and it’s one that I think that the American people instinctively understand is the wrong kind of policy for us to be following these difficult economic times.  
So, sorry about that kind of a negative report on our budget picture, but those are the kinds of issues that we’re facing in Washington right now.  Why don’t we stop and through it open for some questions?
Susan Wheeler: Well, I can see we already got folks entering the question queue.  Thank you for those brief remarks and we’ll get to the questions shortly here.  For those of you joining us, because I see that we do have more people who are joining the call as the first few minutes of this have ticked away--welcome and thank you for participating.  My name is Susan Wheeler and I am Senator Crapo’s Communications Director and your moderator for this evening. You’re part of Senator Crapo’s iTownHall meeting, which will last about an hour, ending at 8pm Mountain, 7pm Pacific .  If you want to ask Senator Crapo a question, please press *3 to be placed in the question queue and you can do that at anytime during the call and we’ll try to get to as many questions as possible. So, we’re going to go to those questions now.  
Senator Crapo, our first question is coming from Idaho Falls, your home town.  Doug, you have a question for Senator Crapo.
Doug (Idaho Falls): Yes, Senator Crapo, thanks for taking my call.  I’ve got a question.  I just have this bad feeling that the administration is going to be looking for another stimulus plan.  My concern was, with the $787 billion stimulus that we have, it’s going towards short-term fixes, you know, band aid effects.  In other words, the money’s going to projects to replace boilers, paint bridges and fix roads, but that’s short term.  Why can’t we push for a stimulus package that will support growth in small business which would also support long-term growth and employment prospects?
Senator Crapo:  Well, Doug, that’s an excellent question, and I strongly agree with you in terms of your observations about our last stimulus package.  As you know, I voted against this package because, frankly, it was based on the principle that we’ve followed far too often in Washington that you can simply “spend yourself into prosperity.”  And, the reality is even if one accepts the theory that we should spend ourselves into prosperity, this bill did not do that very well.  It really, in my opinion, was very wasteful spending in large part, and ultimately will have nothing more than, as you indicated, a short-term stimulative impact.  And while having that short-term stimulative impact might be helpful for a few months, the bottom line is we’ve added over $800 billion of debt to our children and our grandchildren.  
With regard to another stimulus package, you are also correct there are also those who are talking about another stimulus package.  I don’t believe that we should have another stimulus package at this point because I think it’s time for the federal government to stop the overspending and to allow the market to do some adjusting.  And, although that will result in us having some difficult, rocky economic times, we will more quickly clear the balance sheets of the bad debts that are out there that are hurting our system, rather than what we are doing which is substituting taxpayers for the bondholders of many of these large corporations’ debts.  
If there is a second package, you are also correct. We’re going to need to make sure that it’s focused on the kind of long-term infrastructure things that our country would have been paying for anyway.  That’s the one kind of stimulus that actually works, in my opinion, in a long-term and in a proper way, namely to undertake those kinds of expenditures that the government would have undertaken anyway, only to do them sooner.  We’re finding out that that does have an immediate stimulative impact.  And we are also finding out that it generally results in a lower overall cost to the taxpayer.  So, although I don’t agree we should have a second stimulus package, I do believe that if there is a second one, that your points are correct about spending it on the right kinds of long-term impacts.
Susan Wheeler:  Thank you, Senator Crapo.  We’ve already got a fair number of folks in the question queue.  If you would like to ask a question of Senator Crapo this evening, press *3 to be placed in the question queue, and we’ll try to get to as many question as possible.  We do only have an hour.  Generally, we get to between 10 and 15 questions, depending on how long-winded various people might be.  We’re going to go to McCall for our next question. Dennis, you have a question for Senator Crapo.
Dennis (McCall):  Senator Crapo, I feel just so helpless anymore being a citizen of this country. And, there’s so much disagreement and hatred.  And our government’s taking over everything that exists in this country.  I’m very, very, very worried.  I don’t feel like there’s anything the average citizen can do.  There’s no sense of me writing to you or the rest of the Idaho delegation because you guys stand for the same principles I believe in and I’ve got no bone to pick with you.  But our government is just so broken; I just don’t know what can be done.

Senator Crapo:  Well, Dennis, you are expressing a sentiment that is very, very commonly expressed to me these days.  In fact, it’s a very common feeling of people across the county, and I want to respond to it in this way: First of all, there are a lot of difficult issues we are facing right now.  Everything from the budget issues I talked about to the wars that we’re fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan and the threat of terrorists to the reform of healthcare to proposals for major cap and trade systems for energy policy to the various other things I’ve already discussed.  
