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This is not about Republicans. This 

is not about Democrats. This is about 
Americans. And this is especially about 
seniors. I am one right now. My birth-
day was just the other day. I am 63 
years old. I don’t think of myself as a 
senior. But you know what? The folks 
that I see after church on Sunday and 
who I have coffee with, they are sen-
iors. They are in their seventies and 
they are in their eighties, and to have 
to sit there with them and tell them, 
We are not taking away your Medicare. 
We’re the only ones that have a plan to 
save it. 
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We are not taking away your Social 
Security. We’re the only ones that 
have a plan to make sure it’s safe. If we 
can’t be honest, if we can’t look each 
other in the eye and say that we are 
here to fix it, that we are here to make 
America have the stability that it once 
had; if we can not tell our seniors, it’s 
okay folks, we’re not going to take 
anything from you, we’re going to 
work together to get it fixed—and this 
is the thing that bothers me. After lis-
tening to those folks today on the 
phone, I am convinced that there is 
something seriously wrong within this 
House. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. I will yield. 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. You 

know, you hit a point that seniors are 
thinking about. They’re thinking that 
they’re on a fixed income. They’re 
looking at rising prices, whether it’s at 
the gas pump—we talked today about 
solving American energy issues, but 
they’re thinking about the rising com-
modity prices. 

I brought with me a bank note, this 
is an official currency note from the 
Bank of Zimbabwe. If you look at it, 
and I know it’s going to be difficult, 
but it’s a $100 trillion bank note. A 
Wall Street Journal article said, How 
to turn $100 trillion into $5 and feel 
good about it. It’s worth about $5 on 
eBay. They quit printing them in 2009. 

It drives home the point that the 
policies of this administration are in-
creasing the cost of commodities, the 
cost of fuel, devaluing our currency, 
and that applies to health care as well. 

Seniors are concerned. They’ve got 
every right to be concerned. One thing 
about the Republican budget, and one 
thing that the gentleman from Arkan-
sas is trying to point out, that we’re 
trying to solve the problems of this Na-
tion here in this body. This Republican 
freshman class is taking the bull by 
the horns to bring home the issue to 
the American people and let them 
know we’re trying to solve these prob-
lems. So I commend him. 

Mr. KELLY. I appreciate that. If I 
may, and I’m going to wrap up. We 
came here for a cause. We did not come 
here for a career. And if you cannot 
win the debate by using facts, and if 
you have to use fear, then shame on 
you. Shame on you. Go home. Go 

home. If you don’t want to fix it, if you 
don’t want to play by the rules, if you 
don’t want to make America sleep safe-
ly again and sleep soundly, then go 
home. 

There is a level of fairness that needs 
to be played by. And I will tell you 
this, I have never in my life been sub-
jected and have watched seniors been 
put through so much, and it’s not nec-
essary. 

If it’s about your party, and if it’s 
about trying to convince them, then 
doggone it, you’re using the wrong 
message. Let’s make sure that we fix it 
for the future, because it’s there for 
our seniors, and it’s there for our chil-
dren. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you very much for that. 

I now yield to the lady from New 
York. 

Ms. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to commend my colleagues from 
South Carolina and from Arkansas for 
putting together this hour, which is of 
so much value. 

I am here as a physician who’s also a 
Member of Congress. I’ve had the privi-
lege of taking care of elderly patients 
for 16 years in private practice and in 
hospital settings, and I have two par-
ents whom I cherish who have been 
Medicare recipients for many years. 

And the facts of the case, as our col-
league from Pennsylvania has aptly 
pointed out, we have to go by the facts 
of the case. And as a doctor, that’s 
what we always did, and approach 
them with compassion and sensitivity 
to be sure. 

But the facts of the case are that we 
currently have roughly 10,000 Ameri-
cans, baby boomers, now entering 
Medicare eligibility every day. On av-
erage, each of them will have contrib-
uted approximately $110,000 in payroll 
taxes over their lifetimes, and that’s a 
lot of money. There’s no question. But, 
Medicare will spend, on average, it’s 
projected, approximately $330,000 on 
their care. As all of us can tell, unfor-
tunately, that’s not something that we 
can sustain. That’s not something that 
our children and our grandchildren will 
be able to pay for. That is what is 
threatening the future for everyone, in-
cluding our seniors and including all of 
us who will be senior citizens, Good 
Lord willing, by and by. 

We know that in the Affordable Care 
Act measures were taken to control 
the cost of Medicare. One of the meas-
ures, in fact, took funding away from 
Medicare, roughly half a trillion dol-
lars. So we know we need to do some-
thing about it. 

