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The disingenuousness of this reaches
a new level of misrepresentation to the
American taxpayer as to what the bur-
den is that is going to be put on them
as a result of this proposal. Now, why
do they do this? Why do they deny
there is $40 billion of spending, which
they know is going to occur, which my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
absolutely know is going to occur?
Why do they deny it is going to hap-
pen? Why do they use this gimmick
where they claim we are going back to
a cost of a program which is less than
it is today after we put a cost on the
books that is three times what it is
today? Because they want to avoid
something called pay-go—pay-go—
which is their representation of how
they discipline the Federal budget.

Every time you listen to a colleague
from the other side of the aisle talk
about disciplining the Federal budget,
you will hear those words: I am for
pay-go; I am for pay-go. We hear it
from the budget chairman incessantly.
We hear it from other members of the
other side of the aisle. Pay-go is the
way we will discipline the Federal
budget.

Well, let’s see what they have done to
pay-go since they have been in charge
of the Congress. There is no more pay-
go. It should be fraud-go. It is actually
Swiss cheese-go since this Congress has
been dominated by the Democratic
Party.

I will bet you that everybody who ran
for election from the Democratic side
of the aisle to this Congress said they
were going to discipline the Federal
deficit using pay-go. Since they have
been in office, since they have been
running this Congress, they have either
waived or gotten around pay-go on
about 12 different occasions, rep-
resenting billions of dollars of cost to
the American taxpayer, of which this
$40 billion item we are doing today is
one of the biggest. With minimum
wage, they went around pay-go; with
the Water Resources Development Act,
they went around pay-go; with PDUFA,
they went around pay-go; with immi-
gration reform, they went around pay-
go; with the Energy bill, they went
around pay-go; with the MILC bill,
they went around pay-go; with the
county payments or payments in lieu
of taxes, at $4 billion, they went
around pay-go; with the new manda-
tory Pell grants, $6 billion, they went
around pay-go; and now here, with
SCHIP, they are going around pay-go
to the tune of $40 billion. Almost $90
billion has been proposed to be spent
by the other side of the aisle since they
took control of this Congress which
should have been subject to pay-go but
where they have either waived, ig-
nored, or gimmicked pay-go out of ex-

istence. So where is the fiscal dis-
cipline? It doesn’t exist. It doesn’t
exist.

The only thing they intend to use
pay-go for is to force taxes to go up on
American workers. They will use it for
that, there is no question about that.
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When we get to the point where some
of these tax issues are raised by expir-
ing, they will say pay-go applies to
that and we have to pay for that, so
taxes will go up on the American work-
ers and on the American economy. But
when it comes to spending money,
there is no discipline of pay-go from
the other side of the aisle.

Anyone who stands on the other side
of the aisle and claims that pay-go is a
viable vehicle for disciplining the Fed-
eral deficit, well, the next thing they
are going to tell you is they have a
bridge to sell you in Brooklyn or that
the check is in the mail.

The simple fact is, it is a fraud on the
American taxpayer when that state-
ment is made. This bill pretty much
completes the thought that there is no
more pay-go.

Then, on top of that—they are not
comfortable enough in this bill to
spend $40 billion and claim they are not
spending it, which is exactly what they
do in the second 5 years—that is not
enough for the other side of the aisle.
In the House, they put in language re-
pealing one of the most important en-
forcement mechanisms to discipline
the cost of Medicare, which is, if for 2
years the payment for the cost of Medi-
care from the general fund exceeds 45
percent of the overall cost of Medi-
care—as we all know Medicare is sup-
posed to be an insurance program that
is paid for by the HI insurance, but it
also gets support by the general fund—
if that cost exceeds 45 percent for 2
years in a row, then we, as a Congress,
are supposed to take another look and
say that is not the way Medicare is
supposed to be funded. It is supposed to
be funded through the HI insurance. We
go back to look at disciplining Medi-
care spending and making it more af-
fordable.

No. Not any longer. The House of
Representatives not only spends $40
billion they claim they are not spend-
ing and don’t pay for, they also, in
their bill, repeal the 45-percent rule,
one of the few disciplines around here
which allows this body to stand up and
say we are profligate. Let’s get this
under control.

I think the American consumer needs
to know that they get what they pay
for. In the last election they got a Con-
gress which has a philosophical view-
point which has not changed a whole
lot in the last 50 years. I was here the
last time Congress was dominated by
the Democratic Party. I was here when
Tip O’Neil ran the House of Represent-
atives. Wow, did we spend money back
then. Let me tell you, we are back to
that style of governance. Only this
time it is being done with the represen-
tation that there is discipline because
we are using pay-go. Unfortunately,
however, pay-go doesn’t exist when it
comes to spending. It is ‘“‘fraud-go,” it
is ““Swiss cheese-go,” and the American
people get stuck with the bill.

Our children and our children’s chil-
dren get stuck with the bill because, in
order to address certain political con-
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stituencies, the other side of the aisle
believes it needs to spend the money,
and it does not have the courage to
stand up for its own rules, the rules
they put forward.

I have always said pay-go was a
fraud, but the other side of the aisle
marches behind that banner in budget
after budget, claiming that pay-go
gives us fiscal discipline. Here is $90
billion of spending in just 6 months.
They have only been in charge for 6
months—$90 billion. That is a lot of
money in 6 months that should have
been subject to pay-go, which has been
gamed, ignored, or claimed an emer-
gency so that pay-go would not apply.

As a practical matter, let’s have no
more talk of pay-go in this body. Let’s
talk about what we are really doing on
this SCHIP bill. We are going to spend
$40 billion, and we do not pay for it.
That is just in the next 5 years. If you
extrapolated this, it actually works
out to be somewhere in the $2 trillion
to $3 trillion range over the life expect-
ancy of the program, the 75-year life
expectancy, which is the way we cal-
culate things around here that deal
with entitlements.

This is not fiscally responsible, and it
is clear, if we continue down this path,
we are going to set up a train wreck for
those who come after us and have to
pay the costs of this type of profligate
spending which has no discipline at-
tached to it.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

————
ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, how
much time is remaining on the Repub-
lican side?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. About 1 minute.

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to preserve that minute, and if
one of the Republican Senators wishes,
they be given that time.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. DURBIN. I speak now in the 30
minutes I understand is reserved for
the majority in morning business.

GENOCIDE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today is
a day which can be historic. Important
items will be discussed on the floor of
the Senate, including health insurance
for literally millions of American Kids.
At the same time, there is a debate
that has been started in New York at
the United Nations Security Council. It
is a debate about a genocide.
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