But, I want to react and say that although you are correct that your Idaho delegation tends to, I think, very closely reflect the feelings of the people of Idaho, it still helps for you to contact us because it gives us that addition input and backup as we deal with our colleagues.  
But even more than that, our system today still works.  People can influence what happens in Washington, D.C., and, in fact, it’s because so many people are registering their complaints and demanding certain rights and privileges, and demanding that the federal government pay attention to certain ideas that they think should receive federal monetary support and so forth that the federal government is pushing so hard to spend so much already, in my opinion.  Now, that’s not the only explanation for it, but the bottom line is people still make a huge impact here in Washington, D.C. , and, in fact, if anything, what we need to have is more people getting engaged and involved and weighing in.  
Now, you indicated that with regard to people in Idaho, the delegation already does largely what most Idahoans believe should be done.  But, I believe everybody has people within their circle of influence who live in other states as well, whether it’s family members, friends, business associations or former friends and relatives that you’ve known for many years.  I encourage people to reach out to everybody within their circle of influence and encourage them to speak up because those voices are heard. 
And the last thing I will say that although we are facing very significant stresses and trials, the American people are very resilient, and I have confidence that we will work our way through these stresses and trials as well,  We’ll do it more effectively and faster if folks like you will continue to have faith in their ability to impact the system and to contact as many people as they can to get them activated and involved in political expression. 
Susan Wheeler:  And once again, if you have a question you would like to ask Senator Crapo, to enter the question queue, press *3.   You can do that at time during the call.  We’re going to go next to Moscow, to Dave.  You have a question for Senator Crapo.  Dave, are you there?

Dave (Moscow):  I was wondering what you think about the Credit Card Fair Fee Act of 2008?  The Senate version is S. 3086.
Senator Crapo:  Yes, as I indicated a minute ago, that legislation is actually on the floor of the Senate right now.  There are certain credit card practices that need to be addressed and this bill does so.  So, that people who, for example, go over their limit or miss a payment, don’t have unjustifiable or improper fees or interest rate hikes applied.  And, I believe that some of those kinds of provisions in the bill are very good and at this point I believe I am going to vote for the bill.  
I do, believe, however that there is a risk that we may swing the pendulum too far the other way, as Congress is sometimes prone to do, and actually while solving the problem for some of those who have very serious credit card debt circumstances, cause increased costs and restricted credit for people who do use their credit cards prudently and don’t miss their payments and so forth.  And so, although I do believe that there are appropriate reforms to be made and I do believe this bill makes a very good effort in doing so, we’re in the amending process and there’s a lot of proposed amendments to this bill that I think could turn it into a bill that would be actually detrimental to most people who do keep their bills current.
Susan Wheeler:  Well, as I’m looking over the questions, we’ve got a lot of folks who are concerned about the economy, so the next question we’re going to Weiser, to Tom.  You have a question for Senator Crapo.

Tom (Weiser):  Yes, Senator Crapo.  Getting back to the stimulus package, you know, if there is another one that comes up, you know, we’ve already proven to the American public.  We’ve that put that money at the top organizations where it’s gone so far, and it seems to be misplaced or put out to bonuses, or whatever, and it never gets back into the taxpayer level as quickly as it should.  If there is another one that comes out, why couldn’t we put that money down at the legal taxpayer level so that us taxpayers that owe bills could pay those bills off and get that money back into circulation quicker than any other system?  
Senator Crapo:  You know, I think that’s an excellent suggestion and like I said earlier, I don’t believe that the federal government should be in the business of trying to spend ourselves through this economy right now.  But, again, if another stimulus package is moved forward, in my opinion, it would be much better utilized by distributing those dollars back to the taxpayers and allowing them to use the dollars in their own choices and in their own circumstances in ways that would stimulate the economy.  I will tell you, you will recall that about a year ago there was a proposal like that.  The actual first stimulus package that Congress passed in this crisis was done when they had those rebate checks that did actually send about $150 billion right back to the taxpayers.  And what they found from that proposal was that of the $150 billion, far more than 80% of it was not plowed back into the economy.  Instead, people paid off their debt or saved those dollars and got prepared for the more difficult economic times to come. And so, there wasn’t really a consumption or demand stimulation of a significant level from that effort.  Now, I don’t necessarily think that’s bad because those people who did that were doing the right thing.  They were reducing their own debt.  They were increasing their savings and getting ready for these tougher times.  And if the money is returned to the taxpayer, I think that our taxpayers in this county have shown that they can be more prudent about the utilization of their resources than the federal government can.
