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citizens of America feel if we, the mili-
tary, did not defend our Nation one day 
because we went on strike?—but we 
won’t go on strike. We will live in 
tents, eat MREs, and hope our families 
can survive without pay, food and shel-
ter.’’ 

The House has voted to support the 
military. The Senate needs to pass this 
bill. The President needs to sign up to 
support our troops. 

Are you in, Mr. President? 
And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE TEXAS A&M 
UNIVERSITY WOMEN’S BASKET-
BALL TEAM 

(Mr. FLORES asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the Texas A&M Uni-
versity Women’s Basketball team on 
their remarkable run in the 2011 NCAA 
tournament and their victory over 
Notre Dame to claim their first ever 
national championship in school his-
tory. 

I have the privilege to represent both 
Baylor University and Texas A&M. I 
don’t think there are many Members 
here in this House who have the oppor-
tunity to represent two schools that 
advanced to the Elite Eight of the 
NCAA Women’s tournament. However, 
I do, and one of them went all the way 
and won the national championship. 
Also, as a member of the Texas Aggie 
Class of 1976, I am especially thrilled 
that the final score was 76–70. 

Coaches Gary Blair and Vic Schaefer 
and their staff should be commended 
for their leadership in guiding the 
Texas Aggies to their sixth straight 
NCAA tournament and to their first 
ever national title. Let me add that 
Danielle Adams, the Aggies’ all-Amer-
ican senior, scored 30 points, the sec-
ond highest total in championship 
game history. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to stand be-
fore my colleagues and say that there 
is no other coach, no other team nor 
any other fan base that deserves this 
more than Coach Blair, the Texas 
Aggie Women’s Basketball team, and 
the loyal fans at Texas A&M Univer-
sity. 

Gig’em Aggies and great job. 
f 

LACK OF LEADERSHIP 

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, with re-
spect to a possible shutdown, I have to 
say that this is a direct result of a dis-
tinct lack of leadership. 

Former Speaker PELOSI showed no 
leadership in not even attempting to 
submit a 2011 budget in the 111th Con-
gress. Senator REID has been totally 
unwilling to submit an alternative 2011 
budget, and the President, until this 
week, has totally checked out of the 
process. 

This country desperately needs lead-
ership. Speaker BOEHNER has been pro-
viding that leadership as he has been 
fully engaged and has submitted a 
number of excellent 2011 budget pro-
posals, but he can’t do it by himself. 

Mr. President and Senator REID, it is 
not too late to step up and provide the 
kind of leadership this country wants 
and desperately needs. Do the right 
thing now. Agree to this legislation 
that will help get this country back on 
sound fiscal footing. 

f 

STAND WITH US WHO ARE STAND-
ING FOR THE AMERICAN PEOPLE 

(Mr. TIPTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, today this 
House took the unprecedented step of 
doing the right thing. We stood up for 
our men and women in our Armed 
Forces. However, Senator REID and the 
President had already announced be-
fore the vote was even taken that it 
was going to be ‘‘dead on arrival.’’ Sen-
ator REID said that it’s a fantasy. 

Senator REID, let me give you a re-
ality. The reality is that our men and 
women in our armed services, who are 
risking their lives for us, deserve bet-
ter than the politics of usual. 

Senator REID, we call on you, and we 
call on the President of the United 
States to stand with us who are stand-
ing for the American people: our men 
and women in the Armed Forces, our 
parents, grandparents, and our future 
generations as well. We have to not 
only protect our present but build for 
our future and have actual fiscal re-
sponsibility in this country. You can 
no longer be allowed to be the party of 
‘‘no’’: no ideas, no solutions, simply 
saying ‘‘no’’ because of your 
bankruptive ideas. 

Now is the time for action. The 
American people are counting on us. 

f 

THE BUDGET CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 
thank you. 

I want to turn our attention to the 
issues that are before us today and see 
if we can have a better understanding 
of what has taken place. 

We just heard a little bit about hon-
oring our troops. Let’s be very clear 
about this. The Democratic Caucus in 
this House, the President, and the Sen-
ate will always and have always hon-
ored our troops. We are in the midst of 
a very serious budget crisis for this 
year with very, very serious issues at 
stake, and the Republicans chose to at-
tach to the funding bill numerous cuts 
that devastate important programs 
that affect the well-being of every 

man, woman, and child in this Nation 
and, indeed, around the world. Because 
of those cuts, as well as certain lan-
guage that was added to the bill, we 
chose not to vote for the funding. 

