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increase, the economy will become
weaker, and health care costs would
skyrocket even more because fewer
people would be unable to afford reg-
ular checkups and preventive measures
but would be stuck by going to the
emergency room as a last resort. That
is why the National Governors’ Asso-
ciation opposes these cuts. It is why
faith-based organizations oppose these
cuts. And it is certainly why organiza-
tions, which I have a list of here, like
the March of Dimes, the National Asso-
ciation of Children’s Hospitals, the
American Academy of Pediatrics and
the AARP, all of these groups and
many more oppose the cuts that this
budget puts into Medicaid.

I urge my colleagues to vote against
this budget and these draconian cuts in
Medicaid.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
PORTMAN) having assumed the chair,
Mr. LATOURETTE, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 95) establishing the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2006, revis-
ing appropriate budgetary levels for
fiscal year 2005, and setting forth ap-
propriate budgetary levels for fiscal
years 2007 through 2010, had come to no
resolution thereon.

———

PERMISSION TO OFFER AMEND-
MENT OUT OF SPECIFIED ORDER
DURING CONSIDERATION OF H.
CON. RES. 95, CONCURRENT RES-
OLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2006

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that during consid-
eration in the Committee of the Whole
of H. Con. Res. 95 pursuant to House
Resolution 154, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING), or his des-
ignee, be permitted to offer amend-
ment numbered 2 in House Report 109-
19 out of the specified order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

————

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR
2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 154 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion, H. Con. Res. 95.
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Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 95) estab-
lishing the congressional budget for
the United States Government for fis-
cal year 2006, revising appropriate
budgetary levels for fiscal year 2005,
and setting forth appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2007
through 2010, with Mr. LATOURETTE in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE)
had 1 hour and 7 minutes remaining
and the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPRATT) had 1 hour and 26
minutes remaining.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, the budget is a reflec-
tion of our values and priorities as a
Nation. Congress should support a Fed-
eral budget that will make us more
competitive in the global economy,
spread prosperity to more Americans
and reestablish fiscal discipline to en-
sure a better future for our children.
This budget resolution takes us in the
wrong direction. In order to cover up
the President’s mismanagement of the
economy and the resulting mountains
of debt, the Republican budget sac-
rifices important domestic priorities
like Medicaid. This budget resolution
cuts Medicaid more deeply than the
President’s proposal, as much as $20
billion over 5 years. Slashing Medicaid
will have a devastating impact on the
most vulnerable in our society. Med-
icaid is the health care safety net for
impoverished children, elderly and the
disabled. Reductions to Medicaid will
cause lasting harm to current Medicaid
beneficiaries and make the system less
viable for health care providers.

Exactly who will be affected by cuts
to Medicaid? Thirty-nine million low-
income children and parents, including
one in every five American children; 13
million elderly and disabled individuals
who are receiving acute and long-term
care coverage.

This budget would set back the qual-
ity of nursing home care. With Med-
icaid funding half of the Nation’s nurs-
ing home care, cutting or block grant-
ing the program would set back efforts
at improving the quality of care pro-
vided to seniors and people with dis-
abilities in the Nation’s nursing homes.
This budget would unravel an already
fraying health safety net, jeopardizing
support for providers like hospitals,
clinics, doctors and health plans that
serve low-income people.
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This budget would increase the num-
ber of uninsured which has already
risen to 45 million people under the
President’s watch. Sick people cost
more when they are uninsured and re-
ceiving care in emergency rooms than
when they are covered by Medicaid.

This budget would put children at
risk. If children have less health cov-
erage, they are more likely to com-
promise their ability to learn in school
and to grow into healthy, contributing
members of society.

Cuts to Medicaid will shift costs to
States, increasing their already signifi-
cant fiscal burdens. Cuts in block
grants do not address the real chal-
lenges States are facing, Medicaid en-
rollment increases which have occurred
as a result of more people losing their
health care coverage. Shifting addi-
tional costs to the States will likely
drive them to cut Medicaid coverage
and services.

This administration has provided
huge tax cuts to the highest earning
households in the Nation over the last
few years. Now we see the rest of the
plan. To reduce or eliminate health
care coverage for poor, elderly and dis-
abled people in order to finance tax
cuts for the wealthy is inequitable and
not in line with our Nation’s values.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KIND).

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I thank my
friend from South Carolina for yielding
me this time, and I also want to thank
him and commend him for the leader-
ship that he has shown during the
course of the Budget Committee work
and for the alternative Democratic
substitute which we will talk about a
little bit later today.

Mr. Chairman, there are few mo-
ments during the legislative year here
in Congress which really defines who
we are as a Congress, who we are as a
Nation and where we are going with
our priorities. It is one of these mo-
ments today when we have a discussion
about our budgets and the priorities
that we place in the budget.

For some reason, the Republican
budget that we have before us only is
budgeted for 5 years rather than the
typical 10 years. I submit that one of
the reasons I think they are doing a 5-
year budget instead of a 10-year budget
is because of the complete breakdown
in fiscal responsibility and what the
costs of their budget will entail and the
explosion of budget deficits in the sec-
ond 5 years that they do not want to
talk about during the course of these
next couple of days during the budget.
We, on the other hand, will be pre-
senting a Democratic alternative, one
that does, I believe, reflect the values
and the priorities that we share as
Americans in this Nation.

Our budget will reinstate the pay-as-
you-go rules to instill budget discipline
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