Susan Wheeler: Now, we’re going to go to Mt. Home for our next question.  Jim, you have a question for Senator Crapo about gun control.  Jim, go ahead.
Jim (Mt. Home): Yes, since Obama got elected, you can’t find any components or anything like that in most of the stores around.  And, I’m worried about, seeing how that stuff is being consumed up, I’m worried about the people in power right now are going to end up taking it all away, or trying to.  Do you have a comment on that?
Senator Crapo:  Yes, you have a very legitimate perspective there, in my opinion.  You are correct, whether it’s ammunition or other components of firearms for those who desire to utilize a firearm for hunting or for recreation purposes or for self-defense.  Those commodities are literally leaving the shelves.  If you go into the stores where they are usually stocked up, you’ll see empty shelves.  That’s because there’s been a run on the stores, just like we commonly think of in terms of a run on the bank.  The run has been caused by a very strong fear that the administration will propose and successfully enact increased gun control legislation.  I believe that this administration will seek to try to enact some significant increased gun control legislation.  They’ve already indicated in some of their early pronouncements that that is their inclination to try to do.  However, I believe that they will have a very difficult time getting that passed Congress.  We have already had two or three votes this year that, in one way or the other, show the level of support in Congress for 2nd Amendment rights.  That level of support has been adequate so far to stop any proposals that have been made at this point.  And, actually in reverse, it has been adequate to support a number of proposals that would have enhanced 2nd Amendment rights in this Congress.  And so, obviously, you can never take anything for granted and I believe you are correct that you will see a desire and an effort to try increase gun control measures.  I believe that, at least the way the votes are looking in this Congress right now, that there probably will not be the support in this Congress for any kind of significant new gun control this time.
Susan Wheeler:  For our next call, we’re going to go to Emmett.  Carl, you have a question for Senator Crapo regarding immigration, I believe.  Carl, go ahead.

Carl (Emmett):  Yes, this is Carl Gillenberg.  I’m in Emmett, Idaho, and I would like to ask a question on immigration.  I am a proud citizen of this country, migrated to this country in a legal fashion.  And it concerns me that we continually talk about amnesty.  I have no problems with immigrants coming in.  I think it’s fantastic that they do, but we are supposed to be a country of law.  And I do not understand why we don’t enforce the existing laws that are already here instead of trying to make new ones.  
Senator Crapo: Carl, I agree with you very strongly.  As a matter of fact, I believe it would be a very serious mistake if our country were to adopt new immigration laws that embraced the concept of amnesty.  And by that what I mean is that someone who has illegally entered the country should not by that illegal act gain an advantage towards citizenship or permanent legal residence in the United States.  I do believe we should have a strong, workable guest worker system, so that after jobs are made available to American citizens first, if there are further jobs in the job pool—and I believe there are always will be—then those jobs can be made available to a person coming in from outside the country on a legal basis.  In other words, the person coming in could get a legal status to come in on a temporary basis as a guest worker.  And then that person could, if they wanted to, apply through normal channels for citizenship or for legal residence, but they would not get an advantage toward that by either being in the guest worker program or if especially if they had illegally entered the country.  Frankly, I believe that the vast majority of Idahoans agree with that position.  The people in Idaho understand and believe in a robust immigration system, but they do not believe that we should have a system in which the violation of law gains people an advantage over others who tried to follow the law in terms of obtaining the legal status to stay in this country. 
Susan Wheeler:  So, we’re moving through these questions very quickly.  Everybody’s getting to the point and we may be able to get to maybe as many as 20 questions this evening.  For those who are joining the call, because I see that we still do have some folks joining the call, you are on with Senator Mike Crapo’s iTownHall meeting.  This meeting will go for about another 40 minutes.  We are taking questions from folks in Idaho who have questions with regard to what is going on in Congress.  Now, we are going to go to Boise for our next question.  Lon, you have a question regarding small business.  Go ahead. 
Lon (Boise): Yeah, this is Lon in Boise.  Senator Crapo, I’m a small business owner that works in the auto industry.  Obviously my business has been devastated with the issues going on in Detroit. My question is what does the future look like for small business if we’re going to be bailing out large business and I hear businesses are too big to fail?  A lot of the people I know are failing.  I may be failing depending on what comes out.  Why isn’t there anything available for the small businessperson?