The way the Affordable Care Act ap-
proaches it is to have the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board, or IPAB, 
which is a board of bureaucrats that’s 
going to decide how money is spent on 
our seniors’ care. I, as a doctor, and as 
a daughter, would much prefer to see 
us have that choice. That’s why pre-
mium support makes sense. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE 

Mr. MCKEON (during the Special 
Order of Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas), 
from the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 112–77) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 208) directing the Secretary of De-
fense to transmit to the House of Rep-
resentatives copies of any document, 
record, memo, correspondence, or other 
communication of the Department of 
Defense, or any portion of such com-
munication, that refers or relates to 
any consultation with Congress regard-
ing Operation Odyssey Dawn or mili-
tary actions in or against Libya, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

THE ECONOMY AND THE 
STABILITY OF THE MIDDLE CLASS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. TONKO) is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, the oppor-
tunity this evening for the Democratic 
Caucus in the House to address this 
budget and to go forward with a discus-
sion on our stand on the issues and so-
lutions that we’re proposing is an im-
portant opportunity for us to be able to 
dialogue here amongst each other on 
the House floor and also to share that 
messaging with the viewing public. 

Certainly, the general public out 
there is watching many of these pro-
posals. They are concerned about the 
stability of the middle class. They’re 
concerned about the economy, con-
cerned about job creation. 

We are now well into the 112th ses-
sion of Congress. We watch as many 
weeks and months have passed without 
one single measure that would increase 
jobs in this country coming before the 
House. Nothing that deals with the 
economy, nothing that deals with the 
retention of jobs or the job creation 
situation has been produced here as 
legislation and voted upon on the 
House floor, a rather dismal track 
record when the clarion call, the mes-
sage that resonated from the voting 
booth to these Halls of Congress on the 
Hill in Washington was very clear: 
Start growing the economy, stop 
shrinking the middle class, and people 
are concerned about the opportunities 
that will be passed by. As we walk 
through these very difficult times, it is 
about job creation and retention. 

There’s also a concern that there has 
been this very strong attempt to make 
the comfortable even more comfortable 
with the new Republican majority in 
the House. And we’ll talk about that. 
Let’s talk about it. 

We have a situation where people will 
allow for corporate loopholes that cost 
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our economy money. They’ll allow for 
a continuation of millionaires and bil-
lionaires to receive tax cuts; they’ll ad-
vance the reducing of Medicaid, where 
two-thirds of those dollars go toward 
sustaining the elderly in health care 
settings; and they want to end Medi-
care. And all of this is professed to be 
some sort of savings in Federal Govern-
ment. 

Well, that is only part of the story. 
The real truth is that these savings 
quickly dissipate. They’re gone be-
cause they are used as payment for tax 
cuts for millionaires, handouts to the 
oil companies that sit on historic prof-
it that has been realized, $1 trillion 
nearly in profit realized by the big oil 
companies of this Nation, and that is 
the vulgar outcome that has so infuri-
ated the middle class. 

As I travel to my district, I hear re-
peatedly about the concerns to end 
Medicare. People will say, we’re not 
ending it, we’re fixing it; that we’re 
not really providing for an end, we’re 
offering, at first what was a voucher, 
now it’s called ‘‘a transformation.’’ 

Look, as we shift risk from the gov-
ernment to the individual senior house-
hold, we are ending a benefit that has 
lasted for some four and-a-half decades, 
that came about for the very reasons 
that seniors could not access an afford-
able health care plan, that there was 
cherry-picking going on, that only the 
easiest to insure would be covered, that 
those who might have come with some 
preexisting condition would be passed 
by, and where the notion of an afford-
able health care insurance premium, a 
policy that was unaffordable, was just 
beyond the grasp of our Nation’s sen-
iors. And so it’s why the program grew 
in strength and popularity, and why it 
has provided stability for our Nation’s 
seniors. 

Now, when we look at what’s hap-
pening here, we’ll talk about the many 
dynamics, but there are those who pro-
fessed very boldly that what we’re 
doing here is exactly what the Con-
gress has in terms of an insurance pol-
icy. 

Well, Congress has about 72 cents of 
its premium costs covered. With this 
plan, with this voucher plan initiated 
in this Republican budget approved in 
this House, the Republicans suggest 
with their plan that it would be every 
32 cents on a dollar covered with their 
voucher program. And just what guar-
antee is there that the senior who 
shops will, in fact, land a policy that 
will cover them? So it’s very con-
cerning. 

We just recently did a mailing that 
informed people of the various reforms 
that are being proposed. We also solic-
ited their input on what priorities they 
believe we should hold in our hearts 
and minds here as we move forward, 
and we’ve received a great supply of in-
formation already in the very infant 
days in responding. 

b 1830 
As they come in, they keep growing 

more and more one-sided. 

