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Senator representing Minnesota, and
the 38th Vice President of the United
States of America.

I actually have Hubert Humphrey’s
desk—something I requested when I
got to the Senate. It somehow got in a
different category, and for the first 2
years I had the desk of the former Sen-
ator from New Hampshire, Gordon
Humphrey. But then, lo and behold,
with the start of this last Congress, 1
did get Hubert Humphrey’s desk.

I was a senior in high school when
Hubert Humphrey passed away, and I
can still remember standing in line for
his funeral in St. Paul. It was January,
and it was one of those days where it
was below zero—freezing. Yet there we
were, standing outside the State cap-
itol, all of us in our puffy winter jack-
ets, 40,000 people waiting to pay our re-
spects. That is how much Hubert Hum-
phrey was loved in our State, loved
enough for people to stand outside for
hours in the dead cold of a Minnesota
winter.

I can honestly say that Humphrey
had an enormous impact on my own
views of public service. You can go
down the list of landmark Federal leg-
islation in the past 60 years, and his
fingerprints are all over them—civil
rights, Medicare, nuclear arms control,
the Peace Corps, the list goes on and
on. Hubert Humphrey’s impact con-
tinues to be felt in our State.

Humphrey was a compassionate man,
but he was no pushover. He never
backed down from a fight worth fight-
ing. When he was asked to speak at the
Democratic National Convention in
1948, he dove headfirst into one of the
most controversial topics at the time—
racial inequality. It was a gutsy move,
especially considering how divisive
civil rights issues were for the Demo-
cratic Party. And let’s not forget that
as a 37-year-old mayor of Minneapolis—
and the Presiding Officer can relate to
this as a former mayor himself—Hum-
phrey’s political career was just get-
ting off the ground. He had a lot to
lose. But he was convinced that seg-
regation and Jim Crow were hurting
our country, and he was determined to
challenge the status quo on the na-
tional stage even if it meant risking
his political career. That was Hubert
Humphrey.

I think the last, most important
thing to point out about Hubert Hum-
phrey is that he was above all things
an optimist. To this day, the Senate,
according to our colleagues, has never
seen anyone quite like him—bursting
with energy, idealism and hopefulness,
a happy warrior.

I have a picture of the ‘“‘Happy War-
rior’” hanging in my front office, and it
hangs there in a visible place for a good
reason. It is because I am convinced
that now more than ever our Nation
needs a good dose of the hope and opti-
mism that defined Hubert Humphrey’s
life.

The truth is, we have to go back dec-
ades to find a time when we were con-
fronted with so many challenges—two
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difficult wars, a crushing debt load,
and our quest to end our dependence on
foreign oil and develop our own home-
grown energy. The way we choose to
address these challenges will determine
the course of our Nation for decades to
come. History will tell us whether we
are right or wrong, timid or coura-
geous.

I believe we must choose courage, but
not only that, we must also choose op-
timism. We must take a page from Hu-
bert Humphrey’s book and strive for
that resilience he displayed in public
life. I think about the inscription on
his gravestone at Lakewood Cemetery
in Minneapolis. It is a quote from Hum-
phrey himself:

I have enjoyed my life, its disappointments
outweighed by its pleasures. I have loved my
country in a way that some people consider
sentimental and out of style. I still do. And
I remain an optimist with joy, without apol-
ogy, about this country and about the Amer-
ican experiment in democracy.

These are words that resonate today,
words that remind us of the amazing
life and legacy of a man who did so
much for the causes of justice, democ-
racy, and accountability. America is a
better place for his leadership, and that
is why we honor him today.

Mr. President, I again thank my col-
league from Oklahoma for allowing me
to put in these good words for Senator
Humphrey.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

———
THE BUDGET

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I wish
to spend a few minutes this evening
talking about where we are as a nation.

I have to say I am discouraged at the
work of the Senate. If we look around
and take in the whole picture here,
there is nobody here, essentially, and
they are not going to be here for 9 or 10
more days. The question I put forward
is, If your own personal household was
in trouble, financially or otherwise; if
you knew you weren’t going to be able
to pay the bills; if you knew your cred-
it cards were maxed out, would you
just sit on the couch and do nothing or
would you work to protect your fam-
ily? Would you go out and do whatever
you could? Would you take advantage
of every opportunity to secure the fu-
ture for your family?