Senator Crapo:  Well, Lon, your question is excellent.  We’re getting a lot of very excellent questions tonight.  The bottom line is there should be.  As I assume you know, I voted against the bailout proposals for the same reason I voted against the stimulus package, namely, I did not believe we should be substituting the taxpayer for the shareholders or the bondholders of these large financial institutions that were supposedly too big to fail.  Now, many economists are now coming forward—I wish they had come forward during the debate—and saying that what we have done is we have basically delayed the adjustment of the economy to this excess credit and overleveraging that was occurring, largely with these large institutions, and we have essentially instead of helping these books to clear these debts off, or allowing the economy to work the way it would and clear these debts off through losses, we have basically substituted the taxpayer for the loss and protected the bondholders and shareholders in these large institutions.  At the same time, as you indicate, the owners of small businesses like yourself are faced with the losses that are taking place in their part of the world and are not receiving this government support.  The bottom line is there’s nothing right about it or fair about it and I continue to believe that further actions by the federal government in this context are going to have the same kind of impact that the current ones are, and that is to simply prolong the problem.  If there was going to be supports that support should have been provided through the kinds of targeted help for small businesses and the like that you are talking about. 

We have a good example in Idaho.   We have a bank in Idaho that was perceived by the FDIC to be in a weak position, so what happened was the FDIC just went in and seized the assets and wound down the bank.  They didn’t do that with any of the large banks in New York City or any of the other large banks that they’ve been dealing with, but they are doing that with the smaller banks.  As you’ve indicated, the same kind of treatment is falling on our small businesses.  One of the things that I have fought for, and I think successfully, is that some this TARP money, if we are going to be spending it, needs to move down into the commercial sector into the small business arena.  I believe you will see some rather effective programs to get larger amounts of these dollars moved down into the small business arena.  The bottom line here is that we have a very, very difficult crisis going on in our economy because of the overleveraging and the increased debt that was picked up by these large institutions, and it’s going to work its way through the economy one way or the other and even the United States government cannot just spend its way through this problem.  We are seeing that and I know that that’s a very, very difficult and bitter pill for our country to swallow, but we need to allow our economy to start healing up and that’s when I think going to start seeing a strengthening of our small businesses.
Susan Wheeler:  In the next call we’re going to talk a little bit about real estate with Ken in Hailey.  Go ahead with your question.
Ken (Hailey):  This might seem a little bit, as it did to me when I first heard it, out of the ordinary, but it is something that should be considered and actually was placed in front of Mr. Bernanke, who really couldn’t come up with a good answer why not.  And that was that the whole world basically, not just the American economy, is dependent on our real estate market.  And, of course, as we all know, it’s gone way below where it should be and homes have gone below their replacement cost.  If the government was really smart about this, they wouldn’t have to do a bailout or anything if they would just look at putting a bottom on real estate because nobody really knows what the market is.  Replacement costs could be the bottom.  Not the land, just replacement of the property, less the depreciation for the age, of course, and its condition—very easy for an appraiser to come up with.  There may be a 90-day stall where nothing happens, but once you have that sort of a situation, people in real estate and buying real estate, it seems to me, would say, “Uh oh, we’ve just hit the bottom.  We better buy now,” because there are a lot of people with a lot of money, 90% or more are still working, would have to make that decision.  And once that market comes up three or four percent, you’ll see everything turn around.  And this not my opinion, this was done up here in Sun Valley this last summer during the Allen Conference, as you know about that.  So, it’s kind of a crazy idea.  I would like you to think about it and maybe talk to a few people about it.

Senator Crapo:  First of all, I appreciate the suggestion and the idea.  I have heard that or similar types of ideas a number of times and, in fact, my colleagues who are likeminded, like myself, have been talking to both [Ben] Bernanke at the Fed and to [Timothy] Geithner at Treasury to get them to in just this direction, namely we’ve got to, if we’re going to get passed this crisis, and housing is at the core of it, we’ve got to deal with what’s become called toxic assets, and we’ve got to find a way to clear these assets out of the books.  One idea has been, as you probably have heard, is a bad bank; in other words to create a bank and put the assets in that bank.  Other ideas have been to create the floor, as you’ve talked about, and there are other ideas to create sort of a public/private price-setting mechanism where there is a bid process for these assets that is guaranteed by the government, but funded by private sector dollars.  All of these ideas, in one way or another, are aimed at the general objective that you just raised, and that is to put a price on these assets so that we can start getting a market moving in these assets and seeing the rest of the market to turn around as we do that.  And whether we it the way you said or these other ways, I believe we’ve got to get very focused and use the resources we have to address this part of the problem rather than continuing just sort of power spend our way through this issue.  We are learning rapidly that things are not going to get better until we deal with the core issue and that’s the real estate, just like you said.
