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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ADMINISTRA-

TIVE OFFICER, U.S. HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 29, 2004. 
Hon. DENNIS J. HASTERT, 
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a civil subpoena for docu-
ments issued by the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, Riverside County. 

After consulting with the Office of General 
Counsel, I have determined that compliance 
with the subpoena is consistent with the 
privileges and rights of the House. 

Sincerely, 
ESTELLE JONES, 

Director, Officer of Personnel and Benefits.

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

TALE OF TWO BUDGETS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, the 
House is on the verge of passing a $2.3 
trillion budget with a $521 billion def-
icit, showing that it is impossible to fi-
nance three wars with three tax cuts 
and come up with a different result 
outside of a $521 billion hole in the 
budget. 

This budget repeats the same mis-
takes that have resulted in a jobless 
economy and a wage recession in 
America. It continues the status quo of 
the administration’s economic policies 
that have resulted in nearly 3 million 
Americans losing their jobs, 43 million 
Americans without health care, of 
which 33 million Americans work but 
have no health care, and 2 million 
Americans who used to be part of the 
middle-class and now are in the level of 
poverty, and wages are frozen, and $1 
trillion worth of corporate assets and 
individual net worth have been called 
into bankruptcies. 

What do you do when have you this 
type of economic results? You think 
you would change your economic poli-
cies. No. This budget puts your foot on 
the accelerator, expecting a different 
result but repeating the same economic 
mismanagement. 

During the 2000 election, President 
Bush said he was opposed to nation-
building. Who knew it was America he 
was talking about? This budget and the 
President’s economic vision is really a 
tale of two budgets: one for America, 
and one for Iraq. 

We have spent well over $100 billion 
of the taxpayers’ money on Iraq’s occu-
pation. But here in America, we have 
gotten shortchanged. What do I mean 
by that? 

In Iraq, we are offering universal 
health care and free job training. In 

America, 44 million Americans are 
without health care; and nearly 8.2 mil-
lion Americans are without jobs. 

In the area of health care, 2,200 Iraqis 
are receiving and health professionals 
are receiving training, 8,000 volunteers 
are receiving medical training; and in 
America, under the President’s budget, 
the health training funds cut by 64 per-
cent. 

One hundred and fifty health clinics 
and hospitals have been rebuilt to 
serve 3 million Iraqis, providing 100 
percent prenatal and infant coverage. 
In America, under the President’s 
budget, community health care clinics 
have been cut by 91 percent. Maternal 
and child health care, Healthy Start, 
family planning, all frozen. 

Veterans, $60 million is spent to re-
train Iraqi veterans; and our veterans 
budget has been gutted by $257 million. 
Veterans health care has been cut to 
where every veterans organization has 
opposed the President’s budget and the 
budget passed here by the Republicans. 

In the area of education, we have re-
built 2,300 schools in Iraq. We have un-
derfunded No Child Left Behind by $8 
billion. 

Iraqi universities are getting $20 mil-
lion for higher ed partnerships. In 
America, we have cut Perkins loans; 
and Pell Grants have been frozen for 
the last 3 years. 

Police. $500 million is spent on the 
Iraqi police training, but the commu-
nity police program in the United 
States has been cut by $659 million. 

In the area of housing, $470 million is 
spent on Iraqi housing, yet $791 million 
is cut from section 8 housing vouchers. 

In the area of environment, we are 
paying for $3.6 billion in water and 
sewer treatment facilities in Iraq. Here 
in America, in the President’s budget, 
the Clean Water State Revolving Fund, 
which deals with all our clean water 
and drinking water for Americans, has 
been cut by $500 million. 

Ports infrastructure. The Port of 
Umm Qasar was completely rebuilt, 
and yet the Army Corps of Engineers 
cannot afford U.S. port security up-
grades since their budget has been cut 
by 63 percent. 

As President Bush seeks reelection, 
he can say he kept his commitment 
against nation-building. The problem is 
the target was America. 

This is a tale of two budgets, one for 
America and one for Iraq; two prior-
ities, one for America and one for Iraq; 
two sets of values, one for America, 
one for Iraq; and two sets of books, one 
for Iraq, one for America. 

I have no problem investing in Iraq’s 
future, but that future cannot be a 
more promising future than the one we 
promise here for our own children. 
Compared to how Americans view their 
futures, we cannot deny Americans the 
same dreams of affordable health care, 
education, police on the street, a safe 
place to live and job training. 

America will no longer be the most 
generous nation in the world if the fu-
ture they promise their children is one 

that is less promising than one we are 
talking about overseas. 

