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written and published last Friday, be-
cause it nails right on the head this is 
the House that Jack built. 

Let’s look at the $1.2 billion that 
Jack Abramoff bought. Let’s look at 
the house he built. The energy indus-
try, oil and gas interests, they spent 
about $87 million. What did they get? 
$14.5 billion in tax breaks, given and 
paid for by the United States tax-
payers; given access to $65 billion in oil 
and gas from the Gulf of Mexico, cost-
ing the taxpayers $7 billion in royalties 
they should be paying back to the 
Treasury that they did not get; given 
$2 billion to the ultra-deepwater drill-
ing fund. They were given that money, 
all for $87 million in contributions and 
expenses paid on lobbying. $14 billion 
in tax breaks, $7 billion in lost revenue 
for royalties in the Gulf of Mexico, $2 
billion in tax subsidies there to the 
ultra-deepwater drilling fund. 

You can’t get a return on your in-
vestment like that on Wall Street. 
Where can you get a return like that? 
The Republican Congress, of course. 
But that is not limited. In fact, that is 
prevalent. 

Let’s take the health care industry. 
They spent about $173 million on lob-
bying and campaign contributions. Yet 
the pharmaceutical interests, $139 bil-
lion in additional profits over 8 years. 
The prescription drug bill here, which 
was supposed to cost $394 billion, ended 
up costing close to $790 billion to the 
American people. 

b 2000 

Private insurers will make $130 bil-
lion in extra profits in Medicare over-
payments, HMOs given a $10 billion 
slush fund, all for $173 million in lob-
bying expenses and contributions 
mainly to the Republican Party. 

Take business interests, spent $500 
million on lobbying. We had a cor-
porate tax bill to fix a $5 billion dis-
agreement with Europe. By the time it 
was done, it cost $150 billion, not $5 bil-
lion, and it never fixed the problem. 
$150 billion in corporate giveaways to 
special interests on the corporate tax 
bill, $139 billion in additional profits 
for the pharmaceutical interests, $130 
billion in additional profits to the 
HMOs, and in lost revenue to oil and 
gas companies close to about $22 billion 
while oil and gas interests are trading 
and oil is trading at $66 a barrel, all in 
The House That Jack Built. 

This is the operative philosophy of 
the Republican Congress. They have 
turned the Capitol upside down to fig-
ure out how much change they can 
take over from the American people 
and pass it off to the special interests. 

When the gavel for the Speaker 
comes down, it is intended to open the 
people’s House, not the auction house. 
For the last 6 years that gavel has been 
turned over to the auction house, 
whether it is the oil and gas interests, 
whether it is private insurers, whether 

it is the HMO industry, whether it is in 
fact the pharmaceutical industry, or 
whether it came to the corporate tax 
bill. 

Oil is approaching about $70 a barrel, 
now nearly $3 at the pump. Gas home 
heating costs, up 38 percent. Health 
care costs are up 58 percent for the av-
erage family, $3,600 in the last 4 years. 
College costs and tuition, up 38 percent 
for the American people, yet median 
incomes are down 2.3 percent, and yet 
what does this Congress continue to 
do? It continues to turn itself into an 
auction house for the special interests. 
When college costs were up 38 percent, 
the Republican Congress cut student 
loans by $13 billion. Yet, we have con-
tinued to pass on over the last 4 years 
$3 trillion in additional debt that was 
borrowed, more than all the prede-
cessors of the last 42 Presidents com-
bined. 

One thing you can say about the Re-
publican Congress and President Bush 
when it comes to the economy: We will 
be forever in your debt, because that is 
all you have left is a sea of red ink, and 
you have turned the American people 
and the treasures that this country has 
over to the special interests when it 
did not need to be this way. 

Mr. Speaker, the special interests 
may have bought the Capitol, but the 
American people are paying for it. 
Jack is gone, but others are leaving. 
This place will remain The House That 
Jack Built until we get serious and un-
dertake real lobby and ethics reform 
and return to the work of the Amer-
ican people. They are struggling under 
the interests of higher energy costs, 
higher health care costs, higher edu-
cational costs. They have not had a 
raise in over 5 years, and the politics as 
usual, business as usual continues with 
the policies and making sure that the 
special interests get heard first. 

This House is the time and this elec-
tion will be about returning the peo-
ple’s House back to the American peo-
ple and ensuring that that gavel does 
not open up the auction house but the 
people’s House. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 513, 527 REFORM ACT OF 
2005 
Mr. DREIER, from the Committee on 

Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–404) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 755) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 513) to amend the Federal 
Election Campaign Act of 1971 to clar-
ify when organizations described in 
section 527 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 must register as political 
committees, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 
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OCALA NATIONAL FOREST 
Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to claim the time 

of the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
BURTON). 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

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

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in opposition to the proposed 
sale of 300,000 acres of national forest 
lands, which includes almost 1,000 acres 
of the Ocala National Forest in my 
congressional district. 