Susan Wheeler: Now we’re going to go to Cascade.  Terry has a question with regard to cap and trade and gas tax.  Go ahead.
Terry (Cascade):  Hi, Senator Crapo.  My concern, seriously, is the cap and trade and what kind of impact it will have on middle-class America, and what is your stand on it?  Are you fighting for it?  Do we have a chance to get it not passed?  If you could just kind of lead me in that and what’s going on with the gas tax in Idaho?  Ultimately, are we going to be back to the $5 a gallon? Thank you.
Senator Crapo:  Let me answer the last part first.  As far as the gas tax in Idaho, since that’s an Idaho state issue, I’m not very engaged on that one other than that I generally don’t support tax increases.  
But the bottom line with regard to the cap and trade legislation that you referenced is that it is very squarely front and center in Congress.  It was included in the President’s budget, meaning a proposal to implement a cap and trade system was presented in the President’s budget.  But, it’s been running into a little bit of difficulty here.  There are still very, very strong proponents, namely the chairmen of both the relevant committees in the House and the Senate, who promise that they are going to push forward with cap and trade legislation.  But a number of us, including myself, are raising strong concerns about it.  In fact, some have called it a “cap and tax” legislation, because although the President said he was not going to raise taxes on anybody who made less than $250,000, in his budget, this cap and trade proposal would have increased what everybody pays for electricity, for gasoline, for natural gas, any carbon-based fuel.  And the President’s own numbers were that was going to raise about $600 billion of revenue for the federal government by increasing the costs of these electricity and other carbon-based energy sources.  Many experts said that the President’s numbers are far understated, and some estimated that the real likely impact on Americans would be between $1.2 trillion to $1.8 trillion of new costs.  The President himself at least admitted that if this proposal were implemented that the price of electricity would skyrocket, and that’s a very, very serious concern.  
Now this is, in my opinion, a direct tax, some have said that it’s more like a national sales tax on carbon, but it’s a direct tax on the American people intended to generate revenue for the United States Treasury.  Now, like I say, right now that legislation is still being aggressively promoted here in Congress, but many experts are saying that they think that because of the pushback by folks like myself and some others, that they think that it’s going to have a rough time getting through, at least this year.  I hope that everybody pays very close attention to this issue because I think there is a tremendous amount of danger to our economy and to American families if we don’t walk very, very carefully as we seek to evaluate this cap and trade proposal that has been pushed forward.
Susan Wheeler:  Now might be a good time to mention that if you are not able to ask Senator Crapo a question, we do have the capability for you to leave a message for him at the end of the call, so you would just need to stay on the call to the end and you’ll be given instructions on how to leave a message.  Just, speak after the beep, essentially.  For our next question we’re going to Yellow Pine, you have a question for Senator Crapo.
Vicky (Yellow Pine): Hi, Senator Crapo, this is Vicky from Yellow Pine.  First, I’d like to thank you for what you guys did just recently in backcountry mail and getting that turned around for Arnold Aviation.  That was great and a great example of our Congressmen at work.  And my question is kind of twofold, but it’s about the fee repeal for the public lands that you and Tester and Baucus from Montana are sponsoring.  How do you think that’s going and along with that you can probably answer this one at the same time, do you think there’s any danger from the environmental groups that support the wolf populations becoming delisted again or going through the courts, or do you think we’ve got that fight won?

Senator Crapo:  Well, on the wolves, I believe the momentum is in favor of the state finally having the authority to administer the wolf program under a delisting, although I don’t believe the litigation has ended and so we will still need to face some litigation there.  
By the way, thank you very much for your comments about the backcountry air service.  Our entire delegation worked hard on that and that was a good example, I think, of the solidarity we have in our Idaho delegation, to work to help protect our backcountry air service.  