Now if your economic results here at 
home were nearly 3 million Americans 
have lost their jobs, nearly $3 trillion 
has been added to the Nation’s deficit 
in 3 years of budget, you would think 
you would change your economic poli-
cies. No. So what we will do is put our 
foot on the accelerator and press for-
ward try and expect a different result, 
having tried 3 years in a row and pro-
ducing the same result. We need a 
change and a new direction of the 
budget values and America’s future.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

MEDICARE MODERNIZATION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I am here 
tonight to talk about the Medicare 
Modernization Act, the reform bill that 
was passed by this body back in De-
cember. 

I think the first question to ask is, 
who remembers what they were driving 
in 1960 or perhaps what a parent was 
driving in 1960? One of the most pop-
ular cars at that time was a Rambler; 
and if one thinks about the options 
available and the safety features in 
that car, we would really be amazed at 
how far we have come. There were no 
seat belts. There were no air bags. 
There were no GPS systems. There was 
just a lot different with vehicular trav-
el back then. 

And I think it is a wonderful analogy 
to think about when we are talking 
about health care in this country. Be-
cause Medicare in its inception in the 
1960s really has changed very little 
over the years; and what we have is a 
situation where our seniors are faced 
with the same type of options, the 
same menu of services that they have 
had over the last 40 years. That is why 
we needed to pass the Medicare reform 
bill, and that we did. 

The bill provides, I think, seniors 
with access to choices in health care, 
with easier access to health care, and 
it also provides immediate relief for 
the rising need for access in prescrip-
tion drugs.

b 1815 

Under the Medicare Modernization 
Act, seniors have a choice. First of all, 
when we are talking about the pre-
scription drug program, that program 
is completely voluntary. 

It is voluntary, and seniors in my 
district, some of whom have existing 
coverage, will not have to participate 
in the program. It is not a one-size-fits-
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all-type program. The design of the bill 
is to give seniors choices to better fit 
their families’ needs as far as prescrip-
tion drugs are concerned. So seniors 
have a choice whether they are going 
to sign up for the prescription drug 
coverage. 

Also, if you look at the larger body of 
the bill and look at the choices that 
the seniors will have, they can actually 
now have a choice of the type of health 
insurance coverage that they access. 
Much like we do here in Congress, they 
have a decision to make about which 
plan bests fit their medical need. It 
puts seniors back into the driver’s seat. 

One of the, I think, most interesting 
parts of the bill is we really tried to 
improve the quality of health care that 
seniors can receive, much like many in 
the private sector enjoy today, much 
like we here as Members of Congress 
enjoy. We enjoy improved quality of 
care through accessing preemptive 
health care screenings. So in the Medi-
care bill, we included new screenings, 
diabetic screenings, blood screenings to 
detect cardiovascular disease. These 
are tests that are indicative of disease 
and have a broad array of applications. 
Medicare participants will now have 
access to these screenings. 

Also, we put in a provision for a free 
physical for the new entrants to Medi-
care. There is also now a provision 
which allows seniors to access a disease 
management function. I know a lot of 
us know senior citizens who deal with 
a lot of specialists, and sometimes 
those specialists do not talk to one an-
other. Well, this disease management 
function, while voluntary and optional, 
will and may help many of our senior 
citizens. 

Also in the Medicare Modernization 
Act, we try to deal with the very press-
ing problem of low-income seniors, and 
we gave help to those who need it; and 
any senior who falls within 135 percent 
of the poverty level will now pay very 
little as far as their health care cov-
erage and certainly as far as prescrip-
tion drugs. Essentially, their drug bills 
will be eliminated. 

I think the final version of this bill 
did include a provision which allowed 
for the creation of health savings ac-
counts, I think something that is revo-
lutionary and will, once again, put the 
spotlight back on the doctor/patient re-
lationship and putting the seniors back 
into the driver’s seat as far as which 
type of health care that they can ac-
cess, and it also ensures that the sen-
iors themselves can make their med-
ical decisions without the intervention 
of a third party that may not be famil-
iar with the particular health of that 
senior. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am here tonight to 
make sure that we in this body realize 
that we have gone and taken the first 
step toward modernizing health care 
for seniors. We have given them choice. 
We have given them hope for a dis-
count on their prescription drug bills. 
This June, there will be the introduc-
tion of discount cards that will afford 

seniors up to 50 percent of a discount 
on the cost of prescription drugs. So 
there is immediate relief that our sen-
iors across the Nation will experience.

f 

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
came here tonight to talk about jobs 
and mismanagement of our budget and 
economy by the President, but we are 
going to have a moment’s discussion on 
the previous speaker outlining the 
Medicare bill. 

