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MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
AND MODERNIZATION ACT OF 
2003—Continued 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, the Demo-
cratic plan does just that. This Repub-
lican bill, I repeat, is not guaranteed. 
It is not affordable. It is not a defined 
prescription drug benefit under Medi-
care that our seniors want and deserve. 
The Republican plan is a plan to end 
Medicare. I urge my colleagues to re-
ject this raw deal for America’s seniors 
and vote no on the Republican bill and 
yes on the very excellent Democratic 
proposal. 

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, when we test the argu-
ments made on the floor of the House 
on a major piece of legislation such as 
this, it is important to test the credi-
bility of those arguments. The best 
way to test that credibility is to first 
of all tell Members a fairy tale. 

Once upon a time Bill Clinton pro-
posed Medicare prescription drug cov-
erage for America. Once upon a time 
my Democratic friends, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. STARK), the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
WAXMAN), the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. RANGEL), the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), and many oth-
ers introduced a bill, H.R. 1495. 

Once upon a time Democrats rec-
ommended a bill with a $200 deductible, 
80 percent cost sharing by the govern-
ment up to $1,700 of drug expenses, a 
doughnut hole, and then $3,000 out-of-
pocket catastrophic coverage with no 
defined premium. And guess what, once 
upon a time their bill provided that the 
benefits would be provided through a 
PBM. Members might ask how would 
the PBM be selected: By competitive 
bidding. 

Members might further ask how 
would the contracts be awarded under 

this privatization of Medicare, and the 
answer in a fairy tale world would be 
shared risk capitation of performance. 
But the truth is this is not a fairy tale. 
It happens to be the truth. That was 
the Democratic proposal on Medicare 
prescription drugs, but tonight Demo-
crats have come to the floor one after 
the other and criticized this plan be-
cause it contained many of those same 
features. Different, however, in some 
respects because this plan provides bet-
ter coverage for seniors on the bottom. 
In fact, while some of my friends came 
to the floor and called this a sad day 
and said how sorry they were for the 
citizens of California, this bill we pro-
posed would put 1.4 million California 
senior citizens in plans that would cost 
them no premiums, no deductibles, free 
entry for drugs in California for 1.4 
million senior citizens, half a million 
in Indiana, half a million in Ohio, half 
a million in Pennsylvania, almost a 
million in Texas, and so on and so 
forth, free drug coverage under this 
plan, and yet the fantasy plan offered 
by the Clinton administration just a 
few years ago containing many of the 
same elements is somehow forgotten. 
It is somehow put away in a closet. It 
is somehow not to be remembered, and 
this plan is to be attacked. When we 
test credibility of arguments on the 
floor of the House, test them against 
the reality of the plan offered by the 
Democrats and the reality of the plan 
offered today. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. DINGELL) for the cour-
tesies and the respect and the states-
manship he has always shown me in de-
bates in committee and on the floor of 
House. The gentleman is a dear friend. 
I wish I could say that about all Mem-
bers all the time. But let me say some-
thing, I am offended that anyone would 
come to this floor and accuse anyone in 
this House of wanting to get old people. 
Do Members think for a second they 

love their moms and dads any more 
than we love ours? 

I ask the gentleman from California 
(Mr. STARK), do you really believe 
that? God bless them. That is the sort 
of unstatesmanship that should never 
enter the halls of this House. 

There is nobody in this House that 
loves their mother more than I love my 
mother. I challenge Members on that. 
She is a three-time cancer survivor, 
she is 84 years old, and she won first 
place at the Senior Olympics this year 
in shotput, and if you give her trouble, 
I will sic her on you. 

There are Members who have come to 
the floor and said seniors cannot un-
derstand choice. Let me tell Members 
something, I grew up in a poverty fam-
ily. My mom and dad never earned 
above poverty. They made hard choices 
all their life for us. They sent three out 
of their four children to college. They 
fed and clothed us and gave us a great 
education and a chance for me to come 
to Congress. I love that woman and I 
loved my dad as long as I had him. How 
dare anyone suggest otherwise. We love 
our parents and grandparents the 
same. 

We differ on how to structure this 
program today. Apparently we did not 
a few years ago, but we do now. That is 
a legitimate debate and that is worthy 
of this House, but to suggest that any 
of us care less about old people, to sug-
gest that any of us love those citizens 
who gave so much and made those hard 
choices for us any less than we do is a 
shame. My parents made hard choices. 
My mother knows how to make hard 
choices. If we give her choices, she will 
make the right ones, just like she did 
all her life. I trust her and I trust sen-
iors in America. We are going to give 
them drug coverage in Medicare and we 
are going to give them other choices, 
too, if they want to make those 
choices. And if Members do not want to 
help us do it today, I suggest in a 
month from now when the conference 
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