The President has said, Stop the 
games. Stop playing around. Give us a 
straight up and down on funding the 
government without all of these add- 
ons and games that are being played by 
our Republican colleagues. 

The President has asked for a clean 
bill. We should give him a clean bill 
and carry on to fund the government 
and provide for our troops and our 
military families, and we will do that. 

Now let’s understand what is at 
stake. Not only in the current year’s 
budget, which is the next 7 months, but 
in the year beginning on October 12, 
the Republicans have put together a 
proposal that would devastate seniors 
and those who are unable to care for 
and to provide themselves with med-
ical services—in other words, those de-
pendent upon the Medicaid program. 

b 1520 

Very straightforward. The proposal 
that was put out by the Republican 
caucus 2 days ago would terminate and 
stop Medicare as we know it today. 
Medicare is a program in which every 
working American pays into it, and 
when they became 65, they expect to 
receive the Medicare health care bene-
fits that are guaranteed or at least 
have been guaranteed for the last 40- 
some years. That’s a uniform benefit 
package across this Nation. It is a very 
successful program. It’s one that Amer-
icans literally live long enough to get 
into. And yet the Republican caucus is 
proposing to terminate it, to end the 
Medicare program. And instead, turn 
over the $400 billion a year that goes 
into the Medicare services, turn it over 
to the private health insurance compa-
nies—the biggest gift ever given to the 
private health insurance companies. 

I know those companies. I was the in-
surance commissioner in California for 
8 years. And I spent most every day of 
those 8 years chasing after the health 
insurance companies, forcing them to 
pay claims and stopping them from dis-
criminating against people who had 
preexisting conditions and developing 
programs and policies that were under-
funded, underpaid, and underper-
formed. 

That cannot happen to our seniors, 
but that’s what the Republicans want 
to do. And we need to stop it. And we 
will because the seniors of this Nation 
already sense what is at hand. They al-
ready know that the Republican budget 
proposed would devastate one of the 
two pillars of the social safety net that 
every senior in this Nation at one time 
or another depends upon. 

The second pillar—we’ve already seen 
the path that this is going to go on—in 
2004, the Republican caucus, together 
with the Republican President, George 
W. Bush, proposed to privatize Social 
Security. Fortunately, the revolt that 
started in the Democratic caucus of 
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this House and carried across the Na-
tion stopped that from happening. 

We know what’s coming down the 
train track here, and that is another 
effort to privatize Social Security, to 
take those hundreds of billions of dol-
lars and turn them over to Wall Street 
so Wall Street can play additional fi-
nancial games. 

It will not happen, Americans will 
not give up Social Security and Medi-
care to satisfy the whims of the Repub-
lican caucus that seems determined 
upon destroying effective government 
in this Nation. 

I’d like to call upon my colleague 
from the great State of Oregon (Mr. 
DEFAZIO). If you will join me in this 
conversation and we will see where it 
takes us. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gen-
tleman. Certainly his extraordinary 
and extensive experience as an insur-
ance commissioner ably qualifies him 
to comment on what’s going to happen 
when the Republicans kill Medicare 
and instead force future seniors into 
private insurance plans presumably 
sold through some sort of exchange. 

Now, of course the Republicans just 
spent the last year reviling 
ObamaCare, which creates exchanges 
for people who are uninsured. They 
said people who are uninsured should 
not be forced to go to exchanges and 
buy good standard policies. Well, now 
what they want to do is force future 
seniors to give up Medicare and force 
them to go to exchanges and buy pri-
vate policies with some premium sup-
port. 

Now, there are a few problems with 
this issue. Among the things they re-
peal are the reforms of the insurance 
industry. And one of the most critical 
reforms, as far as seniors or older 
workers or older Americans go, or 
Americans who’ve ever been ill or ever 
had an ill kid, is removing the condi-
tion that an insurance company can 
have a preexisting condition exclusion. 
That is, you were sick once, they won’t 
sell you a policy. Maybe they’ll sell 
you a policy, but they will exclude that 
condition and other conditions they 
think you might have, and they’re 
going to charge you 4, 5, 6, 10 times as 
much for your policy because you’re a 
risky person. They only want the 
gravy. 

It also repeals another little trick of 
the industry. This has already stopped 
now. This is one of the most horrific 
things the insurance industry has done 
to people in America. Pay your pre-
mium every week. Your employer pays 
your premium every week. 

