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and our prospects, which this budget 
will lay out an economic vision, that 
still results in 21⁄2 million Americans in 
the last 3 years who have lost their 
jobs, 43 million Americans without 
health care, nearly $1 trillion worth of 
corporate and individual assets have 
been foreclosed on, and 2 more million 
Americans have walked out of the mid-
dle class into poverty. If we are going 
to do nation-building, we must do it 
here at home, not just overseas. 

f 

MEDICARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
come to the floor today to speak on be-
half of Ohio’s seniors and America’s 
seniors. 

Mr. Speaker, about 14 million low-in-
come seniors, 438,000 of them in Ohio 
alone, will now be receiving their medi-
cations for a mere $2 to $5. They under-
stand that this new law, the new law 
about Medicare reform and prescrip-
tion drugs, is a step in the right direc-
tion. The countless baby boomers who 
devote portions of their monthly pay-
check to help buy grandma and 
grandpa’s medicine, they understand 
that this expansion of Medicare is im-
portant. They know that when they are 
able to devote a little less money to 
prescription medicines for their par-
ents, they might be able to devote a 
little more of that money to their kids’ 
college tuition.
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The many older Americans who have 
experienced a tragic illness that re-
quires a litany of medications, they un-
derstand the peace of mind that this 
law provides to the catastrophic cov-
erage. Because of this law, the cost of 
their many, many medicines is kept at 
a minimum, instead of spiraling off 
into infinity. 

The millions of seniors who live in 
rural areas across America and doctors 
who serve them, they understand the 
benefits of this new law, especially the 
increased financial assistance to rural 
providers. 

The hundreds of patient organiza-
tions who endorsed and support this 
new law, groups like AARP, the Amer-
ican Medical Association and the Alz-
heimer’s Association, they understand 
that the law represents a good first 
step in improving the lives of millions 
and millions of patients. 

I could go on and on, showing the 
countless benefits of this new law. In-
stead, I will boil it down into the sim-
plest of terms: while this plan may not 
provide the entire solution for every 
senior’s particular medical and finan-
cial problem, it does provide some solu-
tions to the substantial number of sen-
iors who formerly were choosing be-
tween food and medicine, gasoline and 
medicine, heating fuel and medicine. 
Those choices were untenable. 

The law is not 100 percent perfect, 
but it is 100 percent more than what 
seniors had before, which was nothing. 
Unfortunately, there are some who do 
not share the same mind set. Indeed, 
there are small group of obstruction-
ists who seek to mislead seniors about 
this new law, instead of informing 
them about how to use it to their ad-
vantage. Their goal is to scare, instead 
of to educate; and their tactics aim to 
thwart instead of to improve. It is real-
ly sad. 

A prime example is the left-leaning 
Families USA, who have taken their 
MediScare campaign across the coun-
try. In fact, they are scheduled to be in 
my home State of Ohio during the com-
ing weeks. 

To the seniors in my home State and 
to the seniors across the country who 
will be subject to the half-truths that 
Families USA and their allies will be 
pushing, I will say, beware of those 
who peddle fear and distrust. The 
flashy videos and the shiny brochures 
that these groups will provide will do 
nothing but tell you what is wrong 
with this new law. They will tear it 
down and trash the very thing that 
seniors have been pleading Congress to 
do for years, add prescription drug cov-
erage to Medicare. They will not bat an 
eyelash nor turn the slightest shade of 
red while they claim there is abso-
lutely nothing good about this new 
law. 

Mr. Speaker, I have too much faith in 
Ohio’s seniors. I know that they will 
not be used as pawns in the 
politicization of a new law of the land. 
I know that our seniors will take the 
time to learn more about this law, and 
they will like what they see. They will 
understand that Congress acted to im-
prove the quality of their lives. This is 
a good first step. They will understand 
that groups who scare them about what 
a law does not do are not helpful nor 
productive, and that the people who in-
struct them about what a law does are 
actually trying to make a difference in 
their lives. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to be to Ohio 
seniors one of those who helps them, 
helps them understand what this law 
does do for them. I want to be part of 
that productive group, that group that 
knows that progress comes in incre-
mental steps and understands that ob-
structing and thwarting accomplishes 
nothing, that group that looks for solu-
tions, not partisan points. 

Passing a Medicare drug plan and 
getting it signed into law with Presi-
dent Bush’s cooperation is finally a 
step forward for this Nation’s seniors. 
Let us not ever step back.

f 

ADDRESSING UNEMPLOYMENT IN 
AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BURGESS). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to talk for a moment about Vice 

President CHENEY’s trip to Dayton, 
Ohio. But before that, I just want to 
mention that the Medicare drug law 
that my friend from Ohio mentions 
just happened to be legislation written 
by the drug and the insurance indus-
tries. The drug industry will get $140 
billion additional profits under this 
law. The insurance industry gets a $46 
billion direct gift subsidy from tax-
payers. 

