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a clean sheet of paper, bring all the
parties together, and start over.

They are telling us they want a new
bill. It is no wonder, since the bills we
have seen would slash Medicare, in-
crease taxes, and lead to higher insur-
ance premiums. You could call this
kind of approach many things, but you
can’t call it reform. Americans want
real reform. That is what I had hoped
Thursday’s meeting at the White House
would present, an opportunity for us to
share the best ideas and work together
on commonsense solutions. I am dis-
appointed the White House seems to
view it instead as an opportunity to
simply restart where we left off in De-
cember. Americans don’t know how
else to say it. They are not interested
in reform that starts with either of
these two bills. The American people
have been quite clear about that. They
are not interested in reform that starts
with either of these two bills.

If you think they are mad about the
process they have seen so far, wait
until Democrats in Washington com-
pletely ignore them and try to jam
these bills through one more time. Peo-
ple aren’t interested in so-called re-
form that raises costs instead of low-
ering them. They are not interested in
massive cuts to Medicare. They are not
interested in new taxes at a time when
we are already struggling. They are not
interested in a government-run health
care system that will inevitably lead to
delays and to rationing. They want
step-by-step reforms that address the
core of our problem, which is cost, not
grand government schemes that only
expand existing problems, increase our
debt, and extend the reach of govern-
ment further and further into our lives.

Reform is necessary. Unfortunately,
it seems Washington Democrats are so
wedded to their own flawed vision of
reform that they would rather have
nothing at all done about health care
than to implement the kinds of
changes Americans want.

When it comes to solving problems,
Americans want us to listen first and
then, if necessary, offer targeted, step-
by-step solutions. Above all, they are
tired of a process that shuts them out.
They are tired of giant bills negotiated
in secret, then jammed through on a
party-line vote in the middle of the
night. It should be clear by now, Amer-
icans are tired of grand schemes im-
posed from above. They have been tell-
ing us exactly that for an entire year.
Incredibly, our friends on the other
side still don’t seem to get it. But
Americans see what is going on, and
that is why they will reject this bill
one more time.

I yield the floor.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will be a period of morning business for
1 hour, with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each, with the time equally divided and
controlled between the two leaders or
their designees, with the Republicans
controlling the first half and the ma-
jority controlling the final half.

The Senator from Iowa is recognized.

———

JOBS LEGISLATION

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I rise to address the jobs issue
and the bill before the Senate. Part of
it is to show to my fellow Senators and
the American people that the Demo-
cratic leadership has a different view
on this bill before us that is a partisan
bill, particularly in regard to the ab-
sence of tax extenders being in that
bill, compared to what they have over
several of the recent years, which was
very supportive of these tax provisions
that are left out of this bill. I will ex-
plain it this way.

Although the Senate Democratic
leader was highly involved in the de-
velopment of the bipartisan bill, he ar-
bitrarily decided to replace it with a
bill now being jammed through the
Senate. From the start, this was some-
thing Senator BAUCUS and I were work-
ing on with both leaders of the Senate.
Somehow, that didn’t seem to work in
the end, as we thought it was working
very well as we were moving along. As
much as I was surprised by the Demo-
cratic leader’s disregard for bipartisan-
ship, I am even more surprised by the
explanation given by him and his peo-
ple who speak for him.

Perhaps the most significant change
between the bipartisan package Chair-
man BAUCUS and I helped put together
and the package we voted to move to is
the package of expired tax provisions
has been removed. These expired tax
provisions are the ones I referred to as
tax extenders. These generally very
popular and certainly bipartisan tax
extender provisions have, in fact, been
extended several times over the past
few years. What is surprising is that
hyperpartisan members of the majority
have suddenly somehow decided tax ex-
tenders are what they refer to as ‘‘par-
tisan pork for Republicans.” A rep-
resentative sample comes from one re-
port which describes the bipartisan bill
as ‘‘an extension of soon-to-expire tax
breaks that are highly beneficial to
major corporations, known as tax ex-
tenders, as well as other corporate
giveaways that have been designed to
win GOP support.” Like this is some-
thing that only Republicans have ever
been for or it is just for major corpora-
tions.

There is another quote in the Wash-
ington Post which includes this attri-
bution to the Senate Democratic lead-
ership:

February 23, 2010

“We’re pretty close,” [the majority leader]
said Friday during a television appearance in
Nevada, adding that he thought ‘“‘fat cats”
would have benefitted too much from the
larger Baucus-Grassley bill.

Understand, Senator BAUCUS is a
Democrat, I am a Republican. The por-
trait being painted, then, by certain
members of the majority, echoed with-
out critical examination by people in
our press, is wildly inaccurate. For one
thing, the tax extenders include provi-
sions such as the deduction for quali-
fied tuition for college and related ex-
penses and also the deduction for cer-
tain expenses for elementary and sec-
ondary schoolteachers. That ended De-
cember 31. It is going to mean tax in-
creases for these families if we don’t
reinstitute it. If you are going to col-
lege or if you are a grade school teach-
er, the Senate Democratic leadership
thinks you are a fat cat, so you are on
your own. If your house was destroyed
in a recent natural disaster and you
still need any of the temporary dis-
aster relief provisions contained in this
extenders package, too bad, because
helping you would amount to corporate
giveaways in the eyes of some around
here.

The bipartisan package that was
shelved included an extension of unem-
ployment insurance and also a COBRA
health insurance extension. Do these
provisions benefit corporate fat cats?
The answer is obviously no. Therefore,
the common, ordinary person, Main
Street America, smalltown America or
big city America, the working people
of this country, that is who will benefit
from those provisions that are left out
of this bill.

The tax extenders have also been rou-
tinely passed and repeatedly passed be-
cause, in fact, they are and have been
bipartisan and have been very popular
and have been very beneficial to the
economy. Democrats have consistently
voted in favor of extending these tax
provisions. Let me as an example refer
to House Speaker NANCY PELOSI, who
released a very strong statement upon
the House package of tax extenders in
December 2009. Just 6 weeks ago, the
other body passed these tax extenders.
This is what the leader of the Demo-
cratic Party in the House had to say in
December 2009, not very long ago: that
it is ‘‘good for business, good for home-
owners, and good for our commu-
nities.”

In 2006, the then-Democratic leader
released a blistering statement:

After Bush Republicans in the Senate
blocked passage of critical tax extenders [be-
cause] American families and businesses are
paying the price because this Do Nothing Re-
publican Congress refuses to extend impor-
tant tax breaks.

Recent bipartisan votes in the Senate
on extending expiring tax provisions
have come in the Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act of 2008, the Tax Re-
lief and Health Care Act of 2006, which
passed the Senate by unanimous vote,
and the Working Families Tax Relief
Act of 2004, which was originally passed
in the Senate by a simple voice vote,
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