The fact is the prescription drug, 
Medicare privatization bill is not work-
ing for seniors, and it begs the ques-
tion, why is the administration spend-
ing 80 million of our tax dollars to ad-
vertise this bill to try to get seniors 
convinced that this law works, and it 
does not even go into effect until 2006? 
The President has made a decision to 
spend 80 million tax dollars, instead of 
putting it into a drug benefit, spend 80 
million tax dollars to convince people 
that this new drug law, this new Medi-
care privatization law is good for the 
public, when, in fact, the Medicare pri-
vatization bill increases the profits for 
drug companies in this country by al-
most $180 billion; and this drug bill, 
this privatization bill gives a direct 
subsidy of tax dollars to insurance 
companies to Medicare HMOs of $46 bil-
lion. 

The reason the bill is not popular, 
the reason the law is not going to work 
is it was written by the drug and insur-
ance industries. Why did the drug and 
insurance industries write the bill? 
Why did the President allow the drug 
companies and the insurance compa-
nies into the Oval Office to write this 
privatization bill? Frankly, because of 
major political contributions from the 
drug companies and the insurance com-
panies to President Bush and to Repub-
lican leadership. 

The word on the street in this town is 
that the drug companies are going to 
give $100 million to President Bush’s 
reelection. If that does not tell you 
something about this drug bill, this 
Medicare privatization bill, it speaks 
volumes. 
JOBS AND MISMANAGEMENT OF THE BUDGET AND 

ECONOMY BY THE PRESIDENT 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, to 

shift gears for a moment, Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY came to my State, to 
Dayton, Ohio, to defend the President’s 
economic record. In Ohio, one out of 
six manufacturing jobs has been lost 
since President Bush took office; 
300,000 people in Ohio have lost their 
jobs. That is 2,000 people every week. 
That is 260 Ohioans have lost their jobs 
every day since President Bush took 
the oath of office on January 20, 2001. 

The response to this bad news from 
the President and the Vice President, 
who seem so out of touch, do not seem 

to understand people’s anxieties, peo-
ple’s fears, people’s difficulties when 
they lose their jobs, their answer is al-
ways more tax cuts for the most privi-
leged people in society, the 1 percent 
richest people, hoping the tax cuts will 
trickle down and help the rest of the 
country and more trade agreements 
that send jobs overseas. 

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that in-
stead of Vice President CHENEY going 
to a fundraiser in Dayton, like he did, 
and then trying to defend the Bush eco-
nomic plan, pretty indefensible, dif-
ficult thing to do, I wish the Vice 
President would have been with me in 
Akron, about 3 weeks ago in my dis-
trict, meeting with a group of mostly 
Republican business owners, machine 
shop owners in Akron in Summit Coun-
ty, Ohio. 

Right before I spoke to these 60 
owner/operators of small machine 
shops, tool and dye makers and others, 
a gentleman walked up and put this 
stack of fliers on my table, a little bit 
more than this actually. He said this is 
1 month of fliers that he has received 
from companies around the country 
that are going out of business. These 
are fire sale fliers from small busi-
nesses, manufacturers that are going 
out of business because of the Bush 
economic plan and because of the Bush 
budget. 

Let me just show you some of these. 
A company in Cleveland, Ohio, auction, 
going out of business; company in Nor-
ristown, Pennsylvania, public auction; 
public auction company in Nashua, 
New Hampshire; machine tool auction, 
Tipp City, north of Dayton, Ohio; facil-
ity closed, all must go, Medina, Ohio; 
absolute auction, Cuyahoga Falls, 
Ohio, everything must go; plant closed, 
everything sells, Pittsburgh, Pennsyl-
vania; Marion, Ohio, complete shop 
close-out action; high-tech manufac-
turing plant closeout, Elk Grove, Illi-
nois, near Chicago; large-capacity fab-
ricating machine shop closing, Bing-
ham, Massachusetts; precision shop, 
CNC job shop downsizing, Houston, 
Texas, President’s own State; complete 
stamping and machine tool shops, two 
of them going out of business, Mans-
field, Ohio, the community I grew up 
in; public auction, Charlotte, North 
Carolina, everything must sell, plant 
closes; South El Monte, California, fa-
cility closing; public auction, Newark, 
New York. One thing after another. 

The President does not get it. We 
should extend unemployment benefits. 
We should pass the bipartisan Crane-
Rangel bill, which will give incentives, 
not the way the President does to all 
large companies including those that 
are moving out of the country, but 
those that provide jobs in the United 
States of America. This simply cannot 
keep happening in our country.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
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