January 29, 2003

Understanding the connection be-
tween liberty, prosperity and security
has been lost. The priorities are back-
wards. Prosperity and security come
from liberty. Peace and the absence of
war come from a consequence of lib-
erty and free trade. The elimination of
ignorance and restraints on do-goodism
and authoritarianism in a civilized so-
ciety can only be achieved through a
contractual arrangement between the
people and the government, in our case
the U.S. Constitution. This document
was the best ever devised for releasing
the creative energy of a free people
while strictly holding in check the de-
structive powers of government. Only
the rule of law can constrain those who
by human instinct look for a free ride
while delivering power to those few,
found in every society, whose only goal
in life is a devilish desire to rule over
others.

The rule of law in a republic protects
free-market activity and private prop-
erty ownership and provides for equal
justice under the law. It is this respect
for law and rights over government
power that protects the mainspring of
human progress from the enemies of
liberty. Communists and other Social-
ists have routinely argued that the law
is merely a tool of the powerful cap-
italists.

But they have it backwards. Under
democracy and fascism, the
pseudocapitalists write the laws that
undermine the Constitution and jeop-
ardize the rights and property of all
citizens. They fail to realize that the
real law, the Constitution, itself guar-
antees the rights and equal justice and
permits capitalism, thus guaranteeing
progress.

Arbitrary, ever-changing laws are the
friends of dictators. Authoritarians
argue constantly that the Constitution
is a living document and that rigid obe-
dience to ideological purity is the
enemy that we should be most con-
cerned about. They would have us be-
lieve that those who cherish strict obe-
dience to the rule of law in the defense
of liberty are wrong merely because
they demand ideological purity. They
fail to demand that their love of rel-
ative rights and pure democracy is
driven by a rigid obedience to an ide-
ology as well. The issue is never rigid
beliefs versus reasonable friendly com-
promise. In politics it is always com-
petition between two strongly held
ideologies. The only challenge for men
and women of goodwill is to decide the
wisdom and truth of the ideologies of-
fered.

Nothing short of restoring a repub-
lican form of government with strict
adherence to the rule of law, and cur-
tailing illegal government programs,
will solve our current and evolving
problems.

Eventually the solution will come
with the passage of the liberty amend-
ment. Once there is serious debate on
this amendment, we will know that the
American people are considering the
restoration of the constitutional repub-
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lic and a protection of individual lib-
erty.

————
COMMUNICATION FROM HON.
NANCY PELOSI, DEMOCRATIC
LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PUuTNAM) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from NANCY
PELOSI, Democratic leader:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER,
Washington, DC, January 29, 2003.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives, The
Speaker’s Room, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to 50 U.S.C.
401, section 1002(b) of the Intelligence Au-
thorization Act, I hereby appoint to the Na-
tional Commission for the Review of the Re-
search and Development Programs of the
United States Intelligence Community: Rep-
resentatives Zoe Lofgren (D-CA) and Mau-
rice Sonnenberg.

Best,
NANCY PELOSI,
Democratic Leader.

————

MEDICARE PRIVATIZATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
last night the President said that sen-
iors deserve enhanced preventative
benefits and prescription drug cov-
erage.

Seniors do deserve these benefits.
What they do not deserve is being pa-
tronized, manipulated, and short-
changed, particularly when the quality
of their health care and their future fi-
nancial security are at stake.

When the President said that seniors
happy with the current Medicare sys-
tem should be able to keep their cov-
erage just the way it is, we all ap-
plauded. What he obviously means is
this: If they are unwilling to leave
Medicare and join an HMO, then they
actually do not deserve preventative
benefits and drug coverage, and they
will not get any.

The President has every right to
push his privatization agenda, Medi-
care privatization, Social Security pri-
vatization, but not by co-opting an
issue as emotional and as important as
prescription drug coverage. The Presi-
dent cannot go unchallenged when he
mischaracterizes Medicare as a failed
program.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle continue to lambast, continue to
criticize, continue to ridicule the Medi-
care program as a failed program so
that then they can justify their goal of
privatizing it.

The President in his budget, in his
orders from the White House at HHS,
recently dropped provisions to serve
the general public, the Medicare pub-
lic, in seminars asking questions,
learning more about Medicare so that
when seniors were overcharged, they
would have some recourse. The Presi-
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dent and his people at HHS are doing
all they can to cut those Medicare
services to make Medicare function
more poorly so that Medicare does not
serve the public as well, justifying
their privatization of Medicare.

The retirement safety net was not
put in place by Democrats because we
wanted to make the Federal Govern-
ment bigger, and it should not be dis-
mantled by conservatives just because
they want to make Federal Govern-
ment smaller. The safety net was put
in place because the private sector
could not make a profit offering health
insurance to seniors; so they did not
offer it. That is why when Medicare
was begun in 1965 by a Democratic
President, Democratic House, Demo-
cratic Senate, with only 11 Republicans
supporting the vote on Medicare. That
is why it was created, because 35 years
ago b0 percent of seniors in this coun-
try had no health insurance. Today al-
most every senior has health insurance
because of one of the greatest programs
in American history: Medicare.

But what the President of the United
States basically said last night as he
sat in this Chamber looking in this di-
rection, looking out at Members of
Congress, looking at the Ambassadors,
looking at his Cabinet, the Supreme
Court, looking at people in the gallery,
the President said basically if they
want prescription drug benefits, they
have got to join an HMO to get it. And
that is the story of the President’s
Medicare privatization. If they want
prescription drug coverage, if they
want preventative care, then they have
got to join an HMO, and that is the
President’s efforts to privatize Medi-
care.

So I ask my friends on the other side
of the aisle, I ask people listening
today in this Chamber to understand
that the President’s plan to privatize
Medicare, that the President is using
the prescription drug benefit to try to
get his plans to privatize Medicare into
place.
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Again, Mr. Speaker, this whole de-
bate is about the President saying if
you want a prescription drug benefit,
then you have to drop out of regular
Medicare and join one of those HMOs.
In some parts of the country there are
no HMOs available. In many parts
there are. It means you have to give up
your choice of physician.

The President talks about choice, but
when you are talking about real
choice, it is all about fee-for-service
traditional Medicare. You can choose
your doctor, you can choose your hos-
pital, you can choose your provider.

Under the President’s plan, you have
a choice. Your choice is stay in Medi-
care and not have a prescription drug
benefit, or you can take a prescription
drug benefit and join an HMO.

The Democrats’ prescription drug
plan is to include a prescription drug
benefit inside traditional Medicare.
Medicare works very well for the pub-
lic. It works even better if there is a
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