Let me just hold up what the first 
few days has produced. We have one 
pile here of speaking out against the 
Medicare end. This is one copy. We 
have yet a second pile all received in 
the first few days of people receiving 
their mailing. We saw those two bulky 
piles. This is the response in favor of. 
Well beyond 90 percent of the returns 
to date is: don’t mess with benefits. 

Now, mindful, when we were address-
ing the Affordable Care Act, when we 
were holding town forums, when we 
were holding some 3,000 to 4,000 forums 
across this country discussing the 
health care reforms, how to improve it, 
what exactly is included, what the pri-
orities ought to be, there were clarion 
calls of ending Medicare, of death pan-
els, and all sorts of risks to the seniors, 
and denying access and affordability. 
Well, we proved that that was not the 
case, that it was misinformation. 

This one walks right into that argu-
ment, because it ends Medicare. It ends 
Medicare and it turns it into a voucher 
system, and it has everyone shopping 
in the private sector insurance market 
to get their coverage. We can’t allow 
this to happen. 

We have seen, since the initiation of 
Medicare, the growth in premiums in 
the private sector market, and that 
equates to some 5,000 percent. That’s a 
huge increase. But there are friends 
out there that helped to bring the 
wrong candidates to this House, and I 
think it’s time for them to come for-
ward, as they believe, to get some sort 
of return on that investment. 

Well, we cannot afford to have that 
investment come down onto the senior 
community, because we know it will be 
devastating. So we are going to con-
tinue to do battle to fight that Medi-
care issue. To end Medicare would be 
devastating to our Nation’s seniors. 
Can we make it stronger? Absolutely. 
Can we provide more stability? Abso-
lutely. That began in the ACA, the Af-
fordable Care Act. We are going to con-
tinue to work on it. But seniors did not 
tell me—and I talked to my colleagues, 
they did not tell colleagues across this 
Nation: go back to Washington. We 
want to return to Washington. End our 
Medicare program. They said abso-
lutely the reverse, and they knew they 
were benefited by it. 

There are a number of others that at-
tacked the middle class, working fami-
lies of this country. We are going to 
work to make certain that there is not 
an attack on the middle class, because 
that attack drains worthy programs of 
dollars and then gets transferred over 
to payments for millionaire tax cuts, 
billionaire tax cuts, Big Oil handouts, 
and corporate loopholes to be paid for. 

We are joined this evening by a very 
good friend who has entered the House 
this year as a freshman Member. He is 
the former mayor of Providence, Rhode 
Island. He now represents Rhode Is-
land’s First Congressional District. He 
has been an outspoken voice. I am im-
pressed with DAVID CICILLINE’s absolute 
impassioned voice to save Medicare. He 

has been outspoken on the House floor, 
and he has been outspoken in our cau-
cus. It is a pleasure, Representative 
CICILLINE, to have you here this 
evening to talk about this Medicare 
situation and perhaps what you are 
hearing in your district. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gen-
tleman for his kind words and for giv-
ing me an opportunity to be a part of 
this discussion tonight and for your 
leadership on your importance of pre-
serving Medicare for seniors in this 
country. I hear from constituents in 
my district about the importance of 
strengthening and protecting Medicare. 

To give you an idea of how important 
this issue is in Rhode Island, more than 
170,000 Rhode Islanders rely upon Medi-
care for a reliable, quality, and low- 
cost hospital and medical insurance as 
well as prescription drug coverage. 
More than 65,000 seniors and people 
with disabilities in Rhode Island rely 
upon Medicaid coverage for their long- 
term care. 

When I participated in the debate, 
and actually when I listened during the 
debate on this very floor about the Re-
publican budget proposal and about 
what it did to Medicare, my friends on 
the other side of the aisle said this will 
strengthen Medicare. And I thought, 
how could they make that claim? Be-
cause I knew what their proposal did 
was ending Medicare as we know it, as 
a guarantee for people 55 and under; 
and it ended this important safety net 
and turned it into a voucher system for 
our seniors. 

Now, I unfortunately no longer have 
my grandparents; they have all passed. 
But the idea that my grandmother or 
grandfather in their later years would 
have to go into the private insurance 
market and buy insurance because 
they would have lost the protection of 
Medicare is something which I think 
nobody should be prepared to accept. 

What is even more disturbing is that 
what the Republicans passed in that 
budget when they ended Medicare as 
we know it also resulted in increased 
costs for our seniors. See, the dif-
ference is nothing in their proposal will 
reduce costs of health care. That’s real-
ly what we need to do. We don’t need to 
shift the cost to our seniors and visit 
that problem upon them, because then 
they have the burden of enduring addi-
tional health care costs. We need to ob-
viously eliminate fraud and waste and 
abuse, invest in wellness and preven-
tion, invest in information technology, 
all the things that will drive down 
health care costs. But shifting the bur-
den to our seniors should not be the an-
swer. 