The administration’s 2007 budget pro-
poses this sale. Their rationale for sell-
ing our national forest lands is to raise 
$800 million for rural roads and schools; 
and they say these parcels are not 
crown jewels of our national forests. 
Well, a picture is worth a thousand 
words, so let me show you a photo-
graph of a specific piece of land in the 
Ocala National Forest which is marked 
for sale by the administration. This 
looks like a crown jewel to me. Does 
anyone really believe that this piece of 
land would look better as a shopping 
center, strip mall, or as a condominium 
development? 

While our budget shortfall is tem-
porary, ruining pristine national lands 
is permanent. We cannot sell national 
forest land every time there is a budget 
shortfall. This is a dangerous precedent 
for Congress to set. Our financial prob-
lems need to be addressed over the long 
terms, not through the shortsighted 
sale of national forest treasures to the 
highest bidder. 

Mr. Speaker, our national forest 
lands are worth protecting. Millions of 
Americans each year use our national 
forests to go hiking, fishing, hunting, 
camping, swimming, horseback riding, 
and canoeing. The Ocala National For-
est also provides a habitat for thou-
sands of animal species such as rare 
birds and black bears. 

Mr. Speaker, to sum it all up, I be-
lieve the idea of selling off our national 
forest lands is environmentally reck-
less and financially shortsighted, and I 
am not alone. On March 7, I submitted 
a Florida delegation letter to the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. It was 
signed by both of our U.S. Senators, 
Republican Senator Mel Martinez and 
Democrat Senator BILL NELSON. It was 
also signed by an overwhelming bipar-
tisan majority of our U.S. House Mem-
bers. This letter specifically opposes 
the sale of 1,000 acres of the Ocala Na-
tional Forest, and, in general, also op-
poses the sale of 300,000 acres of forest 
lands all across the country in 41 dif-
ferent States. 

On March 13, all four of the living 
former Chiefs of the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice sent a letter to Congress also 
strongly opposing the auctioning off of 
300,000 acres of national forest lands. 
On March 28, I submitted a bipartisan 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 14:07 Mar 14, 2017 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00122 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\BOOK4\DAT FILES\BR04AP06.DAT BR04AP06ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 4881 April 4, 2006 
letter with Congressman BEN CHAN-
DLER, the Democrat from Kentucky, to 
the House Budget Committee, signed 
by 54 Congressmen opposing the sale of 
300,000 acres of national forest lands. 

Well, where do we go from here? The 
U.S. Department of Agriculture will 
continue to receive comments on this 
proposed sale until May 1. It is our 
hope and request that the administra-
tion withdraw this proposal. 

Fortunately, the House budget which 
we will be voting on this week does not 
contain any language endorsing the ad-
ministration’s proposal to sell these 
forest lands. If the administration does 
not withdraw their proposal, I am con-
fident and optimistic that this House 
will vote down this proposal with a 
very large bipartisan vote. Our chil-
dren and grandchildren deserve no less. 

f 

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
PROGRAM 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to address the confusing new 
Medicare Prescription Drug Program, 
in light of yesterday’s visit to my Ohio 
congressional district by Bush adminis-
tration Health and Human Services Di-
rector Michael Leavitt. Yesterday, 
Monday, April 3, Secretary Leavitt ar-
rived hours late in a blue bus after peo-
ple had waited and waited in very cold 
weather. He spent only a few minutes, 
shook the hands of a couple of staff 
people, and spoke briefly with only two 
hand-picked seniors, and, by the way, 
spoke to them in front of the news 
cameras, before making his prepared 
remarks to the press. 

To the one senior that had a chance 
to ask the Secretary a question, ex-
plaining that they could not afford 
their medicines, he towed the adminis-
tration line saying, ‘‘This is a good 
program that helps a lot of people.’’ 

When asked by one senior about the 
program not covering his wife’s medi-
cation needs, incredibly, the Secretary 
answered in the same way, and this was 
to the one person, ‘‘This is a good pro-
gram that helps a lot of people.’’ 

Now, the Secretary had his picture 
taken. It was on the front page of our 
newspaper, but of the 79 people in the 
room, he shook hands with only two, 
spoke to only one and left. I guess he is 
doing this all over the country. 

The Secretary says, yeah, this pro-
gram has had a few bumps in the road. 
It is a new program but we fixed them. 