Well, we have big problems in our
country, and it doesn’t matter how we
got here. The fact is, we are borrowing
$4.3 billion a day. The interest on our
debt is $2.8 billion a day. We are at a
point where if we don’t start making
the very difficult decisions for our
country despite our fear of the political
consequences, we will be like the per-
son who, when his family was in trou-
ble, didn’t try to solve the problem.

Mr. President, we don’t have a budg-
et. Yesterday we had political votes on
budgets, but it was a game. For the
last 2-plus years, no budget has come
through the Senate. There is a reason
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for that, and the American people need
to know it is not because of our great
budget chairman, whose name is Sen-
ator KENT CONRAD. It is not his fault
there is not a budget. It is because of
the leadership in the Senate. The lead-
ership does not want the votes that
come along with a budget. You see, the
political thinking is, we don’t want
any of our members to have to be re-
corded on things that might affect the
next election. So to hell with the coun-
try. What is more important is the
next election.

What is happening in the Senate is a
complete meltdown of the very purpose
the Senate was created. The fact is, we
had votes on four separate budgets, and
let me tell you, what is most astound-
ing is that nobody voted for President
Obama’s budget. The President of the
United States submits a budget to the
Congress, and nobody in the Senate
agrees to vote for it. How disconnected
could that budget be from the realities
of what our country’s needs are if even
the people of his own party won’t vote
for it? I was inclined to vote for it just
so we could have a debate on his budg-
et. But the fact is, we didn’t have a de-
bate on any budget.

So as we sit here, we are borrowing
$4.3 billion a day and running a $1.6
trillion deficit and mortgaging the
very future of our children. The very
reason we work so hard and the reason
we live is to nurture and support those
who come after us, and to ignore that
responsibility is absolutely uncalled
for. Congress deserves every recogni-
tion from the American people for
being a farce. You can’t have the kinds
of problems we have in front of us and
not attempt to address them.

I want to spend a minute talking to
every Medicare patient in the country.
I have practiced medicine for 25 years.
I have cared for thousands of Medicare
patients. I understand, at 63 years of
age, with three pretty significant dis-
ease processes going on in my own
body, about worrying about one’s
health. I worry about the security
around that health. It is important
enough to me to really take the medi-
cines and to follow the diet my doctor
is offering me now that I am 63. I prob-
ably wouldn’t have paid attention 20
years ago, but today I am doing that.

The health care that is available to
me is important to me, as I know it is
to every Medicare recipient out there.
But the facts are the following: Politi-
cians want to use Medicare as a tactic
to scare people into not doing what we
as a nation are going to ultimately do
anyway. We will have to fix Medicare.
And we can fix it in a way that assures
every senior who absolutely needs the
help of Medicare and is dependent on
Medicare will have that health care.
Anybody who says something other
than that either cares a whole lot more
about themselves and their political
career or they are absolutely dis-
honest, because it is absolutely impos-
sible for us to raise the money to con-
tinue to run Medicare the way it is
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today. It will change in the next 4 or 5
years no matter what the politicians
say, no matter what the next elec-
tion—it has to change. The good news
is we can give as good care or better
with fewer dollars if we will make the
right changes in Medicare.

What most Medicare patients don’t
understand is that $1 out of every $3
spent on Medicare is not going to help
you get better and isn’t preventing you
from getting sicker. Those are facts.
They are backed up by four studies
now, four long-term studies. If $1 out of
every $3 is going into Medicare and it
is not effective in actually helping you
with health care, and that $1 out of
every $3 we are borrowing from the
Chinese this year to keep Medicare
afloat—and that is just the hospital
system, that is Part A—why would we
not want to make the hard choices and
fix it?

The reason you are not seeing that
come forth is somebody sees an advan-
tage in an election to game Medicare.
The fact is, it is not just Medicare that
is broken. The whole entire health care
system is broken because we do not
allow markets to allocate it in an effi-
cient way and we do not hold physi-
cians such as myself accountable to be
very frugal with the tests we order and
the treatments we order.

As we continue to think about our-
selves and say I do not want any
change—and that is the other point I
want to make. As I get older, I find I
resist change more than anything. But
the one absolute that is going to hap-
pen is that Medicare is going to change
and it does not matter what any politi-
cian from Washington tells you, it has
to change. Otherwise we will be in an
absolute depression. We will not be
able to accomplish any of the things we
are accomplishing now under Medicare.
It will change.

If it is going to change, why don’t we
change it in a way that continues to
guarantee the promise of Medicare and
puts more of a burden on those who
have more dollars with which to do
that and takes care of the sickest and
poorest the best and puts a greater
load on those who have less of a need
for Medicare?

