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Affordability. “By 2011 and 2012, the
initial $5 billion in Federal funding for
high risk pools will be exhausted, re-
sulting in substantial premium in-
creases to sustain the program.”’

Access. The report projected that
Medicare cuts would drive about 15 per-
cent of hospitals and other institu-
tional providers into the red, ‘‘possibly
jeopardizing access’” to care for sen-
iors.

Quality. Some 18 million uninsured
are estimated to go on Medicaid for
their primary coverage, which will fail
to provide meaningful access.

And finally, Choice. ‘“We estimate
that in 2017, when the provisions will
be fully phased in, enrollment in Medi-
care Advantage plans will be lower by
about 50 percent.”

If you chose Medicare Advantage,
half of you will be out of luck.

——————

TWO SEALS NOT GUILTY—THIRD
SHOULD BE ACQUITTED TOO

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
two of our three Navy SEALS respon-
sible for catching one of the worst ter-
rorists in the world—Ahmed Hasim
Abed—have been acquitted of all al-
leged assault charges related to the
terrorist’s capture.

Abed planned the 2004 ambush and
murder of four Blackwater security
guards in Fallujah, Iraq. These Ameri-
cans were set on fire, mutilated,
dragged through the streets and hung
from a bridge over the Euphrates
River.

Our SEALs captured this crybaby
terrorist. He later accused them of
punching him. Two SEALs have been
acquitted—the other should be acquit-
ted as well.

Last week I visited the Naval Acad-
emy in Annapolis, Maryland, and met
with 10 amazing, intense midshipmen
from my congressional district in
Texas. The remarkable class of 2010 is
expected to graduate over a thousand
midshipmen, but only 27 will be se-
lected for the SEALSs program.

Our SEALs are the best that we have.
We are forever indebted to these great
warriors for their service to American
freedom. We should give the Navy
SEALs that captured Abed medals and
send them out there to capture another
one.

And that’s just the way it is.

————
ARIZONA’S IMMIGRATION LAW

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, what are the people in Ari-
zona supposed to do? What are the peo-
ple in Texas supposed to do? Or New
Mexico?

I hear this rhetoric on the floor here
about how the law in Arizona is uncon-
stitutional. I've looked at that. I don’t
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think its unconstitutional. And I think
they have an obligation to protect the
people of Arizona from the drug terror-
ists that are coming across the border
in droves. They’re bringing drugs ille-
gally into the United States. We’ve got
illegal aliens coming across in droves
in the Arizona area into the United
States and the government of the
United States is doing absolutely noth-
ing.

The border between us and Mexico is
1,980 miles long. We’ve talked about se-
curing that border for a long time, and
we have not done it. Those border
States have to deal with this on a daily
basis and the law enforcement agencies
down there have a Herculean job to
deal with.

And so I would just like to say to my
colleagues, I don’t think it’s racial
profiling for them to stop people that
they suspect of being here illegally who
may be dealing in drug trafficking and
who may be threatening the lives of
people down there because the crime
rate is going out of sight. Let’s support
the people of Arizona and the law en-
forcement people down there. They
have a right to make sure that they’re
safe.

O 1930
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

GEERT WILDERS AND NOW
“SOUTH PARK” ARE DENIED
FREEDOM OF SPEECH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
freedom of speech is under attack in
the West today, brought to you by the
same radical Islamic terrorists who use
religion to kill in the name of hate.
I've talked about Dutch lawmaker
Geert Wilders, who is on trial in Am-
sterdam for insulting Islam. You see,
he made a documentary movie about
real terrorist acts and real radical Is-
lamic clerics encouraging violence in
the name of hate. Instead of being
grateful for shining a light on this
problem, the Dutch Government is put-
ting Geert Wilders on trial. He is
charged with discrimination and in-
citement to hatred, all for showing the
world how radical Islamic clerics dis-
criminate and incite people to hatred.
Wilders spoke the truth, and he got
charged with a crime in his own coun-
try.

The Dutch Ministry of Justice says it
doesn’t matter if Wilders was telling
the truth. The Dutch court says it’s ir-
relevant whether Wilders’ assertions
actually are correct. What is relevant
to the court is Wilders cannot speak
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freely about radical Islam because it
might offend somebody. In the Nether-
lands the truth is no longer welcome in
a court of law.

Geert Wilders now lives under a
threat of a 5-year prison sentence from
his own government for freedom of
speech for the right to tell the truth.
His trial is set to resume in July, the
trial where the Dutch court says truth
doesn’t matter. It only matters if
Wilders’ words hurt somebody’s feel-
ings. You see, Dutch law is intolerant
of people who are intolerant of violence
in the name of Islam. And that’s a rec-
ipe for disaster. By denying free, truth-
ful speech, the Dutch Government by
its actions is encouraging radicals to
incite violence worldwide.

Dutch filmmaker Theo van Gogh,
grandnephew of the legendary artist
Vincent van Gogh, also made a film the
radical clerics didn’t like. His was
about Islam’s harsh treatment of
women and how they brutalized women
and used them as property. The result,
van Gogh was murdered in the streets
of Amsterdam as he rode his bicycle to
work. His partner in the film, now a
former member of Parliament, fled the
country in fear.

Kurt Westergaard is one of the 12 art-
ists who drew a satirical cartoon about
the prophet Mohammed. So radical
clerics incited their followers to mur-
der people in the streets around the
globe. Most of the clerics admitted
later they had never seen the Moham-
med cartoons. And Westergaard now
lives in hiding under an armed guard.
So much for freedom of the press and
freedom of speech.

Now the threats of violence are
spreading to the United States. The
popular animated TV program ‘‘South
Park’ insults everybody. It’s a comedy
program that uses satire to make so-
cial statements. ‘“South Park’s’ cre-
ators, Matt Stone and Trey Parker, did
a series of episodes that insulted var-
ious world religions, including Islam.
The 200th episode broadcast depicted
all the founders of the major religions.
Mohammed was dressed in a bear suit
because Islam forbids its followers to
depict the religion’s founders.

One radical Islamic Web site called
“Revolutionary Muslim” 1is upset
about the program, so they issued
threats saying ‘“‘South Park’ creators
Stone and Parker would end up like
Theo van Gogh, in other words, dead.
And they put up the crime scene
photos of van Gogh with his throat slit
and a knife protruding from his chest.
They also gave out the TV network ad-
dress of Comedy Central in New York,
addresses for Parker and Stone’s Los
Angeles production company, and their
residences. The radical Web site said
they published the addresses so people
could go out there and protest. Yeah,
right.

The trouble is we have seen world-
wide how these radicals protest. They
kill people. Because of the threats of
violence and fear for the safety of ev-
eryone from the receptionist to the se-
ries creators, Comedy Central censored
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