With regard to the forest fee legislation, I don’t understand why we don’t get that passed.  We’ve introduced it now for three or four years, and we have broad bipartisan support for it.  I’m going to have to tell you that I still believe there’s a good chance for that legislation to go through and make it to the President’s desk this year, but we need to have more and more people like yourselves who support it to call in.  For other callers on the line who are not familiar with it, this is legislation that stops the Forest Service from imposing additional fees on users of our forest lands. Right now there are obviously fees for uses of specific services, like a campground or some kind of a facility that needs to have maintenance and upkeep.  But if people just want to go into our forests and float a river or fish or hunt or hike or just recreate in their own way, have a campout, they are not generally charged except that the Forest Service is moving into establishing new user access fees.  Our legislation would stop the Forest Service from doing so.  I consider it to be a second form of taxation.  We already tax everybody through our regular tax modes and are supposed to be using those tax dollars to administer our public lands.  Now we want to have another tax on people who go into those public lands, which I think is highly inappropriate.

Susan Wheeler:  Now, for the next question, we’re going to talk a little about energy.  Jackie, in Pine, you have a question for Senator Crapo.  Go ahead, please.

Jackie (Pine):  Senator Crapo, we hear so much about we need to get off of our dependency from foreign oil.  We have so much oil on our own country, offshore, ANWR, that the environmentalists have things so sewn up that common sense has gown out the window.  How do you feel about this?

Senator Crapo: Jackie, I agree with you completely.  As a matter of fact, I’ve given about 10 or 20 speeches, a number of them on the floor of the Senate, saying exactly the same thing.  The United States is far too dependent on petroleum and on oil for our major energy source.  We do need to diversify into many, many other sources of energy, whether it be renewables and alternatives or nuclear power or what have you.  But while we diversify, which will take 10 or 20 or 30 years to do, we will still have a very heavy dependence on oil.  And we are far too dependent on foreign oil in the United States.  We are literally at the whim of the OPEC nations when they decide they want to drive the cost of petroleum up.  And it’s not only embarrassing; it’s security-threatening to have the President of the United States have to go hat-in-hand to Saudi Arabia or to some of the other countries that provide us our oil and beg them to not to raise the prices because of what it will do to our economy.  And you’re right, we have a tremendous amount of oil that we can access here in the United States and we must start accessing it in an aggressive way.  I actually believe that as we start to do that, if we can finally ever get Congress to agree to do so, that that act itself, the simple act of the United States say, “We’re going to develop our own resources,” is going to cause the other nations who provide us with oil to be much more reasonable to deal with in the future.
Susan Wheeler:  We only have about 15 minutes left.  We’ll see if we can get three or four more questions here.  We’re going to talk about healthcare with Beth from Nampa.  You have a question for Senator Crapo.  Go ahead, please.
Beth (Nampa):  Hello, Senator Crapo.  I was just going to ask a quick question on healthcare.  One of the concerns that I have is my son hurt his shoulder in sports and we had insurance, but the insurance to get his shoulder fixed was going to be like $5,000 the doctor was going to charge us just for his services.  So our insurance was only going to pay $1,200 of it.  So, of course, we haven’t been able to help our son because we don’t have the money the come up with that kind of fees.  So, my question is if you get the healthcare to fix it, is there something we could do to get the doctors to not charge so much because, to me, that’s outrageous.  And if they would just be reasonable, healthcare wouldn’t be so dynamic to our economy.  
Senator Crapo:  Well, you raise a very good point.  There are a number of pieces to the healthcare puzzle that we must address, but one of the biggest pieces we must address is its excessive cost.  A number of studies have been undertaken recently that have concluded that if we were to be more effective and efficient in the administration of healthcare in this country, we could reduce the cost of healthcare by as much as 30% without reducing the quality or scope of the healthcare that we have in the country right now. And to think to that there is 30% waste, fraud and abuse in the system is a phenomenal concern.  Secondly, we are finding the cost of healthcare in different parts of the country can be extremely high, in fact, much higher for the same patient with the same diagnosis with the same treatment in different parts of the country, costing sometimes two or three times as much in one place as another.  What that tells you is that there is a significant amount of room for us to address cost issues as we move forward.  Now, I don’t know if that would solve all of the concerns that you have in your personal circumstance, but the bottom line is that as we move through this healthcare reform, there is plenty of space and plenty of opportunity for us to dramatically increase our efficiency and reduce costs and make it so that people like yourself are not facing those unbelievably unreal costs for healthcare for what should be more basic services.
