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“President Aristide was instead driven to a
plane. Upon arriving at approximately 5 a.m.
on February 29, he found his 19 security
guards already there. They were all flown—
including the one-year-old child of one of the
guards—to the Central African Republic.
After spending 20 hours on a plane flying to
a destination unknown to them, the security
guards were then flown back to the United
States. The trip prevented them from reveal-
ing the details of the coup until after
Aristide was out of Haiti and in the Central
African Republic.

“In the course of the discussions with
President Aristide, it became clear that the
timing of the coup coincided with several
international developments that could have
shifted the relationship of forces in the Hai-
tian government’s favor. While the U.S. gov-
ernment escalated pressure on Aristide to re-
sign in that last week, the government of
South Africa had sent a planeload of weap-
ons that was set to arrive on Sunday, Feb-
ruary 29. Venezuela was in discussions about
sending troops to support Aristide. There
was also gathering international support and
solidarity for the maintenance of constitu-
tional democracy in Haiti. African American
leaders were receiving increasing media at-
tention as they denounced the efforts to-
wards a coup. Two prominent U.S. delega-
tions, one led by members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus and another led by
former U.S. Attorney General Ramsey Clark,
were set to arrive within days. We can see
that there were various converging influ-
ences of aid about to come. This accounts in
large part for the timing of the coup, it ex-
plains why the U.S. had to rush in and re-
move Aristide,”” concluded lves.

Johnnie Stevens of the International Ac-
tion Center stated, ‘“Today, as a consequence
of strong international pressure, the people
of Haiti and the rest of the world have had a
chance to hear President Aristide refute the
lies and slanders of the U.S. government and
its henchmen from the former Haitian mili-
tary who are behind the coup. We believe
that the U.S. has tried to muzzle or silence
President Aristide, not simply to stop one
man from speaking out. The goal is to dis-
courage the people of Haiti from continuing
the growing struggle demanding President
Aristide’s return. It is really an effort to
muzzle, silence and pacify the people in
order to impose U.S. regime change.”

Stevens continued, ‘““The people of Haiti
have been a source of inspiration for two
centuries. Their struggle for freedom, inde-
pendence and sovereignty is part and parcel
of the struggle of oppressed people every-
where. We must continue to do everything in
our power to stand up against the racist de-
signs of the Bush administration.”

In his interview with Democracy Now!
President Aristide was asked if he planned to
return to Haiti. His response: “If | can go (to
Haiti) today, | would go today. If it’s tomor-
row, tomorrow. Whenever time comes, | will
say yes, because my people, they elected
me.”

————————

ALL HAT AND NO CATTLE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
“This economy of ours is strength-
ening, and that’s positive,” is what

President Bush has said.

““‘Outsourcing is just a new way of
doing international trade, and that is a
good thing.”

The President says the economy is
strengthening, that we are creating the
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jobs. This is the newspaper headline
today from the Youngstown Vindi-
cator. In the City of Youngstown Ohio,
the unemployment rate is 16.6 percent.
In the City of Warren, the unemploy-
ment rate is 14 percent.

This President’s economic policies
are not working, yet we get rhetoric
from this President. The economy is
actually getting worse, not better, it is
not strengthening, it is struggling.

Just yesterday, we had a field hear-
ing for the No Child Left Behind fund-
ing issue. A recent study came out and
said the State of Ohio needs an addi-
tional $1.5 billion a year in order to get
every single child in our State across
the finish line and proficient in all the
needed areas; $1.5 billion a year to do
this.

The President goes on about tax cuts
and how these tax cuts are stimulating
the economy, which they are not. He is
cutting necessary funds for education,
Pell Grants, public health, worker re-
training, all of the areas that we need
funded in order for us to move our
economy forward and make the proper
investments. Instead of economic poli-
tics, we get election year politics.

One of the issues one finds mind-bog-
gling, quite frankly, in a recent article
that says ‘“‘Bush all hat and no cattle
when it comes to small business,” this
President has told us that he is for
small business and that these tax cuts
are going to help small business. We al-
ready talked about how that is not
true.

I want to share with the American
people some of the cuts that this ad-
ministration is making in small busi-
ness assistance. The President’s budget
entirely eliminates the Micro Loan
Program funded within the SBA; re-
duces government guarantees from 75
percent to 50 percent on the SBA 7(a)
loan program; reduces funding for
Small Business Development Centers;
and slashes the Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnership from $106 million to a
paltry $39 million.

Where is this manufacturing czar
that we have been promised from Labor
Day? | have shared that before. On
Labor Day, the President of the United
States came to the State of Ohio, and
he goes to Richfield, Ohio, one of the
wealthiest suburbs in the State. He
passes up Cleveland, he passes up
Youngstown, he passes up Akron, Steu-
benville, Toledo, Lima, all the areas
that have suffered a complete erosion
of manufacturing jobs, where the un-
employment rate is 14 to 17 percent.

We are getting no money or very lit-
tle money for our No Child Left Behind
program. And all these investments the
President said he wants to make, we
are getting a bunch of hot air from this
administration.

Quite frankly, something needs to be
done, because we get the rhetoric that
says his economic policies are working.
We are trying to get talked into an
economic recovery that is jobless.

All you have to do, Mr. President, is
come to Youngstown, Ohio and you
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will find out your economic policies
are not working.

——
A TALE OF TWO BUDGETS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WICKER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, in 2
days, the House Committee on the
Budget will introduce and start to

mark up a budget for the United
States. This budget is being drafted by
the majority, reflective of the Presi-
dent’s budget submitted in early Feb-
ruary.

I thought it would be an opportune
time to discuss and go over the review
of this budget and the economic poli-
cies that have resulted from the Presi-
dent’s past budgets here at home, with
also the type of priorities that have
been claimed for the people of Iraqg, and
compare, in my view, the tale of two
budgets.

What we have here, which | think
would be a rude awakening for the
American people, is what has resulted
here at home for the people of the
United States and their jobs, their
healthcare, their education, their hous-
ing, versus what we are doing in Iraq.
If you really go through it, what you
really have is the tale of two budgets,
of two economic programs.

| think the American people would be
surprised to find out that of the $87 bil-
lion we voted on last year for the fund-
ing of the war in Iraq and Afghanistan
and for rebuilding the communities of
Iraqg and Afghanistan, that is more
than the combined investment in the
United States in the areas of edu-
cation, job training and employment,
the money in one shot for Iragq. Re-
member, that does not count the $70
billion we spent on the first stage of
the war with Irag.

