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They live on hope. They do not come to
work in blue suit. They put on work
shoes and work clothes and work hard,
and all they ask for is a decent return
on their investment, despite the sub-
stantial risks they take. Because of
that this Congress, for a long period of
time, over many decades, has decided
to create a safety net so that when
family farmers run into a patch of
trouble, this Congress and this country
say: You are not alone. We want to
help you through these price valleys
and through these tough times.

So that safety net was significantly
what we voted on today. The President
began last year threatening to veto a
farm bill, and consistently threatened
that veto, and finally decided to exer-
cise that veto, and the Congress said:
You are wrong, Mr. President.

The President came to my State of
North Dakota. He said to farmers:
When you need me, I will be there. But
when farmers needed him, he was not
there. That is a matter of fact. This
Congress has used awfully good judg-
ment in overriding the President’s
veto.

About a year ago, a little over a year
ago, I introduced an agriculture dis-
aster bill here in the Congress. For 3
years in a row I have added an agri-
culture disaster piece to the supple-
mental appropriations bill because we
did not have a disaster title in the farm
bill. For 3 years as an appropriator I
put disaster money in the Appropria-
tions supplemental bill. Finally, on the
third opportunity, we got it in a bill
the President had to sign. But we had
to go on bended knee when they had
disasters over much of farm country to
get disaster help. Now we have a farm
bill that has a disaster title. That is a
significant step forward.

A lot of folks do not understand
much about farming. They think that
Corn Flakes, oatmeal, and puffed rice
come in boxes. They do not. But those
who put it in the boxes make much
more money than those who plow the
ground and plant the seeds that
produce the corn and the oats and the
wheat.

Now, this is a pretty substantial day
for those of us who care about family
farmers and want good farm policy.
This veto override is good public pol-
icy.
Rodney Nelson, a cowboy poet from
North Dakota, who is a rancher and a
farmer out near Almont and Judd, ND,
wrote a piece. I have mentioned it be-
fore to my colleagues. But he asks this
question rhetorically in his piece: What
is it worth? What is it worth for a kid
to know how to weld a seam, to drive a
combine, to fix a tractor? What’s it
worth for a kid to know how to pour
cement? What is it worth for a kid to
know how to work livestock, work in
the hot summer sun and the cold win-
ter day? He asks: What is it worth for
a kid to know how to teach a calf to
drink milk out of a pail? What is it
worth for a kid to know how to build a
lean-to? What is it worth for a kid to
know how to fix a tractor that won’t
run?
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There is only one place in this coun-
try where all of those skills are taught,
and that is on America’s family farms.
That is the university where all of
those courses exist, and we lose it at
our peril. That is why we write farm
legislation. What is it worth? It is
worth plenty to this country to say to
family farmers during tough times:
You are not alone, because we have
created a farm bill to say here is a
helping hand during tough times. That
is what this is all about. I think the ac-
tion today is something we ought to be
proud of.

Is this bill everything I would have
liked? No. My colleague and I, Senator
GRASSLEY, offered an amendment on
the floor of the Senate that was crit-
ical in terms of policy dealing with
payment limits. We lost. We got 56
votes, we needed 60.

The fact is, this bill remains a good
bill. It is late. It should have been done
months ago. We fought through 9 or 10
months of Presidential veto threats.
But it is done and finally I think farm-
ers who are working their fields now in
the spring and trying to figure out how
they are going to do this year, I think
farmers are going to be able to look at
this bill and say: Congress cared. Con-
gress cared enough to override the
President’s veto and put in place a
farm bill that once again says: America
cares about family farming and its fu-
ture.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania is recognized.

————
THINKING OF SENATOR KENNEDY

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, let me
say first I commend the remarks of the
Senator from North Dakota who again
reminds us of the importance of this
legislation that we have been working
on for many months now, and now hav-
ing the votes, an overwhelming number
of votes in the Senate to override the
President’s veto.

It is a bill that will help our farm
families. But it is also a bill that we
know from the percentage breakdown
is about nutrition and conservation
and so much else. So we are grateful
for all of the work that went into this.

I am thinking today about not only
this legislation. I want to spend a few
moments talking about our veterans.
But also we had an opportunity today
at lunch to listen to three individuals
whose stories, among others, are por-
trayed in a book about the Freedom
Riders in the early 1960s and the im-
pact they had on civil rights, and the
courageous witness they provided is an
understatement. People literally
risked their lives for freedom in the
South.