You get sick. This happened to a 
woman in Texas, actually JOE BAR-
TON’s district. She had breast cancer. 
Needed serious treatment. The insur-
ance industry, the insurance company 
she had, put a team on her case. Isn’t 
that great. They want to help her out. 
No. They want to find out a way to 
throw her off the plan. And they found 
that once she had gone to a dermatolo-
gist and didn’t tell them about it. And 

that might have been related to her 
breast cancer, so they threw her out of 
the plan. 

Now, the dermatologist wrote a let-
ter to the insurance company and said, 
well, no, actually, no, this woman just 
kind of had a skin condition that has 
nothing to do with cancer, and you 
can’t do this. And they did. And fi-
nally, to give them credit, JOE BARTON 
intervened, called the president of the 
company and said, you’re getting one 
big black eye here. Give this woman 
back her health insurance. And she got 
it back. But quite a bit later, her can-
cer had advanced, and it hurt her 
chances for a full recovery. That’s 
called recision. 

Under the Republican proposal, 
recisions are back. You get sick? Your 
company gets to comb through your 
life and find out a way not to pay your 
policy. And oh, by the way, if you’re 
sick now and your policy lapses at the 
end of the year, they won’t have to 
renew it because they’re doing away 
with that reform, too. 

So we will take away those horrible 
reforms that the Democrats put on the 
anticompetitive insurance industry— 
and oh, by the way, the insurance in-
dustry is exempt from the antitrust 
law. So the insurance industry can and 
does and has discriminated in these 
ways. It can and does fix prices. Can 
and does share or divide markets to 
drive up their profits. All of those 
things are back under the Ryan pro-
posal. Isn’t that great? 

Now, how is this going to serve sen-
iors? So now, here they are. They’re 
going to get a little premium support— 
that is, the Federal Government will 
not let them have the money; they 
don’t even get a voucher so they could 
just say well, I’m going to go do some-
thing on my own. They have to buy one 
of the health care plans that the Re-
publicans would dictate they can buy— 
presumably through an exchange—and 
they’ll get a little premium support. 
The government will give the money 
directly to the insurance company. 

Now, the insurance company can 
charge them whatever premium they 
want. So this is problematic. 

Now, around here, the Republicans 
are a little schizophrenic. Some days 
they love the Congressional Budget Of-
fice—when it gives them results they 
like. And other days they hate the Con-
gressional Budget Office—when it gives 
them answers they don’t like. 

So in this case the Congressional 
Budget Office looked at it and said 
well, actually, under the Ryan plan, 
seniors who today pay 25 percent of 
their health care costs in the aggregate 
under the Ryan plan of the future, they 
will pay 68 percent of their health care 
costs. Guess what that means? That 
means we are back to 1964. 

Now, there’s not many people around 
here old enough to remember ’64. I cer-
tainly wasn’t serving here but I know 
what happened then. Congress passed, 
Lyndon Baines Johnson signed, Medi-
care. Now one of the principal drivers 

of that was we had a poverty rate for 
seniors—that is, our parents and grand-
parents—they were at twice the pov-
erty rate that they are today because 
of medical costs. 

Nobody can save enough money to 
provide for their medical care. And if 
you can’t buy insurance—which most 
seniors can’t and couldn’t—and you get 
sick, you’re bankrupt. You lose every-
thing. And the principal thing that 
drove seniors into poverty and bank-
ruptcy in those days was medical costs. 
So Medicare was established. 

And now the greatest legacy pro-
posed here by Mr. RYAN, the chair of 
the Budget Committee, is to end Medi-
care. And he’s doing this under the 
guise of the path to prosperity. The 
question is whose prosperity? Not the 
seniors. Perhaps it’s the insurance in-
dustry. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very 
much, Mr. DEFAZIO. 

I heard you toss out two numbers. 
One number was the amount of med-
ical, the percentage of the costs of 
medical care that seniors now pay. Did 
you say 28 percent? 