The $87 billion spent in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan for the war part, as well as
for the rebuilding of their healthcare
system, their job training, their phys-
ical infrastructure, roads and bridges
and water system and water treatment,
that is more than the entire combined
investment in the United States for
education, job training and employ-
ment services.

To me, the reason we have a $3 tril-
lion debt, additional debt on the books,
nearly 3 million Americans have lost
their jobs, as well as 43 million Ameri-
cans without health insurance, 2 mil-
lion more Americans who have gone
from the middle-class to poverty, and
nearly $1 trillion worth of bank-
ruptcies, both corporate and indi-
vidual, is we do not have an economic
policy and focus coming from the ad-
ministration.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, if |
could interrupt my friend for a mo-
ment, the gentleman indicated the
total amount that we have already ex-
pended in terms of our intervention in
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Irag. Obviously, that includes sup-
porting our troops, and, at the same
time, beginning the reconstruction of
Iraq.

Does the gentleman remember the
debate that occurred months ago when
the supplemental came to this floor?

Mr. EMANUEL. The $87 billion?

Mr. DELAHUNT. The $87 billion.
Does the gentleman remember that
many of us on this side actually voted
against authorizing the President to
launch this intervention because we
did not believe the evidence for a vari-
ety of different reasons that he pre-
sented to us and to the American peo-
ple, but we did understand an obliga-
tion to help Iraq get back on its feet?

Does the gentleman remember the
debate about whether it would be
loans, or whether we would just simply
give the money away, give the tax-
payer dollars away?

Mr. EMANUEL. The administration
came out and said it would be wrong to
do it as loans. We needed, because of
the international community, to make
it a U.S. taxpayer-funded $87 billion in-
vestment.

Mr. DELAHUNT. If | can continue to
interrupt the gentleman, | made a
point of examining the record in terms
of other international donors. There
was a conference in the capital of
Spain, in Madrid, where other inter-
national donors came together. Among
them, they were willing to contribute
some $15 to $16 billion. By the way,
very little of which has been seen yet.
I can only find one other Nation that
did not insist on the money being paid
back. That was Japan, for $1.5 billion.

The gentleman mentioned a word
that really made me seek to interrupt,
and that was ‘‘debt.”” We are never
going to see that money.

Mr. EMANUEL. No.

Mr. DELAHUNT. That is gone. | dare
say there have been about other speak-
ers on the floor here this evening that
have talked about the failure in this
budget to be forthright and honest, and
we all know, and the American people
should know that the money we have
already spent is a down payment, and
it is not much of a down payment as to
what it is going to cost the taxpayers
far into the future.

Mr. EMANUEL. If I may, we have
voted in this Congress on $160 billion of
investment in the war in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan and the rebuilding of those
countries, healthcare, housing, jobs,
roads, bridges. As the gentleman want-
ed to remind me of a point in that de-
bate less than a year ago, at that point,
Secretary Powell said the $168 billion is
a down payment, that they would need
an additional $50 billion, which they
will probably seek, just for that ex-
ceeding the $200 billion in Iraq, which
we will never see, or, when | say “we,”
the U.S. taxpayers will never, ever see.
That is $200 billion.

One can argue whether we are better
off or not in Iraq, with Saddam Hussein
having been deposed from lraq, but the
taxpayers will never see that invest-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

ment back. Those are all dollars we are
being told on a series of fronts, when
we do not have the resources here at
home.

My purpose here, before we mark up
this budget, and spend the next 3 or 2
months discussing the budget is to
draw the parallel between what we are
investing in Irag. On housing, we have
7,000 units of housing planned for Iraq,
yet only 5,000 for the United States. We
have a water irrigation system, well
over $300 million for a new irrigation
system in Iraq, for water treatment; in
America, in the President’s budget, a
$500 million cut in water and sewer
treatment facilities here in the United
States. That goes on and on.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Before the gen-
tleman goes any further, he mentioned,
I think, an interesting point that those
who are watching here this evening and
are listening really should take note
of. The gentleman mentioned the fig-
ure $50 billion. I do not think there is
any Member in this House on either
side of the aisle that would deny that
$50 billion. But it is not part of this
budget. When will that $50 billion be
revealed to the American people?

Mr. EMANUEL. As the gentleman
probably remembers, last year when we
voted on our budget for the United
States, they projected a deficit at that
point of a little north of $300 billion.
Then they brought up the investment
of $87 billion in Iraq after the fact, so
it was not included in the budget, be-
cause it would have made the deficit
look far worse.

So this year we are going to vote on
a budget that has a $500 billion-plus
deficit, nearly half a trillion dollars,
and then we will get the request for the
war in lIragq, an additional $50 billion
put on.
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It is basically playing real quick with
the hands.

Mr. DELAHUNT. When will we get
that? When will that come before us?

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, to my
colleague from Massachusetts, we do
not know when we are going to get
that.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Can | just put out
here, | want to submit, because maybe
we can make this a friendly wager. |
bet that that $50 billion will come to
the floor of this House in November or
December, sometime after the election
because, clearly, that $50 billion is
going to exacerbate the deficit. It is a
debt. But maybe I am wrong. Maybe
the White House will insist on doing
the right thing and being honest and
forthcoming with the American people
and tell us the true cost of where we
are.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, the
purpose of this evening, because this
administration has two books, two sets
of values, two priorities, and two budg-
ets, one for Irag and one for the United
States. And the American people, with
43 million Americans without health
care, 2.7 million additional Americans
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without jobs, 9 million Americans
without jobs, close to 12 million Ameri-
cans now living below the poverty line,
are being told on a repeated basis that
they do not have the money for
schools, for police, for health care clin-
ics. Do my colleagues know in the
United States that every year the
President’s budget cuts, cuts health
care clinics and community health
care services to the United States to
the tune of $600 million to $700 million
a year? Yet in Iraq, and we will get to
the statistic later, in Iraq since the end
of the war, 52 new hospitals and clinics
have been opened up, 5 million children
have been given vaccines. In the United
States, cuts in health care services to
the tune of $600 million a year, in the
President’s own budget. He has a vi-
sion, a focus, and an agenda for Iraq
not matched or paralleled or equal to
the vision for the United States. The
United States people are very gen-
erous.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Can | just ask a
question?