When I think about our veterans
today, the GI bill that Senator WEBB
brought to this body, and so many of us
cosponsored, when I think about the GI
bill, the work today on agriculture and
nutrition, and also the witness pro-
vided by these speakers today at lunch
who were Freedom Riders, I am, of
course, thinking about Senator KEN-
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NEDY who is not with us today. He is
outside of Washington and we are anx-
iously awaiting his return.

But I was thinking, as we all are
today, about him and about his health
but also his presence here. Everything
we did today virtually he has had an
impact on for more than a generation,
whether it was nutrition or whether it
was helping our veterans or whether it
was having the courage to stand up for
civil rights. So we are thinking of him
today.

————

GI BILL OF RIGHTS

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I wanted
to make a couple of remarks about the
GI bill of rights. We had an oppor-
tunity today to vote on a piece of legis-
lation which included that. That legis-
lation is so necessary for our veterans.
I know, Mr. President, you in your
State, as a former Governor and Sen-
ator, know the impact of veterans.

In Pennsylvania, we have over a mil-
lion veterans, and so many of them
served our country in war after war.
And in this war, the war in Iraq or any-
where in the world where they serve,
all they are asking us to do is to help
them in a couple of very basic ways:
They want our respect, which we
should always provide, and I think
most Americans do over and over
again. But they also should have the
right to an education after they have
served their country. It is that simple.
We all know education is often referred
to as the great equalizer. Sometimes
when someone comes from a disadvan-
taged background, they are able to lift
their sights and partake in the Amer-
ican dream because they have an edu-
cation.

If soldiers are serving in combat, men
and women in uniform for America, the
least we should do is provide them with
an education when they come home so
they can have the chance at the Amer-
ican dream here at home.

I think the last thing, certainly not
in that order, they have a right to ex-
pect is quality health care. We have a
long way to go. Despite great work by
people who work in the VA, there is a
long way to go to provide the kind of
quality health care our veterans have a
right to expect.

So when we remember on this floor
the words of Abraham Lincoln a long
time ago when he talked, about people
who served in combat and war, he
talked about caring for him who has
borne the battle and his widow and his
orphan. When we think about that
today, caring for him or her who has
borne the battle, it must mean at least
those three things: our respect, quality
health care, and a quality education.

That is why this bill is so important.
I am grateful so many of our colleagues
agree with that. But we have got a long
way to go to make sure the GI bill is
the law of the land, not just something
to debate but the law of the land.
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I hope the President, I hope people on
both sides of the aisle here join us in
that, in making sure the GI bill of
rights at long last is the law of the
land.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
KLOBUCHAR). The Senator from Lou-
isiana.

HEALTH CARE

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I rise
to talk about the need for dramatic,
bold health care reform in this coun-
try, so every American has real access
to good, affordable health care. In
doing so, I wrap up a project I began 8
weeks ago with six of my Senate col-
leagues to highlight our proposed solu-
tions to reforming health care in
America.

I start by thanking those colleagues,
Senators COBURN, DEMINT, THUNE,
ISAKSON, MARTINEZ, and BURR for join-
ing me here on the Senate floor and in
other venues to talk about this enor-
mously important challenge for all of
us.

We have reaffirmed what I think vir-
tually every American knows, that we
are in a health care crisis in this coun-
try, and there are some fundamental
things broken, some fundamental
things wrong with our present health
care delivery system.

I want to reaffirm what was said: We
need not just tinkering at the edges
but some bold, dramatic reform to fix
that system and give every American
access to good quality and affordable
health care.

But I also want to reaffirm there are
clear choices to be made, dramatically
different alternatives. We have laid out
our positive choices in contrast to the
other large alternatives, the single
payer socialized solution that several
of our colleagues here in this body have
long advocated.

Our message, my colleagues and
mine, Senators COBURN and DEMINT,
THUNE, ISAKSON, MARTINEZ, and BURR,
has been simple at its core: The health
care system must be centered on the
doctor-patient relationship. Health
care plans must be flexible and there
must be real choice. Americans must
be able to own and control their own
plans and decisions and choose how
those plans work for them, and Wash-
ington should not control or run or
mandate all of this.

We believe individuals and families
should own their own health insurance,
and we oppose the Government man-
aging or rationing people’s health care.
We believe individuals are capable and
are better than bureaucrats at choos-
ing that coverage which is best suited
for their own needs.

We are opposed to forcing people to
enroll in a plan versus providing incen-
tives to encourage individuals and fam-
ilies to choose to enroll. We believe ex-
isting Government programs can be
improved and modernized so they pro-
vide more efficient quality care to
serve the purpose of their enactment.
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In contrast to that, we oppose at-
tempts to expand these specifically
targeted programs and make them a
Trojan horse for broader overreaching
socialized medicine and sickness man-
agement by the Federal Government.