No, Mr. Secretary, you have not fixed 
them and they are more than bumps in 
the road. The one thing that is guaran-
teed is that the pharmaceutical compa-
nies are making billions. 

Here are a couple of comments that 
have come from consumers and seniors 
in my district. A husband and wife 
team says they take five prescriptions 
each. Under their old plan they had a 
20 percent co-pay, but by this summer 
they will have reached the $2,250 cap. 
And the new drug plan is a farce and an 
insult to seniors of this country be-
cause now they are going to have to 
pay the amounts beyond that and they 
ask, ‘‘Is there anyone that cares or is 
listening in Washington?’’ 

Another husband wrote, ‘‘It is cost-
ing my wife and me more per month for 
the new Medicare coverage premium. 
The only way we have any coverage is 
to purchase an insurance policy from a 
private insurance company. On top of 
that there are the ridiculous amounts 
that Medicare has set that won’t cover 
any meds until we reach some huge 
amount in the thousands of dollars. My 
wife informed me today she is going off 
her psychiatric medicine. We used to 
receive patient assistance directly 
from the drug manufacturers through a 
clinic and we can no longer receive the 
drug samples or any patient assistance. 
We cannot afford to purchase our meds, 
Congresswoman. Isn’t it wonderful how 
the Bush government has helped us?’’ 

Another senior writes they find that 
their medical costs increase at every 
turn in the road. They currently pay 
nearly $6,000 annually for prescriptions 
of which insurance pays $600. ‘‘For the 
first four months of the year,’’ this 
senior says, ‘‘I have to pay $5 for ge-
neric drugs, $18 for preferred drugs, 
with a cap of $35 for the brand name 
drugs. But under this new plan that 
will increase to $10, $25 and $50. And be-
lieve it or not, of the eight prescription 
drugs I need, only two are on the pre-
ferred list for $25 each and the rest will 
each cost $50 each. Congresswoman, 
please do your part in righting this 
wrong.’’ 

Health professionals have been writ-
ing to us. Another senior wrote us, 
‘‘When I went to the pharmacy to pick 
up my prescription I brought $20 with 
me because that is what I always paid. 
I couldn’t believe it when the phar-
macist said I had to pay $260. I had to 
leave the pharmacy without medicine. 
It was embarrassing. How am I going 
to afford $260 a month? I just don’t 
have it. I guess the people who are for 
this plan want us to die.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight not just 
to outline problems with the program, 
because they are significant, but also 
to place in the RECORD what we can do 
to fix it. First of all, to let the govern-
ment negotiate the prices that seniors 
have to pay with these pharmaceutical 
companies. They can’t stand up to 
these big companies. We need to extend 

the deadline this year so that they can 
try to get qualified for the program, 
but there is so much confusion out 
there. Why should there be a May dead-
line? We ought to cushion that. 

We ought to standardize plans like 
we did for Medicare part B so there is 
only 10 standard plans and people know 
what is in them. We ought to ban the 
gifts that these pharmaceutical compa-
nies are giving to people as lures in 
order to try to sign them up for these 
inadequate programs. 

We ought to disclose coverage gaps. 
Companies which do not offer gap cov-
erage should be required to make that 
fact known in writing. 

We ought to disclose plan changes. It 
should be stated clearly that a com-
pany might drop a drug from coverage. 
We ought to create uniform ID num-
bers, simplify the application, expand 
extra help eligibility, and require 
broad formularies. 

There are many other ways to fix 
this program, Mr. Speaker, but we 
surely should not put that burden on 
our seniors. 

f 

21ST CENTURY ECONOMY 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take my special 
order in the place of the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. KENNEDY). 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, every day 
Americans are living the 21st century 
economy. We use BlackBerries and cell 
phones to stay in touch and stay in 
business. We order birthday presents 
online. We buy German cars made by 
American workers in South Carolina. 
We use Google to find restaurant rec-
ommendations. We treat previously de-
bilitating illnesses with innovative 
pharmaceutical products, non-invasive 
surgery techniques and cutting-edge 
medical devices. 

Nearly every aspect of our daily lives 
is impacted by our high-tech, innova-
tion-driven, globally engaged economy. 
It has so thoroughly revolutionized our 
lives that it almost seems absurd to 
point out that the modern economy is 
vastly different than the economy of 
the 1930s and 1940s. And yet our meth-
ods for measuring this economy remain 
much the same as they did during the 
Great Depression and the era that fol-
lowed. 

Gross domestic product is still cal-
culated by tallying industrial invest-
ments like heavy machinery and tak-
ing an old-economy view of exports and 
imports. Mr. Speaker, under this sys-
tem new factory equipment counts as a 
long-term investment, but R&D does 
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