Mr. EMANUEL. Yes.

Mr. DELAHUNT. | think the gen-
tleman mentioned two budgets.

Mr. EMANUEL. Two values.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Two values and two
budgets, a budget for the United States
of America and a budget for Irag. But
the truth is, the reality is that it is the
American taxpayer.

Mr. EMANUEL. One source.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Is paying for the
budget for the United States of Amer-
ica, with all our responsibilities, all of
the issues that we are concerned about
here domestically and internationally,
and then the American taxpayer is also
paying the budget for Iraqg. | really
hope that we do not find ourselves in a
situation where we will be coming to
the floor with a third budget.

The gentleman from Michigan earlier
talked about what transpired these
past several weeks in Haiti. | can imag-
ine that we will have to provide hu-
manitarian assistance, but are we also
going to be picking up additional budg-
ets as we go?

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, that is
a fair question. | think that the budget
that we are submitting, and one of the
things | want to talk about and start
off with is that it is not just a budget,
and it is not just a set of values, and it
is not just a set of priorities. But the
President’s own cabinet, six members
out of 15 have been to Iraq to praise
and laud the work of our reconstruc-
tion in Iraq. | am going to bring up a
couple of things that they have said on
their trips to Irag, because | think it
highlights not just the type of dollars
we are investing, but what we are say-
ing.

My first is in October of 2003, Sec-
retary Evans of Commerce, the Com-
merce Secretary said, and | quote from
October 16, 2003: ‘‘Americans need to
come here and see the opportunity.”
This is about Irag. ““This is great eco-
nomic opportunity.”’

Three months after that in Ohio, the
President of the United States an-
nounces that he is going to have a
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manufacturing czar. Today, 5 months
after that, that job goes unfilled; and
since that time, 250,000 manufacturing
jobs have been lost in the United
States. Yet Secretary Evans is over in
Iraq praising the economic opportunity
in Iraq; and yet here in the United
States, a job for a manufacturing czar
to oversee what has happened to the 2
million-plus lost manufacturing jobs in
the United States has yet to be ap-
pointed. In every budget the President
of the United States has submitted to
this Congress, the manufacturing ex-
tension program, which helps small
manufacturers in the United States
compete in the world market, has been
cut.

We had a prior speaker who noted the
fact that the budget is supposed to
have $130 million; the President sub-
mitted $36 million or $10 million, way
off the mark. This helps 50 workers or
less in manufacturing and in places of
employment. We do not have a manu-
facturing czar. The budget of the
United States eliminates manufac-
turing opportunities, yet the Secretary
of Commerce of the United States is in
Irag praising the economic oppor-
tunity.

In January of 2004 Labor Secretary
Elaine Chao visits Iraq. Quote, on Jan-
uary 28: ‘“Democracy is an essential
part of creating a new lraq, and for de-
mocracy to move forward in a positive
fashion, finding employment for the
people is very important.”

It is interesting, because at that
point it was one week before the Presi-
dent’s budget was submitted to Con-
gress, just a few days after the Presi-
dent’s State of the Union; and yet the
President’s budget for the United
States has dislocated adult training
and dislocated worker programs, cut by
$150 million in the United States, yet
opening job training in lraq.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, if |
could interrupt very briefly, it sounds
like an economic stimulus package.

Mr. EMANUEL. Baghdad is doing
well.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Maybe, just maybe
we can find the secret so that we can
avoid a jobless recovery for lraq and
learn those lessons so that we can rep-
licate them here in the United States.

Mr. EMANUEL. The President’s
budget also freezes job training. We
have a cut, as | said, of $151 million in
dislocated worker problems, dislocated
from economic trade and globalization.
Yet, at that time, with one week to go
in the President’s budget, the Sec-
retary of Labor is not in her office, is
not over in the White House negoti-
ating on behalf of American workers.
She is talking about the employment
opportunities in Iraq.

Mr. DELAHUNT. In Iraqg.

Mr. EMANUEL. In Iraqg.

Mr. DELAHUNT. So if you are look-
ing for a job and you want the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN), who was
the last speaker before we took the
floor, if you are one of his constituents
in Ohio.
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Mr. EMANUEL. Where there is 16
percent unemployment rate.
Mr. DELAHUNT. We could rec-

ommend that somehow they contact
the Department of State or the Depart-
ment of Commerce and maybe there
are jobs in Baghdad or Kirkuk or
Basra. There are certainly none in
Ohio.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, | think
the gentleman probably knows, right
after the war, we were paying hundreds
and thousands of Iraqis for no-show
jobs, literally paying them; but they
did not have to work, just to put
money into the economy of Irag. Now,
I am from Chicago. | think we know
something about no-show jobs. We
think we have written the book on no-
show jobs. There are so many no-show
jobs in Irag where people do not have
to show up for work, but get paid, you
can make an alderman in Chicago pret-
ty jealous; but that is what is going on
with U.S. taxpayer dollars.

Let me tell my colleagues another
thing. Just recently, less than a month
ago, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, Tommy Thompson,
visits Iraq, and | quote: ““The U.S. aid
to provide universal health care to Iraq
should not be compared to the efforts
in the United States to guarantee the
same thing. Even if you don’t have
health insurance in America, you get
taken care of. That can be defined as
universal health care.”

What a fascinating, insightful take
on universal health care. We have 43
million Americans without health in-
surance; yet we have universal health
care provided in lIraq, but not here in
the United States.

Mr. DELAHUNT. | guess maybe one
would call it socialized medicine is
good for Iraq, but universal health care
here in the United States is, if the gen-
tleman would help me with the word; it
escapes my mind.

Mr. EMANUEL. It would be a govern-
ment-controlled program.

Mr. DELAHUNT. A government-con-
trolled program.