This bill was written for the drug in-
dustry, written for the insurance in-
dustry. In fact, the word in Washington 
is that President Bush will receive 
about $100 million in contributions 
from the drug industry. I think that is 
probably all you need to know. And 
that is why seniors simply do not like 
this drug bill, do not like the new 
Medicare law; and that is why the Re-
publican Party, the President, is spend-
ing upwards of $80 million in taxpayer 
dollars to advertise to try to convince 
America’s seniors that this is good leg-
islation, that it is good law. It is clear-
ly not. 

As I said, Mr. Speaker, the Vice 
President came to Dayton, Ohio, last 
week to try to explain away what has 
happened to the Ohio economy. One 
out of six manufacturing jobs has dis-
appeared since President Bush took of-
fice; 300,000 in Ohio have been lost. 
That is 2,000 jobs every single week of 
the Bush administration. That is 260 
jobs have disappeared every single day 
in Ohio since George Bush took office. 

In response to the bad economic news 
which cascades across my State, bad 
news almost every week on the econ-
omy, 600 people just laid off from a 
phone center in Trumbull County, near 
the district of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. STRICKLAND) and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

In response to the bad news, the 
President has got two solutions every 
time: more tax breaks for the most 
privileged in our society, with the hope 
that some of these benefits trickle 
down to the rest of the people in this 
country. That has not worked. And the 
second response, the second solution is 
more NAFTA-like trade agreements 
that continue to ship jobs overseas, 
that continue to hemorrhage jobs. We 
have lost hundreds of thousands of jobs 
in this country, manufacturing jobs, 
because of these trade agreements. 
They simply are not working. 

The question always is, How out of 
touch can our government’s leaders be? 
The answer to that is I do not know. 
Something seems to be new every day. 
The economic report of the President, 
which came out a couple or 3 or 4 
weeks ago, signed by George Bush, 
signed by the President, the economic 
report of the President talks about 
outsourcing jobs, one of the biggest 
problems in our economy; and the 
President’s Chief Economic Adviser, 
Gregory Mankiw, said outsourcing jobs 
is a good thing because it makes the 
economy more efficient. 

Well, let him look in the eye of a 
computer operator, let him look in the 
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eye of a clerk who has lost her job, let 
him look in the eye of a steel worker 
who has lost his job and tell him that 
outsourcing is a good thing because it 
makes us more efficient. 

Then in the same report, Mr. 
Mankiw, the President’s top economic 
guru, the top economic adviser, said 
that we will this year create 200,000 
jobs a month. Well, after he said that, 
even the President’s people, including 
the President, said we did not really 
mean 200,000 a month, because the first 
month they fell 199,000 jobs short, and 
every month they have fallen way, way 
short of this job creation they prom-
ised. 

Then the President’s economic ad-
viser said, you know, maybe in re-
sponse to this, and this really shows 
how out of touch they can get, maybe 
in response to this we need to reclas-
sify what manufacturing is. Perhaps, 
because a bottling company is a manu-
facturing job, you take the syrup in a 
Pepsi or Coke bottling plant with 200 
or 300 employees, and you take the car-
bonated water and put them together, 
that is a manufacturing process. 

Maybe, they suggest, the President’s 
top economic people, that we should re-
classify fast food, I am not making this 
up, this is in this report, the fast-food 
restaurants, maybe they should be con-
sidered manufacturing. Because you 
have the hamburger and you chemi-
cally treat it, you cook it; you take the 
cheese and you chemically treat it, you 
melt it; then you put the bread on, and 
you create these manufacturing jobs. 
Then you take the syrup and you push 
the button so the syrup and the carbon-
ated water mix. This administration 
actually is thinking about reclassi-
fying those service jobs as manufac-
turing jobs. 

Now, I am not making fun of people 
working in fast-food restaurants. In 
fact, if the Bush administration is 
going to reclassify those as manufac-
turing jobs, let them pay more than $7 
an hour; and let them give these young 
men and women, or older men and 
women in these fast-food restaurants, 
decent wages and decent benefits, if 
they are going to call them manufac-
turing jobs. 

Then the last point I wanted to make 
is in terms of how out of touch this 
government can get. One of the leading 
Republicans in this institution, the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, 
recently was complaining that Demo-
crats and others are saying that we 
have lost manufacturing jobs. 

He said, the fact is that you Demo-
crats, you critics, you media people, 
you economists, you workers who are 
complaining about lost jobs are simply 
not looking at the economy right. 