Some would say that is not fair. Let
me tell you what is not fair. What is
not fair is the average American puts
$138,000 into Medicare over their work-
ing career and takes $450,000 out. That
is what is not fair. What is not fair is
for a b-year-old to complain about
something not being fair. To quote P.J.
O’Rourke: ‘““You were born in America.
That’s not fair.”” Life is not fair.

The fact is, we have a system that is
getting ready to crash and we have a
political dynamic that people are actu-
ally saying we do not care because we
want to win the next election more
than we want to fix the problem. That
does not apply to everybody, but people
who are gaming this issue, people who
are scaring people who are on Medi-
care, lack the integrity and courage to
talk about what the real problems are
in this country.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The real problems are we have made
promises without creating the revenues
to pay for it. We can tax 100 percent of
all the income of everybody above
$100,000 in income in this country and
you will not fix the deficit this year—
if you took 100 percent of everything
everybody earned over $100,000—that is
how great the problem is. We have a
$14.3 trillion debt that, if in fact the
debt limit is extended, will be past $15
trillion by December. When is it going
to stop? When are we going to start
thinking about the future of our coun-
try and the security of our country in-
stead of the next election and how we
can look good as the media plays the
game on politics?

It is amazing; today most of the sto-
ries in the newspaper were about Medi-
care and the effect of an election up in
New York, a congressional election. I
don’t think that matters a twit on
what is going on in this country. What
was not said in the papers is that no-
body voted for the President’s budget.
That was not the headline anywhere. It
was not the headline that the Congress
does not have a budget. The House has
passed a budget. You don’t have to
agree with it but at least they passed
one. But you have all this criticism of
a proposed plan that came through the
House that actually will solve the
problem, make sure everybody on
Medicare actually gets the care they
want and actually will take $1 of those
$3 that we are wasting, one out of every
three, and put it into actually taking
care of patients. But the people who
are critical of that plan have no plan
themselves. And, if you have a plan,
the plan is the following—it is the plan
that passed, what we know as
ObamaCare, but what is the health
care bill that was passed in the last
Congress. Here is the plan, just so we
understand.

According to the President’s speech
at Washington University, the plan is
that if we have to, we have two mecha-
nisms. He mentioned one of them. He
didn’t mention the other. We have the
Independent Payment Advisory Board.
Under the Affordable Care Act, the
Independent Payment Advisory Board
is mandated to control the growth of
Medicare. Here is how it does it. It
makes a recommendation on the cut-
ting of payments for Medicare. That
recommendation comes before Con-
gress and we either have to accept that
or do something similar to that, in
terms of the total dollar amounts, to
cut back on the payments for Medi-
care.

What is the No. 1 problem a new
Medicare recipient has today? The No.
1 problem new Medicare recipients
have today is finding a doctor who will
care for them, who will take their
Medicare. That is their No. 1 problem.
If you think we can take this tremen-
dous unfunded liability and continue to
cut—I am not against, as a physician,
physicians taking a b5-percent or 6-per-
cent pay cut under Medicare today. I
am not against that. But if you think
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we can continue to do the savings we
are going to have to get out of Medi-
care by doing that, you will not have
anybody taking care of Medicare pa-
tients because they will not be able to
afford to. Those payments to the physi-
cians are less than 30 percent of the
total payments of Medicare.

Then they transfer over to the hos-
pitals, so we are going to cut what we
pay to the hospitals. Some hospitals
can afford that, some cannot. What
happens when the hospitals that can-
not afford that close? Where do you get
your hospital care? Prescription
drugs—we are going to cut the price of
prescription drugs. Consequently, no
new drugs are coming on line because
of the rate of return for the billion dol-
lar cost that it is for any new drug just
to get it through the FDA. All of a sud-
den the things you count on are not
there.

Let me mention the second way the
President would have us control. That
is they have what is called an Innova-
tion Council, under the Affordable Care
Act. What is that purpose? The purpose
of the Innovation Council is to decide
whether Medicare can afford new inno-
vation in medicine to be offered to
Medicare patients. That is the same
thing as saying: Here is a new drug, it
will cure your breast cancer, but we
don’t think we can afford it so there-
fore it is not available under Medicare.
One is direct rationing; the other is in-
direct rationing. But the fact is we
cannot fix Medicare by rationing. You
will not fix it that way. What you will
do is limit care and limit access—simi-
lar to what we have under Medicaid.