Mr. EMANUEL. So my colleagues un-
derstand, as we have opened 52 hos-
pitals and clinics in Iraq, just a month
earlier than the President’s budget, he
froze the National Institutes of
Health’s budget; rural health care was
cut by $638 million, and $785 million
the next year; a 64 percent cut from
health professionals training programs.
We have 33 million Americans who
work full-time without health care,
and we have underfunded the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, while
here in this country, and | am sure this
has impacted just about every Mem-
ber’s district throughout the entire
United States, while in this country,
community hospitals that tend to be
the hospital of the first response for
that sudden heart attack, for that
emergency room treatment, they are
being closed; and yet the American
taxpayers are building how many hos-
pitals?
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Mr. EMANUEL. My last count says
in Iraq there have been 52 hospitals and
health care clinics that have opened up
since the end of the war.

Mr. DELAHUNT. That is a pretty
good record, for Irag.

Mr. EMANUEL. It is very good, a
very good record. | am impressed. | am
very, very impressed. They have done a
great job. There has been in Iraq free
training provided to 22 lIraqi health
professionals and 8,000 volunteers. Yet
a $278 million cut, 68 percent, to the
health professionals training program
here in the United States.

Now, what is it that Iraq needs about
the health care training of doctors and
nurses and technicians that is not nec-
essary here in the United States? Any
thoughts?

Mr. DELAHUNT. | have none.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, $793
million for health care facility con-
struction and medical equipment re-
placement throughout Irag. Yet there
has been a $94 million cut to commu-
nity access programs here in the
United States, a 90 percent cut in that
budget. Mr. Speaker, $28 million in Iraq
for operation and staffing of 150 clinics
for 3 million Iraqgis. Yet there has been
a 78 percent cut, that is $789 million in
all health activities to provide health
care access in rural America.

Mr. Speaker, | did not get to it, but
let me continue. The agricultural Sec-
retary, Ann Veneman, was in lrag on
November 13, 2003, praising our invest-
ment, she calls it how our government
can help. Need | remind her, it is our
taxpayers, not our government. But
yet, in the President’s budget, $198 mil-
lion has been cut from USDA farm
loans, crop insurance, disaster relief,
and field offices, representing about a 4
to 5 percent cut in the agriculture
budget.

There have been a total of 6 cabinet
Secretaries who have visited Iraq. Do
my colleagues get a feeling that the
cabinet Secretaries have been
outsourced to Irag in the many ways
that our jobs have been outsourced to
India? They are focused. We have the
Commerce Secretary there, the Labor
Secretary there, the Agriculture Sec-
retary there, the Secretary of Defense
is there, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services is there, the Secretary
of State is there, not counting the dep-
uties. Yet in every area corresponding,
and we are going to go through that in
a little more detail, we have seen cuts
here at home in the President’s budget.

Mr. DELAHUNT. But the Govern-
ment of Iraq is being well financed.

Mr. Speaker, if 1 can continue for a
moment, because the picture that the
gentleman is drawing is rather clear to
me. | noted in a report from my home-
town paper, the Boston Globe, that the
Senator  from Arizona, Senator
MCCAIN, in response to a question in a
very forthright manner made this
statement: ““The era of big government
is back and Republicans seem to like
it.”” | presume that he was referring to
Irag or maybe he was referring to that
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deficit that is creating a future Arma-
geddon for our children, our grand-
children, and even our friends in North
Carolina.
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Mr. EMANUEL. Let me, if | could, to
take back a little time here, | have put
up another chart dealing on education
in Iraq and education in America and
job training.

In Iraq, we have renovated a little
over 2300 schools in all of Iraq. 1.5 mil-
lion secondary school student Kits have
been sent out. 800,000 primary school
kits have been sent out. In America,
the President’s Leave No Child Behind
has been underfunded by $8 billion.

Teacher quality impact aid and after
school programs have been frozen in
his budget. Reading programs are cut
by $8 million. And 38 other educational
programs in the President’s budget
have been eliminated.

In Iraq, 2,300 schools nationwide have
been either rebuilt and opened since
the end of the war. Not that Iraqgi chil-
dren do not need an education, not that
they do not need their books and text-
books, but | would hearken, and |
would hope others remember in the
United States, we have teachers who
are paying for school supplies out of
their own salaries, because the school
budgets, educational system has been
cut so bad we do not have resources for
our Kkids. Teachers are paying for it.
Not the government taxpayers, which
is funded.

Iraqi children are going to have a
great future. We should have the same
type of future, same commitment to
American children.

I want to point, if |1 could, to a few
things we did here on the chart. Job
training in Irag. $60 million for demobi-
lizing and job training for 130,000
enemy combatants. $353 million for
American lragi enterprise fund and job
training.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, can
my colleague repeat those? How many
enemy combatants? Presumably those
are former lragi soldiers.

Mr. EMANUEL. That is exactly what
itis.

Mr. DELAHUNT. In other words,
they would be Iraqgi veterans of war.

Mr. EMANUEL. The gentleman took
the words right out of my mouth. Yes,
that is correct, former soldiers.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Former soldiers. |
only wish that the American veteran
was treated as well.

What | find particularly unacceptable
is the budget that was submitted by
this White House and this President, as
far as it relates to the American vet-
erans. The various veterans service or-
ganizations, the American Legion, the
VFW, the Disabled American Veterans,
Paralyzed American Veterans claim
that the White House budget, as sub-
mitted to this Congress, one, would
only worsen the backlog processing dis-
ability claims; secondly, reduce the
number of VA nursing home beds just
as the number of veterans who need
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long-term care is swelling, and force
some veterans to pay a fee simply to
gain access to the VA health care sys-
tem, despite the promise that this Con-
gress made back in 1996, that if you
were an American veteran, you were
entitled to health care, provided by the
Veterans Administration.

This is a report in the Washington
Post dated last week. The commander
in chief of the VFW called the Presi-
dent’s proposed budget for veterans
health care, and this is his quote, “‘a
disgrace and a sham.” And, yet, we are
supporting health care for 130,000
former Iraqgi soldiers, who | am sure are
benefiting from the largesse of the
American taxpayer. It is time we take
care of our own, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, this is
a tale of two budgets. Let me point to
one thing: $353 for an American lraqi
enterprise fund and job training. $353
million. Yet, the President’s budget
cut $316 million in the vocational edu-
cation program. That represents a 24
percent cut there.