Instead of looking to put more people
on Government health care, we should
assure that the truly indigent have
health coverage. My friends and col-
leagues who tried to rationalize a dra-
matically expanding SCHIP, for exam-
ple, the ability to offer Government
health care to already insured children,
argued we have to put children first.
But last year this Senate unfortu-
nately and overwhelmingly rejected an
amendment by Senator COBURN that
would have assured that all children in
the United States would have health
care coverage before funding special in-
terest pork projects.

We believe we should open and ex-
pand the health insurance marketplace
to Americans so they can shop for
health care across State lines and let
insurance companies compete to pro-
vide quality, cost-effective care.

We oppose increasing the number of
costly mandates that price individuals
in so many cases out of the market and
restrict consumer choice and access.

As my friend from South Carolina
stated, there are almost 2,000 indi-
vidual mandates in health care, cov-
ering in some cases acupuncturists and
hair prostheses.

These mandates obviously drive up
the cost of health care. In fact, accord-
ing to the CBO, for every 1 percent in-
crease in the cost of health care, 300,000
people lose their insurance. So there is
a real human cost to so many of these
mandates. This is supposed to be a free
market society. I am perplexed as to
why a consumer in South Carolina
should not be able to shop for cheaper
health insurance if that product is of-
fered and sold in Louisiana.

This is commonsense reform to drive
down mandates to a reasonable level. It
would force insurance companies to
compete with each other across State
lines to offer cheaper quality plans.
Americans are able to purchase or in-
vest in almost anything in any State of
the Union. This does promote competi-
tion. It encourages companies to offer
better prices and better quality and
more attractive interest rates for sav-
ings and better service. Why can’t we
bring that positive aspect to the mar-
ket of health insurance?

My colleagues and I who join to-
gether in this discussion recognize that
seniors have increasingly turned to
Medicare Advantage plans because
they offer better value, more choice, a
higher quality of care than traditional
fee-for-service Medicare. We oppose at-
tempts to cut Medicare Advantage and
reduce health care choices for seniors.
Again, unfortunately, too many folks
in this body are moving in the other di-
rection. In fact, the chairman of the
Finance Committee has indicated that
the majority side of the aisle will offer
a Medicare package that will likely
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significantly cut funding for the pop-
ular Advantage plan.

I have heard from thousands of Lou-
isiana seniors who are overwhelmingly
pleased with their Medicare Advantage
plans. I hope we can preserve this op-
tion for seniors and find a reasonable
compromise so we don’t cut Medicare
Part C and negatively affect those sen-
iors.

We believe we should dramatically
reform the tax treatment of health
care by providing powerful incentives
that will increase access by allowing
Americans to keep more of their hard-
earned money to pay for health care.
We oppose tax increases that do the op-
posite, that seize American money
from American families to pay for gov-
ernment-run and government-domi-
nated health care. That limits access
to doctors. It lowers the quality of
health services. Addressing health care
through our Tax Code would fundamen-
tally change the health care market, if
we do it in the right way. By letting
Americans keep more of their money
for health care through refundable tax
credits, we can empower Americans
with more resources to obtain and ac-
cess care.

We have seen the results of increased
utilization of health savings accounts.
We want to see that when given the
freedom to keep their tax-free money
for health care, Americans will make
conscious efforts to stay healthier,
make better health care decisions, and
shop for more cost-effective care and
services. HSAs, health savings ac-
counts, are a newly implemented con-
cept and one that is working. Ameri-
cans want choice, and tax advantage
options such as HSAs allow for more
choice in health care. We know our
proposals would reform a broken sys-
tem into one that is patient centered,
high quality, lower cost, and where
families choose and own their own
health care plan. Government-run
health care does not work and limits
access and choice for families.

If you do not believe that, look to
our neighbors. To the north we see
Canada, which has a weekly lottery to
see which of their citizens, in essence,
can go to the doctor. Look to our
friends across the Atlantic, to the Brit-
ish. The British National Health Serv-
ice recently promised to reduce the
wait time for hospital care to 4
months. That is supposed to be a dra-
matic improvement under that model,
under Great Britain’s national health
care system.

Is that the kind of health care we
want Americans to have? I sincerely
hope our proposals over the last 8
weeks will be some part of promoting
this badly needed debate. I sincerely
hope that important debate leads to ac-
tion, to results in the Senate and the
Congress, results for the American peo-
ple. Health care is one of the most im-
portant issues for American families
today. It is time we actually do some-
thing instead of sitting on our hands in
Washington. We need to go back to the
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