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office—this isn’t Republicans and 
Democrats. This is nonpartisan—they 
said that this Republican budget, 
which was passed by the Republicans, 
would actually increase health care 
costs for our seniors, provide less costs 
and be more expensive, and it would re-
store the doughnut hole and make pre-
scription drugs more expensive for our 
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seniors. And in addition to that, when 
you take their budget proposal in the 
aggregate, it would add $8 trillion to 
the deficit over the next 10 years. So it 
doesn’t even reduce the deficit. 

We all recognize we have got to re-
duce the deficit; we have to cut spend-
ing. We have to be serious about it, but 
we can’t do it at the expense of our 
seniors, of protecting Medicare, 
strengthening Medicare so that our 
seniors have access to quality health 
care, and that’s a responsibility that 
we have. 

There are lots of ways that we have 
to look at every part of this budget, 
eliminate fraud and waste, get rid of 
programs that don’t work, be serious 
about looking at our military spending 
and what is happening in Afghanistan; 
we are spending $2 billion a week or 
more than that now. Look at the bil-
lions of dollars that we are giving in 
subsidies to big oil companies. They 
proposed in their budget another tax 
cut for the richest Americans, the mil-
lionaires and billionaires. At the same 
time, we are ending Medicare as we 
know it. It is the wrong priorities. We 
can do better than this. Our seniors de-
serve better than this. 

I thank the distinguished gentleman 
from New York for giving me an oppor-
tunity to share my observation that 
Rhode Island seniors are depending on 
me and this Congress to protect and 
strengthen Medicare. They expect us to 
deal with this deficit in a responsible 
way, be serious about budget cutting, 
but maintain our commitment to our 
seniors. 

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive CICILLINE. And, again, thank you 
for your outspokenness, because we 
need to make certain that all of Amer-
ica is involved in this dialogue, because 
this is a critical tipping point in this 
Nation’s history. We can raid on the 
middle class and cut domestic pro-
grams that feed their very heart and 
soul, or we can do it intelligently, 
where we share the pain. 

Speaking of sharing the pain, a budg-
et, as you indicate, is nothing more, 
nothing less than our values, our prin-
ciples, our priorities. And we have seen 
where the priorities lie with the major-
ity of this House. They have said it is 
about Big Oil first; it is about cor-
porate loopholes first. It is about mil-
lionaires and billionaires first. The 
people now see this. They see this be-
cause they know they are going to 
have to pay two times what they pay 
today for Medicare coverage out of 
their pocket. They know it’s shifting 
risk from government to the senior cit-
izen household, the senior citizen indi-
vidual. They know that, by the year 
2030, triple the amount of money, plus 
the risk of going out there and making 
certain that you can find a carrier that 
will cover you, because they will put 
your coverage at the whims of the in-
surance company. If they want to cover 
some of your health care needs, they 
will. If not, they won’t. And that is 
really what will ache here. What really 

happened was that we are taking this 
moral compass that has been expressed 
by a program like Medicare and de-
nouncing it, saying that, look, go fend 
for yourself, find your program. 

What I find most generous about my 
district seniors, and I’m certain this is 
across the country, coast to coast, they 
are saying: I’m not just talking about 
myself or my generation. I am talking 
about my children and grandchildren. 
We know what comfort, what security, 
what stability this brought our house-
hold. 
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What comfort does it bring to adult 
children to know that their relatives, 
their parents are sitting in a situation 
that is responding with dignity? 

And when you talk about the prin-
ciples, about the priorities, look at the 
road to ruin. They call it the ‘‘path to 
prosperity’’ with the Ryan plan with 
the Republican budget. The road to 
ruin, as I refer to it, really takes 
money from our seniors on Medicare, 
$4.3 trillion, that then goes and trans-
fers itself over to, guess what? $4.2 tril-
lion worth of benefits for Big Oil and 
millionaires and billionaires. 

So the scales are balanced in terms of 
where the dollars are, but the real pain 
here is that they get emptied from the 
seniors’ coffers, programs that address 
a basic core need of health care, and 
then get emptied into the pockets of 
millionaires and billionaires and Big 
Oil. 

I know our friend from California, 
Representative JOHN GARAMENDI, who 
is always leading us on the floor with 
wonderful, interesting discussion, has 
something to say about big oil compa-
nies, and it speaks to this flipping from 
one side of the scale to the other, 
where an equal amount of money found 
in savings by cutting the middle class, 
by cutting our seniors is now going to 
be spent. It is not savings. It was ac-
cruing the dollars necessary to just 
transfer over in some sort of way and 
some sort of painful way that finds 
itself with oil companies, millionaires 
and billionaires. 