Let me go on. There is a $20 million
grant for higher education and develop-
ment projects creating U.S. lraqgi uni-
versity partnerships to expand access
to higher education for all Iragis. $100
million cut for the Perkins loan, which
represents a 60 percent cut in that pro-
gram here in the United States for col-
lege education, a $327 million cut in
Pell Grants for low and moderate in-
come children, closing the door to
higher education for those children. We
got a grant for Iragi children going to
college.

In Illinois, my home, the average
graduate from the University of Illi-
nois gets a diploma and $20,000 in debt
because of the cost of higher education
in the United States. Yet, in Iraqg job
training and higher access to univer-
sities.

Expanding literacy. We have $40 mil-
lion dedicated to Iraq for rebuilding 275
schools and training 10,000 teachers for
Iragi schools. Yet, we have cut $8 mil-
lion from reading programs in the De-
partment of Education for American
children.

Another statistic. USAID accelerated
learning program provides intensive
personal education to low income and
at-risk lIragi children. At-risk Iraqi
children and low income Iraqi children.
The President’s budget, $177 million
cut in funding for Head Start, even
though Head Start could only serve a
13.5 percent of the eligible children be-
cause of funding restrictions. Children
who are eligible for Head Start. We do
not have the resources for Head Start,
yet we have funding for at-risk lIraqi
children.

This is just an example of the types
of education cuts we are making here
at home and the types of investments
we are making overseas in lraq.

These are not the priorities of the
American people. These are not the
values of the American people. These
are not the economic investments the
American people called on. And our re-
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sult, all these cuts in education and
here at home, all these cuts at at-risk
children here at home, all these job
training cuts here at home, as Ronald
Reagan once said, facts are a stubborn
thing. 2.7 million Americans have lost
their jobs since President Bush has
been President. Two million more
American children have entered the
levels of poverty who have left the
middle class.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, we
know that we have a jobless recovery.
Clearly it is an issue that has grabbed
the attention of the American people.
But there is another aspect of our eco-
nomic picture that | think should dis-
turb all of us on both sides of the aisle,
and | hear nothing coming from this
White House addressing it. We all agree
that there has been a net loss of jobs.
In other words, jobs have been created,
but millions of more jobs have been
lost than have been created. But what
is untold here, what has not been said,
and | think we all owe an obligation to
tell this to the American people and we
should start here tonight, is that while
we have a jobless recovery, we have a
wage recession. We have a wage reces-
sion. The new jobs that are replacing
the old jobs are at wage scales that are
21 percent less than the jobs that they
replaced.

Now, that is like if you are unem-
ployed and you find a job after your
unemployment runs out, because we do
not count those folks anymore, we call
them discouraged workers, but if you
are lucky enough to find a job you are
taking a 21 percent pay cut. What does
that do in terms of the hopes and
dreams and the living standards that
you have for yourself and your fami-
lies?

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, if we
are going to spend $3 trillion, 1 would
think we would get more than 21,000
jobs out of it. And of the 21,000 jobs
that were created last month, not the
200,000, unknown, but it is right there
in the statistics, of the 21,000 jobs,
20,000 of those jobs were government
jobs. So in the private sector of the
United States only created 1,000 jobs
last month.

Jay Leno had a funny joke and I
must repeat it. He says, “You know
why President Bush is in such trouble?
He is overseeing more gay marriages
than he has jobs created in the United
States.” And it captures pretty much
what is going on. We have a jobless
economy and an endless occupation in
Iraq. It has resulted in the fact that
the American people are calling for a
new direction and change in our prior-
ities. And these budgets reflect the
problem we have here at home because
of what people are seeing is that our
future is being promised to lraq, and
the people of Iraq, and that the same
commitment is not being held here at
home.

The American people have been very
generous. They will continue to be gen-
erous, but not at the expense of their
future and their children’s future.
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I would like to turn to health care,
since we have done job training and
education. In the area of health care,
as | mentioned just the other day, Sec-
retary Thompson visited Iraq opening
hospitals. In lIraq, 52 hospitals have
been renovated. Three million children
under the age of 5 have been vaccinated
in Irag. And the President’s budget,
health care centers for the second year
in a row have been cut $638 million this
year, next year, $785 million.

I want to read a couple numbers.
Iraq, free training provided to 2,200
Iraqgi doctors and nurses and 8,000 vol-
unteers. In the United States, $278 mil-
lion cut to the health professionals
training program for doctors and
nurses and other specialists. Free
training in Iraq for 2,200, $278 million
cut here in the United States.

In case anybody has missed it, 43 mil-
lion Americans without health insur-
ance. Inflationary costs rising at 10 to
20 to 20 percent a year. $793 million for
health facility construction and med-
ical equipment throughout Iraq. A $94
million cut to community access pro-
grams to coordinate health care serv-
ices to the underinsured here in the
United States.

In case you are missing this, kind of
one strategy for Iraq, one strategy for
the United States. $28 million for oper-
ation and staffing of 150 health clinics
for 3 million Iragis, a $78 million cut in
all health activities to provide health
care access in rural America.

Let me ask a question. Is there one
group that works on the budget for the
United States in this administration
and another group that does the budget
for Irag? | mean, does the right hand
not know what the left hand is doing?
We have a health care crisis.

Mr. DELAHUNT. | will tell the gen-
tleman presumably there is a stealth
OMD somewhere. Maybe it is in the De-
partment of Defense. My colleague
knows how they have that office of
strategic planning.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, | know
this sounds horribly rude and sarcastic,
but could David Kay be appointed to
coordinate these two budgets together?
I mean, he is available after all.

If one looks at this, $44 million in
community development projects in-
cluding child care centers and youth
centers in lraq. $44 million for child
care and youth centers. The Presi-
dent’s budget for the United States, a
funding freeze for all child care pro-
grams for helping parents who want to
go to work and put their kids at places
that are safe and secure. And it is pro-
jected to climb to $53 million in 2006.
That is a fascinating way to leave no
child behind in Iraq. | wonder what the
strategy is behind that.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, in
terms of the health care, I am con-
vinced that it is some sort of socialized
medicine initiative that is surprising,
since this administration decries ef-
forts to adopt a universal health care
coverage Federal policy here in the
United States.
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Mr. EMANUEL. Let me add one other
thing. Ensuring a nation of healthy
children. This is the last point on our
health care chart; 4.3 million Iraqi chil-
dren have been immunized, yet the ma-
ternal and child health care block
grant has been frozen. Prenatal care in
Irag and food provisions for 240,000
pregnant women, full funding. Yet we
have cut WIC here and frozen it and
frozen the Healthy Start program. 100
percent of prenatal and infancy needs
of all Iraqgi citizens, and yet we have
frozen, which means a cut of care in
the pediatric graduate medical edu-
cation and Title 10 family planning
here in the United States.