Susan Wheeler:  We have a few questions on healthcare, so we’re going to see if we can get to several of them now.  We’re going to Boise to Sandra you have a question on healthcare for Senator Crapo.  Go ahead, please.
Sandra (Boise):  Senator, thank you for taking my call.  I’m concerned about healthcare in the sense that we’re going to nationalize it.  Again, it’s going to be something that’s going to cost millions of dollars and I’m afraid that with the model that they’re using—I believe, it’s Medicare—you know, it’s already almost bankrupt and they’re using a model that’s already on its heels.  I don’t see them trying to fix that.  I’m concerned that there’ll be a lot of fear mongering like I feel that happened with the stimulus to get something better than nothing without really addressing the problem at hand that will take us beyond this century to our grandkids and so on.

Senator Crapo:  Well, Sandra, I agree with the points that you made.  As we just talked about the fact that we can achieve savings in healthcare, one of the big battles that we are having here, in fact perhaps the biggest battle that we are having here in Washington in the healthcare arena, is whether to, in your words, “nationalize” it or to create a government-run healthcare system rather than allowing for market-oriented delivery systems.  And I think, like you, believe that if we were to do so, we would achieve all of the inefficiencies of government. We would not see the cost savings and we would probably see a lower quality of healthcare and even the potential for rationing, in other words, not allowing even the quantity and access to healthcare we now have.  And I think those are all very serious problems that we have seen develop in other places that have moved to a socialized medicine system.  Now, there is a huge debate over that, and there are many people who strongly disagree with that and who don’t believe in market-oriented healthcare and believe that we should have government control and that battle is waging here in Washington very intensely.  One of the ways in which it is going on is what is called the public option.  Those who want to nationalize our healthcare are not saying, “Let’s just go outright and do it.”  They’re saying, “We will still let the insurance markets work and we will still let private sector delivery systems operate, but we want to create a government insurance company and have it just be one of the competitors in the system.”  What they don’t point out is that that government insurance company will set all the rules.  It will set all the prices, and it will control the economy, and most economists and analysts say that, over a period of time, it will simply dominate the healthcare system and it will ultimately achieve the objective of nationalizing the healthcare system.  I strongly oppose that approach, and I would encourage you and others who agree with you to weigh in very heavily, not only your Idaho delegation but to get your friends and relatives from other states to weigh in heavily with theirs because, like I say, that is going to be one of the center points of the battle here in the next few months.

Susan Wheeler:  And for our next question, we’re going to talk about foreign aid with Colleen from Boise.  Go ahead, Colleen.

Colleen (Boise):  Hello, Senator Crapo.  I was wondering, during this economic crisis, why are we still so focused on giving foreign aid?
Senator Crapo: A very good question, as well, Colleen.  Well, first of all, I agree with you that we should significantly reduce the amount of foreign aid that we are providing, particularly since we are not meeting the needs of so many Americans, who would it would be much better for us to support and assist if we were going to use the money in that way.  I will say, however, that there are some circumstances in which I believe our foreign aid is justified, primarily when it is utilized for the purpose of protecting our own national security.  The example I’m thinking of right now, frankly, is the foreign aid we provide to Israel.  Most of that foreign aid is military foreign aid, and actually I’d say over 90% to 95% is actually spent in the United States, but provides military capacity to Israel, which Israel then uses, as an ally of ours in the Middle East.  I believe they actually reduce the need for us to spend those same dollars and more in our own defense activities because we have an ally providing an element of our defense in a certain part of the world.  Some of those kinds of foreign aid dollars I actually believe make our country safer and stronger and ultimately save us defense dollars in other parts of our own budget.  But, with the exception of those, I really do believe that we ought to look to helping our own country deal with our deficits and some our needs first.  
Susan Wheeler: It appears that we have time for just one more caller tonight.  If we were unable to take your call tonight, please stay on the line, because at the end of this call, you will be able to leave a brief message for the senator.  I also want to remind everyone tonight that Senator Crapo can be reached at 202-224-6142 in DC or through one of the seven state offices in Idaho.  The website address is http://crapo.senate.gov.  There’s lots of good information on the Senator’s website.  We will continue these calls in the future; if you’d like to ensure that you participate in our next call, which will be in July, please sign up on the website.  You can also sign up there for Senator Crapo’s monthly e-newsletter.  Senator Crapo, the last call tonight comes from Boise about education. Michael, you have a question for Senator Crapo.  Go ahead, please.