Here is what he said. He said there 
are 430,000 Americans who make their 
full-time living selling on ebay. This is 
not reflected in the economy. 

So are we going to count garage sales 
as economic growth? Are they going to 
pay them health benefits? Is that 
where my friends want to take the U.S. 
economy?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SOUDER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

FREEING IRAQ AND AFGHANISTAN 
IMPORTANT IN WAR ON TER-
RORISM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, late 
last October I traveled to Iraq with 
several other Members of Congress, and 
what I saw was a country in tatters, a 
country that had experienced little or 
no infrastructure investment in dec-
ades. 

But I also saw a people who, despite 
torture, government-sponsored slaugh-
ter and oppression on the scale of 
Lenin, a people who, despite all this, 
retained a glimmer of hope. And I 
thought, is it not amazing? Thirty 
years of torture, and Saddam and his 
henchmen could not break the spirit of 
the Iraqi people. They still had that 
thirst for freedom and that thirst for 
opportunity. 

Today, watch the news that comes 
from Iraq. Occasionally look past the 
newscaster, actually take a look at the 
hustle and bustle behind the news-
caster. You will see marketplaces, traf-
fic jams, people on their way to and 
from work. That is the free market at 
work. 

President Bush is the focus of an 
enormous amount of partisan political 
criticism. There are those, mostly on 
the other side of the aisle, who believe 
that simply getting bin Laden would 
end terrorism. They think we were 
wrong to go to Iraq, that Saddam could 
be contained. In short, those opposed 
to our work in Iraq believe Saddam’s 
regime had no role in terrorism and 
that our effort will not bear any posi-
tive results for America and the world. 

What a shortsighted, small view of 
the world and a basic misunder-
standing of terrorism. Terrorism will 
not be stopped by removing a leader or 
a command structure. Terrorism is not 
going to be that easy to tackle. 

What is going to make a difference 
could be this: Iraq has an interim Con-
stitution on schedule and they are 
moving toward freedom. Iraq’s elec-
tricity levels are exceeding pre-war ca-
pacity. They passed that benchmark 
last fall. The international community 
has pledged $32 billion to improve 
schools, health care, roads, water and 
sanitation. The nation now has a stable 
currency. A free press is growing. 
Iraqis have access to more diverse, 
independent sources of news. Hundreds 
of democratic meetings are taking 
place all across Iraq. America has cap-
tured 45 of the 55 most-wanted mem-
bers of Hussein’s regime. There are 

900,000 telephone subscribers and 225,000 
wireless subscribers. All of Iraq’s 22 
universities and 43 technical institu-
tions and colleges are open. And, this 
may not sound important, but its value 
is immeasurable, the Iraqi children no 
longer have to recite ‘‘long live leader 
Saddam Hussein’’ each morning. 

Some still believe all of this is irrele-
vant to the war on terrorism. Do you 
think terrorists are worried about 
what we are doing in Iraq and Afghani-
stan? Absolutely. Do you think terror-
ists fear this President? Do they fear 
America? You bet they do. The terror-
ists fear America. I do not mean that 
figuratively. Those who would destroy 
America, they literally fear this Presi-
dent and the resolve of the American 
people and our military, because we 
have not been afraid to take swift, de-
cisive action. 

President Bush said America would 
not tolerate al Qaeda, that we would 
not tolerate a Middle East that pumped 
out hatred and vitriol. Our engage-
ments in Afghanistan and Iraq speak 
volumes to the terror network. 

Does our work in Iraq make hostile 
nations think twice about supporting 
terrorism? Yes, indeed, it does. Will 
our effort to bring the Iraqi people into 
the modern world, into the free mar-
ketplace, the community of free na-
tions, make a difference in the long 
struggle to destroy what breeds ter-
rorism? Absolutely it will.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

RECORD NUMBER OF AMERICANS 
EXHAUSTING UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFITS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, congratulations 
to the Bush administration. They have 
set yet another record. This com-
plements their previous record of the 
largest job loss and the worst job 
record since Herbert Hoover was Presi-
dent of the United States in the 1920s. 
But their latest is notable also: 1.1 mil-
lion jobless workers by the end of this 
month will have exhausted their reg-
ular unemployment benefits without 
receiving an extension or additional 
aid. If we go all the way back, we have 
been keeping data on extended unem-
ployment since 1971, 33 years ago, there 
have never been so many people who 
have exhausted unemployment benefits 
without successfully finding work. 

Now the Bush administration and the 
Republican leaders in Congress are re-
fusing to extend unemployment bene-
fits. Is that because we are in such a 
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