Now, why is it that 4.3 million Iraqgi

children need to be immunized. | as-
sume that is a good idea. Any
thoughts?

Mr. DELAHUNT. | think it is an ex-
cellent idea.

Mr. EMANUEL. Why would you
freeze then the maternal and child
health care block grant, which basi-
cally does the immunization programs
here in the United States? What would
make you freeze it here in the United
States, but somehow think that 4.3
million Iraqgi children deserve that
type of aid? | think it is a good idea.
My father is a pediatrician. 1 am the
son also of a radiologist nurse. | hap-
pen to think these investments are
good. Guess what, the administration
is right about one thing, the Iraq of to-
morrow will be better than the lIraq
under Saddam Hussein, because it is
being funded by the taxpayers of the
United States.

Mr. DELAHUNT. The question is will
America of tomorrow be better, given
the policies enunciated and the policies
we have witnessed over the course of
the past 3%z years? That is the question
facing the American people as we look
towards November of 2004, when prob-
ably December of 2004 we will be pro-
vided with a supplemental budget that
will come as no surprise to those of us
that work here in this institution, but
that we know will further add to that
debt that is outstanding.

Mr. EMANUEL. | want to again re-
mind us of one of the headlines here.
Training of health care professionals,
2,200 Iragi doctors and nurses will get
free training, $278 million cut in the
United States’ budget in this area.

We will go on to the next chart of the
area of security and justice and invest-
ment in what we call safety of our
streets versus what we are doing in
Irag. In that area we basically have, |
think, an interesting, very interesting
set of priorities. And again, it is a tale
of two budgets, two values, two prior-
ities.

In Iraq, we have placed 150,00 police
and security personnel on the street. |
do not know if you know this and it
may come as a surprise to everybody.
But in New York City, there are 3,000
less police on the street since 9-11, be-
cause the President’s budget we have
cut a billion dollars in the police pro-

H911

gram to keep police doing community
policing in the United States. Three
thousand less police on the streets of
New York since 9-11. That is a fas-
cinating way to execute a high school
strategy. Yet, in lraq, 150,000 police and
security personnel.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Can | interrupt for
a moment? During the 1990s, we saw a
profound decline in the rate of violent
crime. Many criminologists and others
in the criminal justice system attrib-
uted the significant portion of that de-
cline in the so-called COPS program,
where the Federal Government pro-
vided the funding for the training and
the hiring of police and other law en-
forcement agents for State and local
and county investigative agencies,
highway patrol, local police depart-
ments. Clearly it made a difference. It
made a difference.

In this budget from this White House,
that program has been cut 87 percent. |
spent 21 years of my life as the chief
prosecutor in a jurisdiction in metro-
politan Boston. | fear, and | say this
truly, what these cuts are going to do
in terms of the next 2 or 3 years as far
as the instance of violent crimes all
over our country, in our communities.
We are losing police officers. Every sin-
gle community has suffered some re-
duction in the size of their police
forces, their public safety agencies.
And yet we hear, coming from the
White House, talk of homeland secu-
rity. There is an inconsistency here.
The reality is not matched with facts
or, rather, the reality is not matched
with the rhetoric.

Mr. EMANUEL. Let me add, as | said,
that we have 150,000 police being paid
by the United States taxpayers for
150,000 police officers and security per-
sonnel in Irag. | would like that to be
noted that in my hometown of Chicago,
we do not have an additional bio-ter-
rorist center that we were seeking for
fire department.

In veterans, in Iraq, we pay the sala-
ries and benefits for 170,000 Iraqi mili-
tary and security personnel. In Amer-
ica, 260,000 children of active duty mili-
tary personnel have been dropped from
the earned income tax credits. It is a
very interesting strategy. Again, two
budgets, one for Irag. One for the
United States. Here, helping the police
and fire departments combat ter-
rorism. In Iraq, a $500 million fund to
counterterrorism policing program in
Irag; $50 million for emergency global
peacekeeping operations; $80 million
for disaster assistance. In the United
States, a $648 million cut in the De-
partment of Homeland Security for
funding of police, firefighter and emer-
gency personnel. In lraq, you have
made an investment close to $630 mil-
lion. In the United States, a cut of $640
million for the same activities, the
same type of strategy.

We have also had a $246 million cut in
the firefighter assistance grants.

Protecting ports, we have made $150
million investment for border protec-
tion in Iraq. The port of Umkasar has
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been completely rebuilt. It is a deep-
water port in Irag. Yet, here a $79 mil-
lion cut to port security upgrades, rep-
resenting a 64 percent cut in the budget
for port security here in the United
States.

Supporting law enforcement, police
departments, $76 million investment in
Iraq’s defense corps, training and de-
velopment, $25 million for counter-drug
assistance in lIraqgi police, $200 million
for lIraqi security for judges, prosecu-
tors and courthouses, a $500 million in-
vestment for facility protection and
demining in Iraq, $35 million for non-
proliferation anti-terrorism demining
in Irag. Yet, a $659 million cut to the
Department of Justice programs to as-
sist local communities in hiring, train-
ing and equipping police officers for
America’s streets.

Again, a juxtaposition where one is
getting invested in because you need
the resources to deliver the types of
services of police protection. Here in
the United States we are making cor-
responding cuts in the same areas.

Mr. DELAHUNT. If the gentleman
would allow me for just a moment, |
think what 1 find particularly dis-
turbing is, and we discussed this last
week, those of us that have come to
this floor on a regular basis to discuss
Iraqg, the monies that are continuing to
be paid to Iragi, so-called Iraqi opposi-
tion groups, we talked about an indi-
vidual by the name of Ahmed Chalabi,
who when asked did he feel at all cha-
grined by the fact that the information
that he provided through his organiza-
tion, the so-called Iraqi National Coun-
cil, was false. He said no, he did not. |
am in Baghdad. Saddam is gone. Well,
Saddam having gone, we can all agree
is good. But the information that he
provided, the defectors which he pur-
portedly coached, gave information
which police led eventually the Amer-
ican people in terms of the rationale
for all military intervention.