Michael (Boise):  Yeah, I’m Michael. I’m actually 22 in Boise and a lot of it is the cost of education.  I’m currently out of school.  I’d love to be in school, but the cost of education keeps going up and I’m kind of worried.  How am I going to be able to get back into school?  How am I going to afford it, because jobs are not going to be as prevalent as they are now?  And I even know several people who are not in school because they can’t afford it.  Just curious if there’s anything going on for that.
Senator Crapo:  Well, there is actually, Michael, the federal support for higher education, college education has risen dramatically in the past few years.  Many parts of our budget have been growing very rapidly, and that is one of them.  I don’t remember the exact statistics, but the Pell Grants, for example, and some of the other scholarship support and loan support have dramatically increased, I think, sometimes two and threefold over what they are in the not too far past.  
There are other things that we need to do, however, as we approach the issue of the cost of higher education.  A report recently came out that indicated that the cost of higher education is growing so fast that it’s getting beyond the reach of many and you are expressing that very point right now tonight.  We need to address some of those basic cost drivers in the higher education system that can help us to start reducing them.  There’s no reason that we need to see tuition cost rising at such phenomenally fast rates.  It’s almost as though they were rising in parallel with the rapid increases in healthcare costs.  The report, although I don’t have the details right in front of me, indicated that there were things that could be done and that the rationale for these increased costs was not valid.  Although I can’t tonight speak with you in detail about what type of actions those are, I can tell you that there are a number of very, very engaged Senators on the Health, Education and Labor Committee who are focusing very, very hard on the reforms to our higher education system that will help to drive down the costs of tuition and to provide additional support.  We know that those who get a higher education are much better able to find jobs in the job market and to find quality jobs as they seek to improve their circumstances, and so although I can’t give you chapter and verse, I can tell you that that issue is one that is being very closely studied and on which it appears there are some rather significant steps we can to that will help us address the problem.  
Susan Wheeler:  Well, Senator, we’ve covered a large number of topics tonight from the economy to education, healthcare to energy.  All of this will be posted on your website within the next day or so, the audio as well as a transcript just as soon as we get it transcribed.  Do you have any closing thoughts for us before we close this out? 

Senator Crapo:  Well, yes, I’d like to thank everybody who participated with us tonight.  This opportunity to have a telephone town hall meeting gives us a chance during these busy times to literally reach out to thousands and thousands of Idahoans and have a chance to visit with you and answer your questions.  And, for those who didn’t get to ask a question, please do avail yourselves of the opportunity to ask the question after the call and we will do our very best to respond.  As I said at the outset, we are facing many challenges and those challenges are not just fiscal challenges.  Our country is at war.  We are battling with terrorists.  We are faced with security threats in many different ways.  Our economy is stumbling right now and we have a need to reform major parts of our system whether it be our infrastructure, whether it be our healthcare, our energy policy or the like.  And one could look at this list of issues and really get discouraged, but I encourage you all instead of getting discouraged, to get engaged.  As I said earlier, our nation is a nation of resilient people and we have always faced challenges in the right way by standing up to them and by finding solutions and working our way through them.  And we will work our way through these challenges we’re facing now, but we’ll do it more effectively and better if we have solid people like yourselves who are engaged and getting their friends and neighbors and associates engaged and participating in the process of finding the solutions that we need to move forward.  We’ll have a lot of very tough decisions to make in the near future, and we’ll make those decisions better with your participation.  So, thank you again for participating tonight and thank you so much your tremendous support as Idahoans with the kind of common sense that it takes to find solutions to these issues.
Susan Wheeler:  Thank you to all of you for participating tonight.  We hope that you found this call useful and informative.  You are welcome to leave Senator Crapo a voicemail message following this call.  Just hang on to the end and you’ll be given instructions to do that.  Additionally, the audio from this full meeting will be posted on the Senator’s website, probably late tomorrow, so should you with to listen to it again or recommend it to your friends or family, you can tell them where to go on the website.  You can also sign up to be on the VIP call list for the next call and you just do that through the website as well.  Please, join us again for the next quarterly call, which will be held in July.  Please check out the Senator’s website.  You can listen to podcasts through iTunes, watch videos on Youtube or join his Facebook group where we post a fair number of videos, audios and news releases, so you can check to see what the Senator’s doing and give us your feedback on what you think of the things that are going through Congress.  We hope to visit with you again soon.  Goodnight.  