Representative GARAMENDI, please. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. TONKO, thank 

you very much for what you are doing, 
bringing up this critically important 
issue. As you were saying, nothing is 
more important than the question of 
who we are as Americans and our val-
ues; what is it that we really care 
about and how do we structure, how do 
we create a society that reflects those 
values. 

Before 1964, the largest segment of 
the American population that was in 
abject poverty were seniors. They had 
no health care. They couldn’t get in-
surance. They were basically the poor 
of the poor. But as a result of the fun-
damental goodness of America, Medi-
care was created, a medical insurance 
program for seniors so that they would 
have available to them doctors’ serv-
ices and hospital services. And it 
worked. 

Now, I was the insurance commis-
sioner in California for 8 years, elected 
statewide by 34 million people to over-
see, to regulate the insurance compa-
nies. And in that process we were look-
ing and watching the Medicare pro-
gram. It wasn’t private insurance, but 
it was part of the health insurance sys-
tem; and we knew that it worked. 

It is exceedingly efficient. It works 
for less than 2 percent. You got a na-
tionwide insurance policy. Wherever 
you are in America, you get the exact 
same insurance policy. Doctors know 
how to bill; hospitals know how to bill. 
It is efficient; it is effective. It works. 
More than that, it is an expression of 
the basic goodness of America. 

I was surprised, shocked, angered 
when the Republican budget came for-
ward and proposed that Medicare be 
terminated for all who want to live to 
the age of 65. Terminated. Ended. That 
wasn’t all that the Republicans pro-
posed. They proposed that not only 
would it be terminated, but that all fu-
ture Medicare enrollees would be given 
a voucher worth about one-half the 
cost of insurance and told to go to the 
insurance companies and buy a policy. 

Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Time 
out, Mr. Republican. Time out. What 
are you saying? You are going to take 
the population that has preexisting 
conditions—there are very few that are 
65 years of age that don’t have pre-
existing conditions—and you are going 
to turn them over to the most vora-
cious sharks in this Nation, the health 
insurance companies? No way. No way. 
They are going to get chewed up, spit 
out and uninsured, or else charged a 
small fortune. This is the most un- 
American, the most inhumane thing 
that could be imagined for seniors, for 
tomorrow’s seniors. We cannot let it 
happen. 

Then, on top of that, in the very next 
breath they proposed to continue bil-
lions of dollars of subsidies, taking 
money literally out of the pockets of 
seniors and working men and women 
and giving it to Big Oil, who happens 
to have big profits, just as you have on 
your card up there. Not only Big Oil, 
but the wealthiest people in America, 
people whose incomes are $1 million, 
$10 million, $1 billion a year income, 
and give them an additional tax break, 
so that in 10 years it is $4 trillion of tax 
breaks to the big oil companies and 
those, not millionaires, but those 
whose annual income is in the millions. 
What is going on here? 

Mr. TONKO. Representative 
GARAMENDI, if you will suffer an inter-
ruption and yield, you talk about those 
Big Oil profits. You talk about the tril-
lions they are willing to spend. And 
then they have the audacity to say it is 
a spending problem. 

Well, where are we spending? We are 
making the comfortable more com-
fortable. With those Big Oil handouts, 
up to 90 percent, according to studies 
released, up to 90 percent are going to-
ward bonuses for executives in the oil 
industry—up to 90 percent. What quan-
tifiable societal good is there from 
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these handouts? They are mindless. 
And today, today, someone from the 
industry was quoted as saying to not 
offer these handouts is un-American. It 
is unbelievable. 

Mr. CICILLINE. If the gentleman will 
yield, I think what is just shocking is 
that that claim was made today, and 
really what is un-American is to end 
Medicare. The reality is Medicare re-
flects our values as a country. We de-
cided as a Nation that we wanted to en-
sure that our seniors in their final 
years, that they have lived a life and 
played by the rules, done what is right, 
that they can live with security and 
dignity and without the fear, the anx-
iety of worrying how they would have 
access to basic health care, because we 
decided as a country that we wanted to 
ensure, to guarantee that our seniors 
could live with dignity and with proper 
health care. 

The idea of ending that and requiring 
them to go buy it with a voucher, that 
is un-American. 

Mr. TONKO. Right. And when you 
look at the statistics, the median 
household salary for our seniors is 
$19,000; the average individual salary is 
$19,000. When you look at the onerous 
outcome of having to reach for thou-
sands more dollars out of your pocket 
on a base of a median of $19,000, when 
we are looking at millionaires and bil-
lionaires getting even more assistance, 
that is spending. So let’s not get off 
track here. It is spending. 