If you look at the trustees’ report on
Medicare, what they are saying will
have to happen is that the reimburse-
ment rates under Medicare will end up
being lower than the reimbursement
rates under Medicaid. That is the an-
swer they have right now.

That is not a good answer. No Amer-
ican thinks that is a good answer. My
colleagues on both sides of the aisle do
not think that is a good answer. But
that is where we are sitting.

I make the point if we do not address
Medicare and if we do not address Med-
icaid and if we do not fix Social Secu-
rity—and it is true, if Congress had not
stolen the $2.6 trillion from it and it
was sitting in an account, we would be
in pretty good shape. We would make it
another 30 years. But there is a prob-
lem in terms of paying back that
money. Congress stole the money,
spent it, and it is not there. So for us
to get the $2.6 trillion to keep it going
until 2036 we have to borrow more
money. We have to borrow that $2.6
trillion. The problem is we are at a
debt limit now and we are getting very
close to the time when people are going
to quit loaning us money.

We can fix Social Security where it is
for sure as available as it is today—ac-
tually we can make it better for the
poorest Americans. We can actually
make it better and we can assure that
it is going to be working forever. But
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that requires change. The political dy-
namic says don’t, you can’t touch So-
cial Security.

How fair is that? How fair is not fix-
ing Medicare, not fixing Medicaid, and
not fixing Social Security to those who
follow us? I am the grandfather of five
great-grandkids, wonderful kids; I love
them to death. I raised three daugh-
ters—actually my wife did most of that
hard work and that is why they turned
out well. But the fact is, the relation-
ship with your children is a special re-
lationship, but it does not get close to
comparing to the relationship to your
grandkids. There is not anything I
wouldn’t do for my grandkids and they
kind of know it. They have not taken
advantage of it yet, but they know it.

What I would ask is, anybody who is
on Medicare today who is listening to
this, here is what you need to know.
No. 1 is there is nobody in Washington
who does not want you to have a secure
medical health care system. But the
problems with it are so severe that it
has to be fixed and it cannot wait. And
that requires change. The problems of
our country as a whole are so severe
that we are not going to be able to bor-
row the money to pay back what we
owe Social Security if we do not fix
Medicare and Medicaid because nobody
is going to loan it. They are going to
say you haven’t done what you need to
do.

What has to happen is we have to
think about our grandkids. I don’t like
going through change very much but I
will tell you there is one group of kids
that I will go through change for, I will
sacrifice for, I will give something up
for me. What we are asking you to give
up is the comfort of what you know
now, and move to the comfort of some-
thing that is going to supply the same
thing to you, just in a different way.
Anybody who games that will not put
forward a solution to the very prob-
lems that are in front of us.

To the seniors out there who are on
Medicare, nobody is proposing any im-
pact on you today for the next 10 years.
Any proposal would be for those people
who are 55 and less and we are saying
we have to change it so we can keep it.
If we do not change it, nobody is going
to have it. By the way, we are going to
have trouble surviving if we don’t
change it because we are not going to
be able to manage this tremendous
amount of debt which is over $55,000
per man, woman, and child in this
country today.

We have to think about our
grandkids. We have to quit listening to
the political shill who says somebody
wants to hurt you. Everybody who has
put forward ideas on Medicare has a le-
gitimate basis with which to be critical
of any other. But any politician in the
Senate or the House who has not put
forth their solution to get us out of the
problems you should give no quarter
to. You should not listen to the first
word they say because what they are
thinking about is the next election.
They are thinking how do I take ad-
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vantage, how do I scare you over the
next election? Nobody wants to take
away health care for our seniors. What
we want to do is ensure it is there in
the future, and to put forward the idea
that the motivation there is to scare
you into thinking that somebody
wants to disrupt your care, that is just
not true.

There could be a great debate, and I
started this talk on the fact that there
has not been any debate on the prob-
lems that are in front of us. There
needs to be a great debate. People need
to hear what the options are. We need
to put a budget on the floor and have
the hard debates on it, and take the
hard votes, and then try to mix some-
thing with the House; otherwise, here
is what is going to happen come Sep-
tember—which is not fair to any Fed-
eral employee. We are going to have
another continuing resolution. That is
what is coming because we refuse to
have a budget that allows the people
who work for you, through the Federal
Government, to plan and efficiently
carry out what the Congress directs.
We are just going to do a continuing
resolution. It is a highly inefficient
way to run the Government. As a mat-
ter of fact, I will tell you that any fam-
ily who does not run on a budget is set
up for getting in trouble.