This same Ahmed Chalabi, who was
convicted of embezzling some $300 mil-
lion from a bank that he founded and
established in Jordan. He was con-
victed in Jordan and sentenced to 22
years in prison. He departed rather
quickly from Jordan in the middle of
the night and he is now serving on the
Iraqi Governing Council and has taken
the portfolio, the finance portfolio, a
convicted felon, a convicted felon who
was charged and convicted in a neigh-
boring nation, Jordan, who has histori-
cally been a solid ally of the United
States, has attempted to foster peace
with Israel, and we never consulted
that kingdom of Jordan; and we are
continuing to pay his group some
$350,000 a month. And meanwhile, as
the gentleman has pointed out, we can-
not build roads. We cannot do school
rehabs or reconstruction. We cannot
provide veterans services benefits for
our own people; and we are paying
$350,000 a month.

Mr. EMANUEL. | want to turn to
transportation. In Iraq, the President
has budgeted $835 million for three new
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Iraqgi airports, $240 million for road and
bridge repairs. Last year, the Presi-
dent’s budget cut 10 percent of the
Corps of Engineers. This year an addi-
tional 5 percent. We are struggling be-
ginning with a highway and transpor-
tation bill here in the United States,
that are investments that everybody
knows in this Chamber, in this body,
both in a bipartisan consensus, that it
is essential to our investment and our
economic strategy.

Irag already has a highway and mass
transit bill. They are getting new air-
ports, three of them. Chicago, we are
trying to rebuild our O’Hare Airport,
which provides 150,000 jobs. They have
$240 million for roads and bridges. Yet,
the President’s budget for the United
States cuts $300 million in Federal
highway funding, $50 million in essen-
tial air service program, $318 million
cut in Amtrak, $600 million cut in mass
transit funding. These are not the in-
vestments that lead to an America
ready to seize the 2lst century and
make it as great as the 20th century.
These are not the type of economic
strategies.

I know there is bipartisan consensus.
The one thing you would think if you
produced only 21,000 jobs last month
when you need 200,000 a month just to
stay even, the economy has lost 3 mil-
lion jobs since the date the President
was sworn in. You would think the one
thing this Congress could do is create a
transportation and investment bill be-
cause you know it will create jobs, and
we cannot do that. We are talking
about a 1-year extension. Maybe 2-year
extension.

We do not have that for Iraq. We
have a strategy for Irag. We have three
new airports. We have roads. We have
the Umkasar Port so it can move
goods. It is an economic strategy. We
do not have that for the United States.
We cannot get the Republicans in the
House and in the other body and the
White House to agree on an economic
strategy. The one thing we would have
is a highway bill for the United States,
and the President of the United States
threatened to veto it. You would think
with 2% million additional Americans
out of work since the time you have
been sworn in, you are the only Presi-
dent since Herbert Hoover who will
have job losses under your watch, and
your only strategy is to veto a bill that
would put people back to work.

It takes a unique insight to economic
strategy to come up with that strategy
for the United States. And to submit a
budget that has cuts in mass transit,
cuts in Amtrak, cuts in air service,
cuts in the Corps of Engineers, so we
can invest in our waterways, and yet in
every corresponding area in lraq, they
will get a new deport which they got,
three new airports, many new roads
and bridges so they can move their
goods and services, it is a bright future
in Iraq, and yet, that same strategy
seems to have failed us here at home.
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It boggles the mind how one could
see how here at home we cannot get an
agreement on an investment strategy
for the United States. One thing that
we know for sure, because you cannot
build roads in the United States built
by Japanese, Chinese or other people,
it would be only to be built by the
United States, workers who get paid
good wages and we cannot get an
agreement, and the only reason is be-
cause we are sitting there with Presi-
dential veto over our neck. It is a
unique job strategy to threaten to veto
a bill that would produce jobs in the
United States. It comes from the same
strategy that thinks outsourcing is a
full employment program; and yet in
Irag, God bless them, they are going to
get three new airports and about $250

million in new investments in roads
and bridges.
Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, |

would just say that | think it is impor-
tant to try to paint the macropicture,
if you will, and that is, in the Presi-
dent’s budget, he put forth a package
of some $257 billion. The Senate, the
Republican Senate, his own party,
came through with a figure of some
$318 billion. The gentleman from Alas-
ka (Mr. YOUNG), the chairman of the
appropriate committee in this House,
has valiantly and assiduously at-
tempted to secure more funding be-
cause not only do we need our infra-
structure updated, but for the very rea-
son that my colleague articulated, it
produces jobs, tens of thousands, hun-
dreds of thousands of jobs so that our
jobless recovery, with its attendant
wage recession, will receive a stimulus
that will hopefully lift all boats.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, | would
just like to note that we go back to the
fact that for many months we paid
Iraqis wages who never showed up for
their jobs. Nothing like that has ever
been envisioned here at home; and so
as my colleague said, we are stuck and
we have America stuck in a jobless
economy, in an income recession, and
what has resulted is it will be the first
President in the United States since
Herbert Hoover who has a net loss of
jobs in the United States under their
stewardship, and yet the Secretary of
Labor and Secretary of Commerce were
sent to Iraqg to praise and come up with
an economic strategy that would have
a better tomorrow than the one they
have.

I want to bring up two other areas
before our time is up because | think it
is important.

In Irag, we are investing close to $3.5
billion for water and sewage services
repair. In the President’s budget there
is a $500 million cut representing close
to 40 percent for a clean water State
revolving fund. It provides loans to
local communities to rebuild their
sewer system and their water treat-
ment facilities. Every community in
this country has borrowed from that
fund, the revolving fund. It is how we
keep our water system and drinking
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water safe in this country. We have a
$500 million cut in that area for the
United States and a $3.5 billion invest-
ment in lIraqg’s, in water, drinking
water. It is one of the great standards
in which you decide whether a country
is part of the developed world or devel-
oping world, and yet we are making a
$3.5 billion investment in Iraq’s water
system and a $500 million cut here at
home for America’s drinking water.