Where are we going to invest? Invest-
ing in health care, a basic core need, 
when premiums in the last decade have 
risen over 130 percent and where the 
administrative costs of the private sec-
tor and insurance are higher, where 
they are much lower in Medicare, 
where the advertising costs aren’t 
there, where we know we have had cov-
erage. And now we are going: here is 
your voucher payment. It is not going 
to be indexed appropriately so that 
with time it becomes less and less valu-
able. 

This is the kind of un-American be-
havior that we are witnessing here and 
that people get upset about saying 
they are lies, they are fear tactics. 
This is what is happening. It ends 
Medicare. 

Once you remove the risk that falls 
with government and transfer it over 
to our Nation’s seniors, you have ended 
the core principle. When you deny a 
given bit of certainty and stability to 
our seniors, you have ended Medicare. 
When you are going to inflate the cost 
of health care, you have ended Medi-
care. And we have now taken that 
money and transferred it over to the 
big oil companies. 

Representative GARAMENDI. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you for 

yielding. If you add to that destruc-
tion, the termination of Medicare, the 
way in which the Republicans have al-
ready voted for on this floor to end the 
Health Care Reform Act, which regu-
lated the insurance companies and said 
the insurance companies could no 

longer discriminate based upon pre-
existing conditions, discriminate based 
upon age and whether you are a woman 
or a man, all of those protections that 
are in the health care reform law would 
be terminated. 

So not only are you taking the Medi-
care program and ending it, giving the 
seniors a voucher that is perhaps half 
of the cost of a health insurance policy, 
you are eliminating the restrictions 
that were placed on the insurance com-
panies for discriminating against peo-
ple that have preexisting conditions. 

b 1850 

So you’ve literally taken these peo-
ple and thrown them to the sharks. On 
top of that, the rest of the proposal was 
to take the Medicaid program, which is 
health insurance for impoverished chil-
dren, and give a block grant to the 
State that’s worth about half of the 
cost, a $700 billion cut out of that pro-
gram for children’s health care, and 
you say, What’s this? This is not us. 
This is not America. These are harsh, 
cruel programs that are being foisted 
upon the American citizens. 

Mr. TONKO. Representative 
GARAMENDI, if you will, that Medicaid 
cut also will impact the Nation’s sen-
iors because when they’re in institu-
tional settings we know about 66 per-
cent of the expenditure is for our sen-
iors. Again, we understand the compas-
sion that is required. We know the 
American spirit to respond to those 
who have served society so well. And in 
their golden years they need the assist-
ance. But every attempt that is being 
made here, we have tried every which 
way to inform the public of the attack 
on Medicare, the attack on Social Se-
curity, to privatize Social Security. 
This is about giving Big Oil, big insur-
ance companies, big banks more busi-
ness. This is like cashing in on being 
good to some people here. That is not 
how this government should be guided. 
It should be guided on the principles of 
providing the basic core needs in a way 
that’s most effective, most efficient. 

We have even attempted—the House 
was addressing the Republican version 
of the budget. I introduced an amend-
ment on the Budget Committee where I 
serve and presented it before the Budg-
et Committee, and it went down by 
party vote to stop the attack on Medi-
care, to end Medicare. There was an ab-
solute amendment that said, Let’s pull 
out ending Medicare from your budget 
plan. It was denied. Then, I traveled to 
the Rules Committee and attempted 
once more before the bill came to the 
House, Let’s stop the effort to end 
Medicare. It was denied at the Rules 
Committee again with the Republican 
majority at the Rules Committee. 

So now we’re visiting this situation. 
And the budget was approved in this 
House with this raid on the middle 
class and the attack on the values of 
the middle class, of working families. 
It is really disturbing that the most 
comfortable continue to get that effort 
made their way. And especially when 

history speaks—and speaks so abun-
dantly well to us. It should resonate. 
When we put people to work with 
FDR’s programs back years ago, dec-
ades ago, the result was 8.5 million peo-
ple put to work and public projects 
built that still serve us well today. 
JFK investing in global technology to 
win the space race. Those are examples 
of things that worked. LBJ promoting 
a Medicare program. Now we’re repeat-
ing this driving the car into the ditch 
scenario. Reaganomics and its trickle- 
down didn’t work. The Bush II Presi-
dency and its cuts to the millionaire, 
billionaire companies didn’t work. Why 
would we revisit that as we crawl out 
of the most painful recession and pro-
pose ending Medicare—ending Medi-
care—denying dignity to our Nation’s 
seniors and avoiding the fundamental 
responsibility of good government, effi-
cient government, which is what I 
think the voters asked for in Novem-
ber, not this sort of pain. 