We are not running on a budget now.
The bills are coming in and we have a
continuing resolution until September
30. But we do not have a budget, we
have no plan, we don’t know what we
need to do, what are the changes we
need to make. We are not listening to
the people running the program. We
are not listening to the American peo-
ple as we do that.

We can fix health care in this coun-
try. The problem is the cost of health
care. The reason it costs so much is
that the vast majority of Americans
think somebody else is paying the bill.

I will end with this story. I see my
colleague from Alabama is here. I have
delivered thousands of babies, but
there is a particular group I always en-
joyed delivering for because they are
unique. They were the best purchasers
of health care I have ever encountered.
They are from a little town called
Inola and another called Chouteau, OK,
and they are Amish. When they come
to buy health care—they don’t have
health insurance, by the way. Very few
of them have a college education. They
work with their hands. They are into
dairy or carpentry or farming or some-
thing, but they work with their hands.
They have lots of good common sense.

I can tell my colleagues without a
doubt that of the 500 Amish babies I de-
livered, they bought that service from
the hospital, from me, from the radi-
ologist, and from the labs at 40 percent
less than anybody else bought it. Why
is that? It is because they were great
consumers of health care and the
money was coming out of their pock-
ets. They didn’t think somebody else
was paying for it. They knew they were
paying for it, so therefore they asked
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for a discount. They said: I will pay
you cash up front if you give me a dis-
count. By the way, if you want to do
this other test, please explain in detail
why I should fork out $100 for another
ultrasound. And does my wife abso-
lutely have to have this ultrasound?

When you get questioned that way
the doctor says: Well, if you under-
stand that we may miss something but
basically everything looks good, then I
am fine with that as long as you are
fine with that.

The average pregnancy today in the
United States has four or five
ultrasounds. I was trained without
doing any ultrasounds, and I had the
same outcomes.

So the point is that we can get better
value if we reconnect the purchase of
health care with some individual re-
sponsibility. If we disconnect that—and
that is what we do through private in-
surance and low deductibles, and that
is what we do through Medicare and
low deductibles and supplemental poli-
cies. We do the opposite of that. Once
we have met our deductible, there is no
cost. So we are not prudent consumers.
As we age, we worry a lot about new
symptoms, so we access the health care
system. Once you access, the costs just
start ticking up.

So the point I make is there are a lot
of things we can do better in health
care if, in fact, we have market forces
and transparency helping us do that. I
would suggest we can have a Medicare
Program that is efficient, that works,
and that doesn’t have $70 billion worth
of fraud in it by the end of the year, by
the way—3$70 billion, well over 10 per-
cent—and improper payments above 10
percent as well. So $70 billion in fraud
and $70 billion in improper payments in
Medicare. We could solve the problem
right there if Congress would do it. But
we don’t because we would rather have
a political game and game people’s
fears on health care and Medicare than
fix the problem.

What I hope seniors will do over this
next year, as they hear the politicians
make all these wild claims about peo-
ple’s motivations and the damage to
Medicare, is when you hear that, think
about that in light of your grand-
children. Think about yourself and
what you want versus what you want
your grandchildren to have because
there is no question that the $14.2 tril-
lion and under the President’s budget
the $23 trillion we are going to have at
least in 9 more years is going to be paid
back by them, not you. What that real-
ly means is they are going to have a far
lower standard of living than you do so
you don’t have to get out of your com-
fort zone.

I trust America a whole lot more
than I trust the U.S. Congress. We have
a $1 trillion deficit of common sense in
Washington, and we have an excess of
common sense outside of Washington.
If you will trust your common sense
and look at what we are doing, what
you will find is we can solve our prob-
lems, we can come together as a na-
tion, we can fix what ails us, and we
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can do that without destroying the fu-
ture of our children and grandchildren.

I yield the floor to my colleague from
Alabama.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. SESSIONS. I ask unanimous con-
sent to enter into a colloquy with Sen-
ator COBURN, if he has a moment to
stay, for up to 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, Sen-
ator COBURN served on the debt com-
mission. Senator COBURN had no bur-
den to run for reelection. I am so glad
he did. He is one of the most valuable
Members of this Senate.

I have an understanding that the
Senator from Oklahoma came here to
try to do something about the debt this
country faces. Is that fair to say?

Mr. COBURN. That is correct.