It is a fascinating strategy. | have
never thought of it. | think it takes
unique insight to come up with those
two conflicting strategies. Yet the one
administration, two sets of taxpayers,
two different investment strategies.

On top of that $3.5 billion, there is
$153 million invested in Iraq for solid
waste management treatment and $775
million for water resources improve-
ment. The United States, we get cut in
those programs. $875 million in Iraq for
irrigation and wetlands restoration;
$2.8 billion for safe drinking water pro-
grams. In the United States, we have
had many of the programs dealing with
our environmental protection cut.

That is not, both the drinking water
and environmental protection, what |
would consider a consistent and
thoughtful strategy. The only place
consistency exists is in Iraq and the in-
vestment in Iraq’s future, not one here
at home. That has been the strategy of
this administration.

Would my colleague want to add?

Mr. DELAHUNT. No, because | think
what my colleague has said is so in-
formative. | think it reveals the flaws
in not only the foreign policy but par-

ticularly in terms of the economic
strategy of this particular White
House.

There is another observation | would
like to make because the reality is
that the median income of the family
of four in the United States is declin-
ing. If we continue along this path, we
are in danger. We are in danger of cre-
ating a gap between those that have
and those that do not have. While we
are attempting to create a middle class
in Iraqg, because the middle class is ab-
solutely essential for a democracy, we
know that, we are seeing our own mid-
dle class shrink in the United States.
The most recent statistic is that one
percent of the American population is
now earning 17 percent of our income.

———————

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG
PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BONNER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, | rise tonight to dis-
pel the many myths that too many
Democrats in this Chamber and Presi-
dential candidate John Kerry have
been spreading at the historic progress
that this Republican Congress has
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made and that the President signed
making finally the promise that was
made to seniors on prescription drugs
come true.

The Mediscare that is taking place is
shameful. They are trying to frighten
seniors into believing that this is not a
bill that will help them, help seniors;
and that is a shame. When the elderly
are watching TV and they see the
nasty ads on moveon.org, which are
very despicable ads, | think that the
record needs to be set straight on ex-
actly the benefits of the Medicare pre-
scription drug improvement bill that
was passed and finally signed into law.

I held some town hall meetings in my
district, and we discussed the myths
that were out there; and when | gave
the seniors the facts, every one of them
was very happy that this bill passed
and is law and will benefit them. Let
me give my colleagues an example.

Myth number one is that seniors will
be forced into a Medicare prescription
drug plan. That is so far from the
truth. The Medicare prescription drug
plan is entirely voluntary. No one will
ever be required to join. If you do not
need it or if you do not want prescrip-
tion drug coverage, you certainly do
not have to enroll, not now, not ever,
never, if that is what you want.

In addition, you actually are prohib-
ited from joining the prescription drug
plan if you already receive coverage
from another plan. Many seniors are
fortunate because either they or their
spouse retired from a company or gov-
ernment entity that offers prescription
drug plans.

The second myth that | was very
happy to dispel was if they had pre-
scription drug coverage now from their
previous employer or their spouse’s
previous employer that that coverage
would automatically be dropped. The
fact is that the nonpartisan Employee
Benefit Research Institute actually
predicts that virtually no employees
will lose coverage because of the very
lucrative tax-free incentive that em-
ployers associations and labor unions
will receive through this new law.

It is very interesting that many of
the congressional offices had calls that
were placed when this bill was under
consideration, and they were placed by
many former union members who were
frightened into believing that this bill
would not benefit them. What the
unions were not saying is that they
would actually receive funding as an
incentive to continue the prescription
drug plan that they may have for retir-
ees.

When you look at the number of em-
ployers and associations and labor
unions offering health care benefits,
the number actually has declined from
66 percent in 1988 to only 34 percent in
2002. That was because of the rising
costs of health care and prescription
drug coverage.

This bill allows employers to nego-
tiate better discounts from manufac-
turers and also provides incentives for
them to continue their prescription

H913

drug coverage. This is what employers
have been waiting for, and that is,
some government incentives to con-
tinue their prescription drug coverage.
For every dollar that the employer or
union spends between $250 and $5,000 for
the individual’s coverage, for every
dollar that they spend there they will
actually get a 28 cent subsidy, and that
is a tax-free subsidy which if you do
the math equals about a 40 percent tax-
free amount. Never before has govern-
ment ever offered this kind of an incen-
tive to private enterprise to continue
health care coverage.

The third myth which, again, seniors,
because of the moveon.org ads and
some mailings that went out in many
districts where there is a high number
of seniors, and that was the myth that
the new law would provide them with
inadequate health care prescription
drug assistance. The truth of the mat-
ter is that when a full prescription
drug benefit takes effect, seniors could
see their senior prescription drug
spending reduced 25 to 75 percent, and
that would be in exchange for a small
premium estimated to be somewhere
around $35. If we had not passed the
bill last year, most would continue to
pay full retail value for prescription
drugs and would not see any savings
unless you were covered under a pri-
vate plan.

The fourth myth was that it only
provides coverage for drug costs up to
$2,250. It does include a donut provision
and individuals are being told that
there was no coverage for catastrophic
expenses. Once armed with the truth,
the seniors were very convinced that
this was a good bill because the Medi-
care prescription drug plan pays 95 per-
cent of catastrophic costs of $3,600 or
higher and the average senior spends
somewhere around $1,450 a year on pre-
scription drugs, and the prescription
drug plan included in this bill will ac-
tually cover about 75 percent of the
cost between $250 and the $2,250. This is
$750 more than the average senior
spends.

For those expenses between $2,250
and $3,600, which are the ‘donut,”
there still is an estimated 25 percent
discount that will be available and
then the person will only have to pay 5
percent of the drug costs once they
reach that $3,600 amount. In other
words, the government will be paying
95 percent of the pharmaceutical costs
above $3,600.
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Unfortunately, one of the other
scares that were perpetrated on seniors
was that it privatizes Medicare. This
bill modernizes Medicare to provide
better health care within the existing
Medicare program. Medicare will con-
tinue to be administered, controlled,
and regulated and, lest we not forget,
paid for by the Federal Government.
Medicare already provides health care
from private doctors, hospitals, and
even allows participation in private in-
tegrated managed health care plans.
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