Representative CICILLINE. 
Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gen-

tleman. In addition to that, the other 
part of the Republican budget that 
passed in this Chamber was also to re-
store the doughnut hole; to make pre-
scription drugs more expensive for our 
seniors and to eliminate the free pre-
ventative care. I know, from talking to 
seniors in my own district, there are 
too many seniors faced with a choice 
of, do I buy my groceries, or do I buy 
the prescription drugs that are nec-
essary to keep me healthy. No senior in 
America should be faced with that 
choice. And this bill, this budget that 
the Republicans passed, will raise pre-
scription costs for our seniors. 

Mr. TONKO. Thank you. 
Representative GARAMENDI, we have 

about 4 minutes remaining in our one- 
half hour here of dialogue. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I’ll take a light-
ning minute here. 

It really comes down to a question of: 
Where do you stand? Who do you stand 
for? It’s very, very clear. If there’s ever 
a dichotomy and a clear opportunity to 
see where you stand, it is in the Repub-
lican budget. Let’s be very clear. It ter-
minates Medicare; gives seniors a 
voucher that is worth perhaps half of 
the cost of insurance; takes $700 billion 
out of Medicaid. And that is, as you 
said, the long-term care for seniors in 
nursing homes. And it continues the 
tax cuts for people whose income is 
millions, billions; continues the tax 
subsidies for Big Oil—$4 billion, $5 bil-
lion a year to companies that have 
made over a trillion dollars in the last 
decade. And just in this quarter, 
Exxon, $10.7 billion; Oxy, $1.6 billion; 
Conoco, $2.1 billion. This is one quar-
ter, 3 months of earnings. Billions and 
billions of dollars. And then they want 
to continue. 

Where do you stand? Do you stand for 
the working men and women, the sen-
iors, those people that need to be able 
to get health care, or do you stand for 
the very, very rich and the big oil com-
panies? The Republicans have made it 
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clear. There’s a difference here between 
where we stand as Democrats and 
where they stand as Republicans. 

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive GARAMENDI. I appreciate you and 
Representative CICILLINE joining in 
this important half-hour of discussion. 
But I can clearly state that no one that 
I talked to in this House, no Represent-
ative, was hearing advocacy to end 
Medicare during our campaigns last 
year. I didn’t hear one individual tell 
me that—senior, non-senior. I didn’t 
hear anyone ask me to give more prof-
its, more handouts, to big oil compa-
nies. I didn’t hear one person say, Pro-
tect the corporate loopholes for cor-
porations out there. I didn’t hear any-
one say, Hand more tax cuts to mil-
lionaires and billionaires. 

I did hear, Make my budget work at 
home. I need the basics. I did hear, I 
can’t survive with the situation as it 
is. I did hear, We need jobs. I did hear, 
Start growing our economy. Stop 
shrinking the middle class. 

Well, evidently this majority was not 
listening. There was anger—undeniable 
anger, understandable anger—that ex-
isted out there. But this is not this 
quantification that they were looking 
for. They did not want to see this as a 
result, as an outcome. I think we need 
to continue to fight this effort to end 
Medicare, and we’re going to continue 
that fight. 

With that, I thank the gentlemen for 
joining me in this half hour. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
Mr. Speaker. 

f 

OBAMACARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BERG). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 5, 2011, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. It’s a privilege to 
be recognized to address you here on 
the floor of the United States House of 
Representatives, in this great delibera-
tive body. I came here to talk about a 
different subject matter. But after I 
listened to my colleagues for a little 
while, I believe it’s pretty important 
that we set some of this record 
straight. I don’t know where they 
would be satisfied. It seems as though 
the attack is on anybody that’s in free 
enterprise and the support goes to any-
thing that is government. Anything 
that raises taxes and grows govern-
ment is good, and anything that taxes 
free enterprise, and especially profits— 
those evil profits—are bad. That’s the 
theme that I hear from the gentlemen 
who spent the previous half hour or 
hour demagoguing the issue of Big Oil 
and big insurance companies. This is 
particularly appalling to me when I 
walk in here on the floor and I hear a 
statement made by the gentleman from 
California saying this: You’re going to 
turn them over to the most voracious 
sharks in the country—the health in-
surance companies. Well, if it happens 
to be that the health insurance compa-

nies are operating without competi-
tion, keeping their prices down, why 
doesn’t the gentleman or others that 
might believe that engage in the health 
insurance industry? 