Mr. SESSIONS. The Senator believes
this Congress has a responsibility to
confront what Admiral Mullen calls
the greatest threat to our national se-
curity, which is our debt.

The Senator also has tremendous ex-
perience as a practicing physician. The
Senator practiced up until the very day
he was elected. How many years ago
was that?

Mr. COBURN. Seven years.

Mr. SESSIONS. Seven years ago. He
continued to practice even while in the
Senate until the bureaucrats made it
impossible, I guess, to do so. So the
Senator from Oklahoma comes here
with practical experience, a brilliant
mind, and a committed vision for
America.

I appreciate the Senator sharing his
frustration about what has occurred
this week.

This is a quote that was in the Wall
Street Journal by Democratic Senate
strategists about this scheme and plan
that was offered in four votes yester-
day—votes the majority had conceived
in such a way that they were guaran-
teed to fail and nothing was going to
happen. It was a guaranteed plan to en-
sure nothing would happen. This is
what the journal said about it:

As a political matter, Democratic strate-
gists say there may be little benefit in pro-
ducing a budget that would inevitably in-
clude unpopular items.

The Senator is famous for telling the
truth. If he would, I would like him to
respond to that. What does that say
about our Senate, that the Democrats
say there would be little political ben-
efit in producing a budget that might
include unpopular items? Doesn’t a
tough budget that gets us on the right
path have to have some things in it
that some people might not like?

Mr. COBURN. Well, to my colleague,
through the Chair, I would answer,
What is our obligation? Is our obliga-
tion to win the next election or is our
obligation to solve the problems in
front of our country? It is not even a
matter of having votes. We can’t even
get bills on the floor for the Members
that actually would save some money
right now.
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Let me give an example. We had the
small business bill up—the only thing
we have done of significance since we
have been back in this session. It took
2 weeks to get a bipartisan amendment
that would save $56 billion out of the
duplication that was reported by the
Government Accountability Office—
hundreds of billions of dollars. It took
2 weeks to finally get a vote on that.
My colleague from Virginia and I co-
sponsored that. It won. That is one of
the reasons we didn’t finish the bill, is
because they don’t want to do that.
They don’t want to make the hard
choices. So it is an abrogation of our
responsibility to not do the hard part
that comes with the job.

The job comes with a whole lot of
rasping on your skin. You are going to
get criticized. But the ultimate fatal
criticism is to make a choice not to
get—put yourself in a position to be
criticized. So what we are saying is we
are going to do nothing. We are not
going to do what we are constitu-
tionally supposed to do by April 15
every year; that is, have a budget. We
are not going to debate the issues. We
are not going to cast our votes because
somebody may affect somebody’s elec-
tion outcome. How big of cowards are
we that we can’t defend the vote we
make? I don’t have any problem. You
throw the hardest vote from the other
side at me, and I will make a decision
on it, whether I think it is right or
wrong, and then I will defend it. But to
not vote at all is an absolute abroga-
tion of our oath, and that is the leader-
ship we are experiencing. It is not just
Democratic leadership. We have some
on our side who don’t want to cast hard
votes either.

The point is, the American people
need us to be casting hard votes now.
Our problems are greater than at any
time since World War II. The challenge
to our country is greater than World
War II. The outcome of our Republic
depends on us solving the very real and
urgent and difficult problems in front
of us and doing so in a way that pre-
serves the future of this country and
reestablishes and reforms us to where
we get our mojo back so we can start
believing in ourselves again. To not do
it and to not have the courage to sac-
rifice your own position for the better-
ment of this country—that is what we
ought to be about, and I don’t see that.

Mr. SESSIONS. Let me ask the Sen-
ator. The Senator just won an over-
whelming reelection. There is not a
Senator here, I don’t think anybody
would dispute, who has been more
frank in expressing the need that all of
us are going to have to rein in our
spending and who shared that directly
with his constituents. When they have
asked for things, the Senator from
Oklahoma has tried to help them, I
know, but he is frank with his con-
stituents.

Would the Senator share with us
what kind of percentage he got in the
last election?

Mr. COBURN. I got 71.8 percent.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Seventy-one percent.
Does my colleague think perhaps that
some of us here in Washington are
overly afraid of being frank and truth-
ful with our constituents about the
challenges America faces?

Mr. COBURN. Well, I would answer
through the Chair that I think we are
perplexed. We know intellectually that
there is a big problem, and we have
this challenge: Do I go down this path
and do the best thing for the country
or do I go down this path to do the best
thing for me?

