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the new health care bill will alone cre-
ate 159 new bureaucratic entities and it 
is exempt from the President’s pro-
posed regulatory reforms. The health 
care bill, which will create 159 new bu-
reaucratic entities, is exempt from the 
President’s proposed regulatory re-
forms. This is bad news for small busi-
ness that was already struggling to get 
by in a down economy and which is 
now grappling with how to afford all 
the new mandates in the new health 
care bill. 

The President has talked about 
streamlining and reducing the burden 
of government. Yet the health care bill 
he has signed is already increasing the 
cost of care and forcing people out of 
their existing coverage. The debate 
over this bill continues and the Presi-
dent and Democrats in Congress con-
tinue to defend it. But when nearly 
two-thirds of doctors surveyed pre-
dicted it will make health care in 
America worse, Americans are right to 
be concerned. It should tell us some-
thing that of the 19 doctors currently 
in Congress, 18 of them support repeal 
of the health care bill. 

The President has talked about the 
need to cut spending and reduce the 
debt. Yet over the last 2 years his poli-
cies have added more than $3 trillion to 
the national debt, much of it through a 
stimulus that promised to keep unem-
ployment—now hovering just below 
double digits—from rising above 8 per-
cent. And now we hear that he plans to 
stick with the same failed approach of 
economic growth through even more 
government spending with a call for 
‘‘investments’’ in education, infra-
structure, research, and renewable en-
ergy. 

We have seen before what Democrats 
in Washington mean by investments. 
In promoting the failed stimulus, the 
President referred to that too as an in-
vestment in our Nation’s future. Four-
teen times alone during his signing 
statement he referred to the stimulus 
bill’s investments. We all know how 
that turned out. 

The first stimulus, we were told, 
would include critical so-called invest-
ments in education, infrastructure, sci-
entific research, and renewable en-
ergy—the same areas we are told he 
will focus on tonight. Only later did we 
learn that some of these critical in-
vestments included things such as re-
pairs on tennis courts, a study on the 
mating decisions of cactus bugs, hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars for a 
plant database, and a $535 million loan 
to a California solar panel maker 
which, instead of hiring 1,000 new 
workers as planned, just laid off 175 in-
stead. 

This is what happens when the gov-
ernment decides to pick winners and 
losers without considering what the 
marketplace wants. Competitors are 
left out in the cold, employees get a 
false sense of security, and taxpayers 
are left holding the bag. Unfortunately, 
the President does not seem to have 
learned this lesson quite yet. But tax-

payers now know that when Democrats 
talk about investments they should 
grab their wallets. 

So I am all for the President chang-
ing his tune, but unless he has a time 
machine, he cannot change his record. 
If we are going to make any real 
progress in the areas of spending, debt, 
and reining in government, the Presi-
dent will have to acknowledge that the 
policies of the past 2 years are not only 
largely to blame for the situation we 
find ourselves in, but that unless we do 
something to reverse their ill effects, 
the road to recovery and prosperity 
will be a bumpy one. 

The President has spoken in the 
tones of a moderate many times. He 
did so in his campaign. He has done so 
in countless speeches. He has a knack 
for it. I have no doubt he will do so 
again tonight. But speeches only last 
for as long as they are delivered. Amer-
icans are more interested in what fol-
lows the speech and, in the case of this 
administration, Americans have good 
reason to be skeptical. Time and time 
again the President has spoken in a 
way that appeals to many, then gov-
erned in a way that does not. My hope 
is he will leave that method aside. A 
better path, in my view, is the one Re-
publicans have been proposing for 2 
years, one that respects both the wish-
es of the public and the two-party sys-
tem. 

Last year, prior to the President’s 
State of the Union, I proposed a num-
ber of areas where I thought the two 
parties could find common ground and 
work together to help the economy. 
The President ignored just about ev-
erything I proposed. So when the pun-
dits ask whether there are areas where 
the two parties could come together, I 
would say yes, I have proposed several 
of them, but the Democrats don’t seem 
to be interested. Some have suggested 
that in this new post-election environ-
ment I might find a more receptive au-
dience. So in the spirit of bipartisan-
ship, I wish to propose once again a few 
areas where I believe the two parties 
can work together in the weeks and 
months ahead. 

I believe the parties can and should 
work together on energy initiatives 
that expand America’s domestic energy 
supply and make us less reliant on for-
eign sources; on expanding exports and 
creating jobs through free trade agree-
ments with Panama, Colombia, and 
South Korea; and on reforming cor-
porate taxes so American businesses 
are more competitive in an increas-
ingly global marketplace. These are 
just a few of the things we can do be-
yond the symbolic gestures and the 
posturing to help the economy. 

Beyond that, we must work to cut 
spending and to rein in the size and 
scope and cost of government. The vot-
ers have been crystal clear on this 
point. By proposing more government 
spending tonight, the President is not 
only defying their will, he is refusing 
to learn the clear lesson of the failed 
stimulus—government may create debt 
but it doesn’t create jobs. 

I think we have a lot of work to do in 
bringing the two parties together in a 
program that will actually address the 
problems we face. But there are rea-
sons for optimism. The President’s 
change in tone is an acknowledgement 
at least that something has to change, 
as was his willingness to work with Re-
publicans last month to keep taxes 
from going up on anyone. In the com-
ing weeks and months Americans will 
be looking to him to come around on 
spending and debt as well, and Repub-
licans will be working hard to persuade 
him to do so. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The Senator from Illinois. 
f 

FOCUSING ON THE FUTURE 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, last 
week President Hu Jintao of China 
came to Chicago after he was received 
in Washington. He was received in a 
gala manner in that great city and I 
happened to be there for the dinner. 
There were leaders of the community 
and business all there because China 
has become an important part of Amer-
ican life. It wasn’t that long ago that 
China was stuck in the past. We can re-
call the Chinese in their green quilted 
identical clothes on their bicycles 
holding their ‘‘Little Red Books’’ of 
Chairman Mao’s great quotations and 
basically being discounted and dis-
missed as not a major factor. 

In the world economy today, China is 
a major factor and that is why the re-
marks of the Republican minority 
leader need to be put in perspective. 
The real question the President will 
ask us tonight is, is America ready to 
compete in the 21st century? Do we 
have what it takes to regain the edge 
when it comes to manufacturing jobs 
and to be competitive? The challenge 
the President offers us is to do what is 
responsible when it comes to our budg-
eting but not to forget the investments 
necessary in our future. When I look at 
how the United States is likely to suc-
ceed, you have to start with education 
and training. We have to have an edu-
cated workforce, the best in the world. 
We have to reward innovation; provide 
the kind of research incentives at the 
Federal Government level that lead to 
the commercialization of products and 
ultimately manufacture and produc-
tion that grows our economy. 

If we walk away from that, if we say 
that the United States can no longer 
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