Mr. DEFAZIO. It’s about 25 percent 
on average of all of their medical costs, 
the ones for seniors who are eligible for 
Medicare. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If the Republican 
proposal goes forward, seniors will 
wind up paying how much? 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Sixty-eight percent of 
their health care costs. 

b 1530 
Mr. GARAMENDI. I see. So we are 

shifting the costs to the seniors; right? 
Mr. DEFAZIO. Right. 
If the gentleman would yield. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Of course. 
Mr. DEFAZIO. We are not going to do 

anything about the costs of medical 
care or the premiums charged or the 
egregious practices of the insurance in-
dustry. We are just going to shift the 
costs onto future seniors. Many of 
these people, if they are 55 today, they 
have been paying into Social Security 
and Medicare for 35, 37 years, and now, 
suddenly, oh, sorry, can’t have it. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Game’s over. You 
can put that RIP back up. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. If I could, just one 
other point. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Please. 
Mr. DEFAZIO. The one other thing, 

since the Republicans seem to want to 
roll back the clock, are they are going 
to bring back the doughnut hole. Now, 
the doughnut hole is this bizarre con-
struct of the Republican prescription 
drug benefit. Remember, instead of de-
signing a low-cost prescription drug 
benefit that was uniform and available 
to all seniors on Medicare—we could 
have done that at a very, very low 
cost—the Republicans said let’s sub-
sidize the pharmaceutical and insur-
ance industries and create a confusing 
mix of plans, and that’s what we’ll do 
for seniors. $750 billion over 10 years to 
subsidize the pharmaceutical and in-
surance industries and give seniors the 
doughnut hole. 
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Now, last year we began to close the 

doughnut hole, and this year the phar-
maceutical industry has to give dis-
counted prices to seniors in the dough-
nut hole. Mr. RYAN would undo that. 
No more discounted prices for seniors 
in the doughnut hole. That’s eating 
into the obscene profits of the pharma-
ceutical companies. So they’ve got a 
little provision in this bill. The dough-
nut hole is back. Make the world safe 
for doughnut holes. That’s the Ryan 
path to prosperity. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I don’t think so. It 
seems to me to be the path to poverty 
for seniors. And it goes way, way be-
yond that. 

Our colleague from Texas, SHEILA 
JACKSON LEE, has joined us. Ms. LEE, if 
you would care to comment. I know 
this is an issue you are deeply con-
cerned about. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Well, 
since, like PETER, I spent 6 or 7 hours 
on the floor of the House some years 
ago, PETER, I guess the 1990s, when we 
were fighting against the inevitable 
doughnut hole, we held the vote open— 
I shouldn’t say ‘‘we.’’ The Republicans 
held the vote open for at least 6 or 7 
hours. I think we voted at 5 a.m. when 
the last arm was twisted. I think some-
one had a broken arm in order to en-
sure the doughnut hole was in. 

We, of course, have come back, 
Democrats, and created the Affordable 
Care Act. And I tell you, every senior 
center I have gone through since the 
famous passage of the Affordable Care 
Act, seniors have said, ‘‘Thank you. 
Thank you.’’ If anyone has an 84-year- 
old mother—I just lost my mother, but 
our conversations centered around the 
enormous cost of prescription drugs 
and how relieved she was to, at that 
time, to have had some relief from the 
doughnut hole. 

Now, as we watched our friends just a 
few, maybe about an hour or so ago, I 
hope there was some camera view of 
the glee that was shown when there 
was a suggestion that we would shut 
the government down and, in essence, 
implode, if I can use that on the floor 
of the House, any budgeting conversa-
tion that makes sense, such as the fact 
that what we are doing now with the 
CR is dated and old, it is passe, it is 
cutting into funding for a present year. 
What it’s doing tomorrow, which is 
what the groundwork is being laid, is 
literally destroying the systems as we 
know it. Sixty-six percent of the sen-
iors don’t like this plan. 

But I want to throw something out. 
Let me let them understand what the 
plan is. The plan is block grants, block 
grants given to disparate State govern-
ments, of which we have no control 
over, to be able to manipulate and play 
with Medicare. What sense does that 
make? Block grants that will in fact be 
able to be used for whatever we want to 
use. 

The State of Texas, for example, re-
ceived $3.2 billion in education funds 
through the American Reinvestment 
and Recovery Act. Where is it my good 

friend? It is in the rainy day fund, 
never used for schools. Can you imag-
ine block grants for Medicare? Can you 
imagine the nursing homes that will be 
closed through Medicaid, and then, of 
course, seniors getting Medicare? And 
then they shout for joy not only for 
shutting down the government over the 
next 2 days, but they shout for joy for 
the kind of budget that they believe 
they will be able to—they whet their 
appetite that they will be able to do for 
2012. They will implode this country as 
we know it. 