I look at politics differently than
most of our colleagues. To the Senator
from Alabama, I would say I don’t real-
ly care whether I am here; I care
whether America is here. But the point
ought to be, how do we secure the vote
and how do we establish trust with the
American people?

If my colleague will go with me—and
I know he knows this—look at the con-
fidence in the Congress of the people in
this country. Why is there a lack of
confidence? Why is it that 80 percent of
the people of the United States didn’t
have any confidence in Congress? I can
tell my colleague why. It is because we
have milked trust and credibility from
those very people.

I get letters all the time from people
who disagree with me. They will write
me, and I actually—I am involved in
every answer to every inquiry that
comes into my office. I actually read
them because I want to know what the
people from Oklahoma say. But even
though they disagree with me, they
vote for me because they trust me be-
cause I am not gaming them as they
have seen with the gaming on Medi-
care.

Our problems are real. The solutions
are difficult. But America can over-
come that if we come together. If we
stay divided as we have seen here with
no budget votes, no hard votes, and we
try to game it politically, what we are
doing is undermining our country’s fu-
ture. It doesn’t matter who wins the
next election; what we need to do is
save America.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, the
Senator has served on the debt com-
mission. I know there has been a con-
certed effort to blame and exaggerate
and distort the House budget, particu-
larly as it refers to Medicare.

Again, quoting Democratic Senate
strategists, this is what the Wall
Street Journal said:

Many Democrats believe a recent House
GOP proposal to overhaul Medicare is prov-
ing to be unpopular and has given Democrats
a political advantage. They are loath to give
that up by proposing higher taxes.

Which they would prefer as a solu-
tion.

Senate Democrats plan to hold a vote on
the Ryan plan . . .

Which they did yesterday—

. . . hoping to force GOP Senators to cast a
vote on the Medicare overhaul that could
prove politically difficult.

I say to Senator COBURN, you served
on the debt commission. This is what
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your commission chairman said in a
written statement after PAUL RYAN
and the House Republicans produced
their budget:

The budget released this morning by the
House Budget Committee Chairman PAUL
RYAN is a serious, honest, straightforward
approach to addressing our nation’s enor-
mous fiscal challenges. We applaud him for
his work in putting forward a proposal which
will reduce the country’s deficit by approxi-
mately the same amount as the plan of the
President’s Fiscal Commission.

They also went on to say that if you
criticize it, you have a responsibility
to offer an alternative.

I say to the Senator, you served with
Mr. Bowles. He was a Democratic Chief
of Staff to President Clinton and was
appointed by President Obama to chair
this commission. That does not sound
like the things we heard yesterday, at-
tacking the House Ryan budget, does
it?

Mr. COBURN. It does not. But it is
interesting to note that the President’s
deficit commission was set up by the
President and had six of his nominees
on it. It had six Republicans and six
Democrats. Five of the six Presidential
nominees he nominated agreed with
the deficit commission, three of the six
Republicans agreed, and three of the
Democrats—a pretty good meeting in
the middle. Yet the President did not
embrace the results of his own commis-
sion, did not embrace the results of the
people he appointed. So what was the
purpose of that exercise? Was it to
make political hay or was it to solve
the problems?

The fact is, I have five colleagues in
the Senate who have been working
hard on that over the past 5 months to
try to build a bipartisan agreement out
of the basis of that. That is what has to
happen—except politics.

I go back and just refer to my col-
league, if you look at the history of re-
publics, the track record is not very
good. The average age of the world’s re-
publics is 207 years. That is our average
age. We are 27 years past the average.
The question is, Can we cheat history?
Can we not fall like the rest of the re-
publics over the very same things?
They all fell over fiscal issues. They let
their spending get out of control, they
let their debt get out of control, and
then they could not afford the promises
they made.

I will say to my colleague, this is not
an issue of the budget chairman. This
is an issue of the leadership of the Sen-
ate that does not want a budget. We
ought to be very clear that the Amer-
ican people know that Congress is not
doing its job—this body, for sure—be-
cause we are not making the hard
choices we were sent up here to make.
What we are doing is punting. We are
going to come to a crisis, and the crisis
is going to be painful, and it is going to
be much more painful than had we
made the hard choices today.

So I want to thank the ranking mem-
ber of the Budget Committee for his
leadership. We can solve any problem
in front of us, Mr. Ranking Member,
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but we have to do it together, and we
cannot deny that the problems exist.