The President of the United States 
made it very clear. He said he wanted 
more competition in the health insur-
ance industry. He wanted to create a 
government-run, government-owned 
health insurance industry as part of 
ObamaCare. And he didn’t realize, I 
don’t think, when he uttered that 
statement, at least before ObamaCare 
was passed and began to knock the 
competition out of the way, that there 
were 1,300 health insurance companies 
in America—1,300—and over 100,000 pol-
icy varieties that one could choose 
from depending on the State that you 
might live in. 

That’s a lot of companies, and 
they’ve all been shot down here with a 
blanket allegation that they’re vora-
cious sharks. How can anybody be a vo-
racious shark if there are 1,300 compa-
nies to compete against and 100,000 
policies to choose from? Surely, there’s 
something there that would satisfy the 
gentleman from the perspective of that 
array of variety that was available be-
fore the President decided he wanted to 
make the 1,301st insurance company be 
the Federal Government and perhaps 
give us a half-dozen or so policy vari-
eties with a community rating that 
compressed it down, that raises the 
health insurance premiums for the 
youngest, lowest income people among 
us, and subsidizes the premiums for the 
highest income people among us. 
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That’s ObamaCare, Mr. Speaker, and 
it clearly is. The gentlemen seemed to 
have forgotten what they all worked 
together to do to America over the last 
19 months. They worked to impose 
ObamaCare on 300 million Americans, 
306 or so million Americans, and they 
come here on the floor tonight to talk 
about the effort on the part of Repub-
licans to try to save this Republic from 
the voracious appetite of government, 
the voracious shark of government 
that feeds upon the sustenance of the 
American people, that puts into debt 
every single person, every man, woman 
and child in America, and puts the 
mortgage on their head the day they 
are born. 

Last fall, I talked about my grand-
daughter, my most recent grand-
daughter, Reagan Ann King. She’s 
about 7 months old now, 6 to 7 months 
old. On the day she was born, her share 
of the national debt was $44,000. Wel-
come to America; welcome to the 
world; welcome into life. You owe 
Uncle Sam $44,000, and the interest is 
building. The interest is building, and 
this young lady is going to have to 
work a long time to pay that off. 

I hear the same Members over here, 
at least from the same party, talking 
about the average debt that a college 
graduate has, that student loans are 
costing too much money. They had to 

confiscate all the access to the market-
place for the free market on student 
loans and turn it completely into a 
government-run operation because 
they believed that somebody was mak-
ing money off the interest, and they la-
mented that an average student loan 
when someone graduated from college 
was in the area of maybe $20,000 to 
$40,000. But it doesn’t concern them 
that their policy and the President of 
the United States and the former 
Speaker, NANCY PELOSI, and the major-
ity leader of the United States Senate, 
HARRY REID, the three of them, the rul-
ing troika, President Obama, NANCY 
PELOSI and HARRY REID, could get in a 
phone booth and do what they would to 
America, and they have driven up this 
national debt and deficit to the point 
where it is appalling to the fiscally re-
sponsible Americans who pay their 
bills on time with the paycheck that 
they have with the amount that’s left 
after they pay their taxes and their 
payroll. 

They want more government, more 
taxes, more irresponsibility. They want 
the nonproductive sector of the econ-
omy to feed on the productive sector of 
the economy, and they stand here and 
talk about a company that they claim 
made over, maybe the aggregate of all 
these companies, made over a trillion 
dollars in profits in the last decade. I’d 
like to see that data. And perhaps, if 
they have anybody on that side of the 
aisle that’s ever actually engaged in 
business, they would do a calculation 
to see what the return on investment 
was, what was the capital investment 
that returned that kind of an invest-
ment, if those numbers would actually 
hold up under scrutiny, and I suspect 
they won’t. Then, if they’re going to do 
a legitimate measure, they would also 
take a look and see what have been the 
windfall profits of the Federal Govern-
ment in collecting royalties off the 
product that has been produced by 
these companies that are doing high- 
risk exploration in deep waters to 
make sure, yes, for a profit—they 
should have a profit—but they also are 
making sure that there is cheaper en-
ergy here in the United States cer-
tainly than there would be otherwise if 
we didn’t have these companies explor-
ing for oil in places like the gulf coast 
and up in the Bakken region, and if we 
didn’t have some kind of support here 
in Congress to open up offshore drill-
ing, drilling on the non-national park 
public lands in America. 

We’re an energy-rich nation. We have 
a large share of the world’s energy and 
a smaller percentage of the world’s 
population, and we have that energy, I 
suspect, because we’ve actually ex-
plored for it, identified it, measured it 
and quantified it. But, of course, that 
stuff escapes the people on the other 
side that are making these arguments 
for political reasons. 

The talking points of the Democrats 
are now, demagogue the Republican 
budget, attack the Republicans and ac-
cuse them of threatening senior citi-
zens, and they completely deny the 
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