We want budget cuts. We don’t want 
to see the government shut down. But 
there is a morality and a character and 
an integrity, and there is called a 
heart. And I like what you are saying 
there. The Republican budget would de-
stroy Medicare. And I just want to say 
this. We have been around this block 
before. I heard one Republican leader-
ship say some years ago, ‘‘Over my cold 
dead body.’’ The opposition to my 
President, who was a great hero of 
Texas, Lyndon Baines Johnson, even 
when he tried Medicare, there were 
those who said how it would destroy 
America, how it was going to under-
mine America. And look where we are 
today. How many lives have we saved 
because seniors had Medicare? 

I see that there is this effort to bury 
this program that has kept the grand-
mothers and granddads of America’s 
children alive for them to be able to 
see their grandchildren grow up be-
cause they have had good health care. 
Where is the morality? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, we seriously 
question the morality of the proposal 
that’s being put forward by the Repub-
lican caucus. 

You said something that I want to 
focus in on. The details are important. 
We talked about Medicare and the end 
of Medicare as we know it. And basi-
cally, as Mr. DEFAZIO was saying, it’s a 
program in which Medicare becomes 
privatized. The money is turned over to 
the insurance companies; our future, 
our seniors’ future turned over to the 
insurance companies and their whims. 

But you also raised a very, very im-
portant point. And that is all across 
this Nation there are millions of Amer-
icans who are in nursing homes who 
now depend upon the Medicaid pro-
gram, Medicaid program for the pay-
ment to the nursing homes. In the 
budget program, there is the block 
granting of the Medicaid program, and 
therefore the likelihood that the pay-
ments to the nursing homes will be re-
duced or end and those people will not 
be able to get care in the nursing 
home. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian 
Pate, one of his secretaries. 

THE BUDGET CRISIS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from California may proceed. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I 

would love to see what that message is. 
I think we got some sense of it earlier 
in the day. And I suspect it speaks to 
the issue of the continuing resolution, 
and it is the effectuation of the prom-
ise he made earlier in the day that 
should the legislation that passed here 
about an hour-and-a-half ago, 2 hours 
ago, that is the continuing resolution, 
should it arrive on his desk, he will 
veto it. I haven’t seen it, but I will bet 
that’s what’s in that envelope. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. If you 
could yield for a moment, I want to 
thank the gentleman for the clarifica-
tion, for separating out. I want to add 
something. Medicare is a program that 
is going to be wholly privatized and in-
come driven without any basis in sub-
stance; meaning, plainly, if you are 
more wealthy, this has nothing do with 
how you would do Medicare today, as 
someone suggested that you staggered 
the amounts on income. This has to do 
with, if you can even get Medicare, it 
will be because you have enough money 
to get Medicare because it will be in 
that system. 

Then, of course, there is some little 
secret backroom corner where they 
throw something out about a public 
system that is not even defined. 

But you make a very good point 
about nursing homes, which I have a 
lot in my district. In fact, we are al-
ways hearing from them regarding 
maintaining their status. And cer-
tainly we are very keen to make sure 
that these nursing homes meet their 
own standards. But they provide refuge 
and rest, if you will, for not only the 
seniors, but the frail and the disabled. 

And I just want to paint this picture 
for you, Mr. GARAMENDI. I just want to 
paint the picture for you of no room at 
the inn, lights out, doors wide open, 
and the drumbeat playing as people are 
being rolled out of nursing homes in 
wheelchairs, with crutches, some on 
beds. Maybe we can just imagine the 
tragic scenes of Hurricane Katrina, 
when nursing home residents were 
pouring out of nursing homes in the 
wake of the disaster of Hurricane 
Katrina. Well, let me tell you, we’ve 
got Hurricane Ryan, and there is a dis-
aster coming. And, frankly, with all 
good intentions of our good friends on 
the other side of the aisle, if we had sat 
down at the table of compromise and 
projected how we can best serve Amer-
ica by reducing the deficit, the debt, 
and recognizing that we have morality 
and we have values that will help this 
country. 

b 1540 
Might I just say that we are talking 

about seniors, but don’t forget there 
are many, many families that take 
their children to pediatricians on Med-
icaid, and that’s their primary care 
provider just like Medicare. 

So I would just simply add this word 
that I am not ready to bury Medicare 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 08:28 Apr 08, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00098 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07AP7.079 H07APPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
D

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-13T14:22:20-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