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank Senator
COBURN for his leadership. I have
watched him with admiration over the
years with consistency and fidelity for
the national interest to work to bring
our spending under control.

I see our colleague, Senator ALEX-
ANDER, in the Chamber, and I will yield
the floor. I will just follow up, before I
do that, with a quote from Erskine
Bowles.

When the President announced his
budget not long after the deficit com-
mission he called together had made
some pretty good proposals about how
to improve fiscal matters in the United
States, Mr. Bowles was, obviously,
deeply disappointed with what the
President submitted and said this plan
goes ‘‘nowhere near where they will
have to go to resolve our [country’s]
fiscal nightmare.”

I think there is a consensus that we
are facing a fiscal nightmare. We are
going to have to take some serious
steps in that regard.

Mr. President, I think there are some
other Members who have reserved
time. If there are no other Members
here who have reserved time after Sen-
ator ALEXANDER completes his re-
marks, I ask unanimous consent that I
be recognized at that time.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
will not object. I say to Senator SES-
SIONS, I think Senator HATCH is ex-
pected to come down. That is the only
one I know of.

Mr. SESSIONS. As I said, my consent
would be that if anyone has reserved
time, they would get it before I will
speak.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
congratulate Senator SESSIONS and
Senator COBURN for their principled re-
marks about the phenomenon of Wash-
ington spending. We are borrowing 40
cents of every dollar we spend. We can-
not keep spending money we do not
have. And we want to save Medicare.
So those two major difficult decisions
are things that we need to work on to-
gether—to stop spending money we do
not have and saving Medicare. We can
do both if we put our minds to it.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak for up to 15 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, if
you would let me know when 1 minute
remains, I would appreciate it.

—————

JOB PROTECTION ACT AND THE
NLRB

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President,
last month the Acting General Counsel
of the National Labor Relations Board
(NLRB) filed a complaint against the
nation’s largest exporter, the Boeing
company—a company with 170,000-some
employees, 150,000 of which in the
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United States, who sells airplanes
around the world and makes them in
the United States. The complaint basi-
cally said there was prima facie evi-
dence of illegal discrimination because
Boeing has decided to expand and build
a production plant in South Carolina.
Boeing’s main operation is in Wash-
ington State, a State without a right-
to-work law. In contrast, South Caro-
lina is a State with a right-to-work
law. This is notwithstanding the fact
that Boeing has already added 2,000 em-
ployees in Washington State since an-
nouncing its expansion. At the same
time, it has nearly finished this new
plant in South Carolina, spending $1
billion, hiring 1,500 construction work-
ers and over 500 employees to work in
the facility. Then, all of a sudden, here
comes this complaint.

This is not just a South Carolina
matter. It affects the entire country
and many of us have spoken out about
it. I want to review it just for a mo-
ment.

This complaint against Boeing is just
one indication of the Administration’s
anti-business, anti-growth, and anti-
jobs agenda. That is why Senators
GRAHAM, DEMINT, and I—actually there
are 35 Senators who are cosponsoring
this bill—have introduced the Job Pro-
tection Act, to protect right-to-work
states and employers from an inde-
pendent government body run amok.

Our bill preserves the Federal law’s
current protection of state right-to-
work laws in the National Labor Rela-
tions Act and provides necessary clar-
ity to prevent the NLRB from moving
forward in its case against Boeing or
attempting a similar strategy against
other companies.

Now it seems the NLRB wants to
change the rules governing how and
when a company can relocate from one
State to another. According to a May
10 internal memorandum from the
NLRB General Counsel’s Office, they
want to give unions power over major
business decisions and require compa-
nies, such as Boeing, to collectively
bargain if it wants to relocate a facil-
ity.

As was explained by James Sherk, a
senior policy analyst in labor econom-
ics, and Hans A. Von Spakovsky, a sen-
ior legal fellow at the Heritage Foun-
dation, in a recent article in National
Review Online:

NLRB wants to force companies to provide
detailed economic justifications (including
underlying cost or benefit considerations) for
relocation decisions to allow unions to bar-
gain over them—or lose the right to make
those decisions without bargaining over
them. . . . Either way, businesses would have
to negotiate their investment plans with
union bosses.

Sherk and von Spakovsky describe
this as a ‘“heads I win, tails you lose”’
scenario for unions. These decisions be-
long in the corporate boardroom, not
at the collective bargaining table.

The goal of this NLRB is to place the
interests of organized labor over those
of business, shareholders, and economic
growth. Their means is to change well-
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