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Instead, he stated his intention to
spend nearly $1 trillion on a plan he
says will expand coverage without in-
creasing costs or adding to the deficit.
These are precisely the claims Ameri-
cans are finding so difficult to square
with reality. The speech itself was cer-
tainly well delivered, but in the end
Congress is not going to be asked to
vote on a speech. It is going to be
asked to vote on specific legislation.

In my view, the President’s speech
only highlighted the concerns that mil-
lions of Americans and Members of
both parties in Congress continue to
have with the Democratic plans for
health care reform because when you
strip away the pageantry of the speech
itself, what you are left with is simply
this: one more trillion-dollar govern-
ment program and a whole lot of unan-
swered questions about how we are
going to pay for it. What is it going to
mean for seniors and small business
owners, and how is it going to affect
the quality and availability of care for
millions of Americans, the vast major-
ity of whom are happy with the care
they have? These are legitimate ques-
tions, and it is unfair for anyone to dis-
miss those who ask them as either
cranks or scaremongers. The answers
to these questions impact some of the
most important aspects of people’s
lives, and people just aren’t getting an-
swers.

Take the issue of cost. The President
says he is going to pay for his plan by
cutting waste, fraud, and abuse out of
the system. That raises a couple of
questions. First of all, if there is such
waste, fraud, and abuse, then why isn’t
the administration doing something
about it already? Second, if we are see-
ing this kind of waste, fraud, and abuse
in an existing government program,
why shouldn’t we expect it to exist in
the new government program the
White House wants to create? Of
course, we should root out waste,
fraud, and abuse. I don’t know anybody
who is against that. But let’s do it for
its own sake, not to justify a very
brandnew government program most
Americans aren’t even asking for.

How about Medicare? The adminis-
tration plans to pay for much of its
health care proposals with hundreds of
billions of dollars in cuts to Medicare.
A significant portion of this would in-
volve cuts to Medicare Advantage, a
program that serves more than 11 mil-
lion American seniors, nearly 90 per-
cent of whom say they are satisfied
with it. But faced with questions about
his proposed cuts to Medicare, the ad-
ministration insists services to seniors
won’t be cut. Mr. President, this is ab-
surd. How can the administration tell
America’s seniors with a straight face
that it is about to cut $% trillion from
Medicare but that those cuts won’t af-
fect the program in any noticeable
way?

What about the hundreds of billions
of dollars the administration would
have to raise to pay for its plan even
after its proposed cuts to Medicare?
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The White House hasn’t said where it
plans to get all of that money, but to
most people, the answer is pretty obvi-
ous: more spending, more taxes, higher
deficits—or, most likely, all three.

What about the deficit? The White
House says its health care plan won’t
add a dollar to the deficit. How do they
square that with the fact that the Con-
gressional Budget Office has said re-
peatedly and unequivocally that every
proposal they have seen would, in fact,
add hundreds of billions of dollars to
the deficit?

Any schoolkid in America could tell
you that creating a massive new gov-
ernment program will cost a lot of
money, that cutting Medicare by hun-
dreds of billions of dollars will lead to
cuts in services people currently enjoy,
and that higher taxes on small busi-
nesses will lead to even more job
losses.

These are serious questions. The ad-
ministration’s response to them is not.
Their response is to accuse anyone who
asks them of being a scaremonger and
to give them the same two-word an-
swer they gave everybody who ques-
tioned the stimulus: Trust us.

When it comes to health care, Ameri-
cans are saying these arguments don’t
add up. These are simple questions.
The administration should answer
them. If they can’t, it is even further
validation that the questions are worth
asking.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

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

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senate will proceed to a pe-
riod of morning business until 3 p.m.,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Iowa.

———

TRIBUTE TO DR. NORMAN
BORLAUG

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today to pay tribute
to a fellow Iowan, Dr. Norman Borlaug,
a 1970 Nobel Peace Prize laureate. That
honor—Dr. Borlaug’s winning the
Nobel Peace Prize—was because he was
the father of the Green Revolution.

Dr. Borlaug passed away over the
weekend at the age of 95. I am honored
to have known Dr. Borlaug. He was a
remarkable man, a true son of the Iowa
soil. A tenacity found through wres-
tling, a love of the soil, and a twist of
fate helped Dr. Borlaug develop the sci-
entific breakthroughs to ease mal-
nutrition and famine around the globe.
His effort to spare people from the
sharp hunger pains that strike an
empty stomach is an example for gen-
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erations to come that one person can,
in fact, make a difference—and, in his
case, a big difference.

Dr. Borlaug’s notoriety most often
comes, as I have just said, as the father
of what is called the Green Revolution,
a time when drastically increased crop
yields over a short period of years
helped alleviate world hunger. It is
from this work that he is credited with
saving more lives than any other per-
son in history.

It is said that Dr. Borlaug’s desire for
a sufficient food supply came from his
childhood. He grew up in a small town
on a family farm in northeast Iowa. His
education came in a one-room school-
house full of immigrant children. It
was there where he and his school-
mates learned the common threads be-
tween them, similar to what their own
parents learned, that working together
to provide food for their families was
more important than any ethnic dif-
ferences that might divide them.

In true Iowa tradition, as a young
man Dr. Borlaug was an outstanding
wrestler. His wrestling skills took him
to the University of Minnesota, where
he, besides wrestling, earned a bach-
elor’s and master’s degree in forestry
and, by a twist of fate, a doctorate in
plant pathology.

It was after his graduation and World
War II service that Dr. Borlaug first
saw the plight of poverty-stricken
wheat farmers in rural Mexico. In the
early going, his work in Mexico was
discouraging, but Dr. Borlaug showed
his tenacity and willingness to get dirt
under his fingernails and, in fact, over
a period of time ingratiated himself to
the local farmers. With the help of
Mexican farmers, Dr. Borlaug and his
scientific team eventually developed a
disease-resistant wheat—a break-
through in the fight against hunger.

His success in Mexico gave Dr.
Borlaug the opportunity to help devel-
oping countries all around the world.
His innovative work brought an agri-
cultural revolution to poor and hungry
countries. I don’t think it is a stretch
to say that Norman Borlaug trans-
formed these countries. His work
helped these countries avoid starvation
and famine, but he also helped to lift
the social conditions and create more
peaceful societies.

His commitment to this important
cause has been recognized worldwide. 1
already alluded to the fact that he was
a 1970 Nobel Peace Prize winner. He is
one of only five people to be awarded
three different medals of honor: the
Nobel Peace Prize, the Presidential
Medal of Freedom, and this Congress
awarded him the Congressional Gold
Medal. That may not sound like much,
but let’s just put that into context.
The other four recipients of all three of
those awards—again, the Nobel Peace
Prize, the Presidential Medal of Free-
dom, and the Congressional Gold
Medal—include Nelson Mandela, Elie
Wiesel, Mother Teresa, and Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr.

Mr. President, Dr. Borlaug may not
be a name known at every Kkitchen
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