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No To The Mandate

By Jo Ann Emerson As the House of Representatives charts a fiscal course for the
country, there is one thing I know we should not be spending taxpayers’ hard-earned
money on: the health care mandate.

Last week, I offered an amendment to legislation which will fund the operations of the
federal government through the rest of the year. My amendment is simple enough. It says
the Internal Revenue Service cannot spend any money to enforce the individual mandate
to carry insurance which is contained in the health care bill.

It is the first in my many efforts to prevent the health care law from being implemented,
coming between patients and their doctors, hurting jobs and directing a windfall to the
name-brand pharmaceuticals and big insurance companies who lobbied so hard to get this
bill.

Why start at the IRS? A look at President Obama’s FY 2012 budget request for the IRS
offers ample evidence. U.S. News and World Report found that the budget asks for $359
million and 1,054 new employees at the IRS to fund the requirements of the health care
bill – and that is just for 2012. And the IRS freely admits that the Affordable Care Act
contains the biggest set of changes to the tax law in more than 20 years.

The provision of the health care law dealing only with an additional tax on Americans
who visit tanning salons will cause the IRS to hire 81 new full time employees at a cost of
$11.5 million. Their job description will be to focus on the tax reporting of 25,000 U.S.
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tanning salons – many of them small businesses. Yes, the IRS is targeting individual
sectors of our economy for enforcement of the health care law.

But the individual mandate enables the IRS to do to ordinary Americans the same basic
thing it plans to do in individual economic sectors. Thousands of IRS agents will be
directed to the task of filtering through Americans’ individual tax returns to discover
whether or not they are in compliance with the health care law. They will audit documents
and question taxpayers, and their authority to do so rests on a single point of policy
contained in the law: American citizens are required to buy this product, and can be
punished by the federal government with taxes if they do not.

This is a new thing in our laws, and we do not yet know if the Constitution even allows it.
Regardless of what the courts decide, we do know that this part of the law has already
been ruled upon by the American people. We do not want and will not suffer a mandate
from government to engage in specific economic activity. We will not give up our
freedoms, surrender our free choices, or part with our hard-earned money to support a
system of health care designed by and operated by a maze of governmental offices,
boards, committees, commissions and bureaucracies.

Smaller government starts with less intrusion into the daily lives of U.S. citizens. The
health care measure is exactly the opposite: more intrusion, more regulations, more
power. The bill is a Goliath, to be sure, but amendments like mine to end the individual
mandate may well be the best stone we’ve got.

Jo Ann Emerson, R-Cape Girardeau, represents the Eighth Congressional District of
Missouri in the United States House of Representatives.
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Government ... For The People

By Jo Ann Emerson
I take great pride in representing Southern Missouri in the U.S. House of Representatives.
It is an honor to have earned the trust of those I represent and I work hard every day to
keep it. An important part of my job as a Member of Congress is traveling to the 28
counties that make up the Eighth District to hear firsthand from those I represent. I enjoy
visiting with those who live and work in our communities and listening to their challenges
and concerns so I can better represent them.

Shared concerns I continue to hear from employers, small businesses, farmers and those
working throughout Southern Missouri are the newly imposed burdens hoisted on them
by the growing size and scope of our federal government. Burdens placed on our citizens
by federal regulations as well as increasing uncertainty are creating significant challenges
and barriers to job creation at a time when we should be encouraging economic growth.
Unfortunately, these concerns, expressed best during conversations at coffee shops and
storefronts across the nation, are often lost on the appointed, isolated officials creating
new policies “inside the Beltway."

Take for example the 43 new major regulations the Administration introduced last fiscal
year alone. It is estimated these regulations would have cost our economy $26.5 billion.
Moreover, a recent report by Senator James Inhofe, of Oklahoma, projected the number of
jobs at risk from EPA regulations at 800,000. These regulations represent a significant
threat to recent job growth and remain a major source of uncertainty. It is discouraging
that when we should be doing everything possible to improve our economic climate,
unchecked federal regulatory agencies continue to explore and promulgate new rules and
regulations, seemingly answerable only to special interest bureaucrats, not the people who
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hold the true power of governance.

In last year’s House of Representatives, the voice of the people was often ignored. For
instance, when EPA proposed expanding the Clean Air Act to unilaterally regulate
greenhouse gases, I worked on a bipartisan legislative proposal with Rep. Skelton, of
Missouri, and Rep. Peterson, of Minnesota, to stop this unnecessary threat to jobs and our
economy. Unfortunately, our proposal to reverse these onerous and regulations was never
given consideration. However, November brought change and legislative proposals to
reign in harmful regulatory proposals will now be considered.

Last week, the House considered a resolution that directs individual committees to review
existing, pending, and proposed regulations with a special emphasis on evaluating their
effect on jobs and the economy. Strong accountability is essential to better inform the
people and aid their representatives in their effort to halt job destroying regulations; an
effort which is likely to lead to the Appropriations Committee and Congress’s power of
the purse.

No one better understands the effect that unnecessary, burdensome and often duplicative
regulations have on Southern Missouri’s economy more than our small business owners,
farmers, workers and local officials. And think about this, when was the last time you saw
a federal regulator visiting your community to listen to your concerns? As Lincoln
eulogized the dead at Gettysburg, he recommitted our government to be of, by, and for the
people. This House should not hesitate to remind unelected decision makers in
government of that fact.

Jo Ann Emerson, R-Cape Girardeau, represents the Eighth Congressional District of
Missouri in the United States House of Representatives.
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Reconsidering the Health Care Law

By Jo Ann Emerson

An effort to repeal the health care law failed in a Senate vote, but a second ruling that the
measure is unconstitutional sent the signal last week that something will have to give. We
cannot preserve this law which costs too much, expands government too far, and places
too much unnecessary strain on employers in our American economy.

In the past year, the health care law has been both attacked and defended as a tax measure,
which administration officials agree that it both is and is not. Small businesses have
wondered that this law can promise health insurance for all, but cause them to drop
insurance coverage for their workers. And Americans have watched the U.S. court system
closely as it attempts to stop the federal government from penalizing them for choosing to
not engage in the economic activity of purchasing an insurance plan.

It is apparent that the premise and the approach of the health care law were flawed, which
is why we are now wrestling in Congress with this imperfect product. By limiting choices
in the private market, adding costs and using the tax code for enforcement, the federal
government cannot create a system of health care that coexists with a free society and free
markets.

By reforming the law, however, I think we can create a free market system which
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emphasizes access, cost-effectiveness and fairness. We can promote affordable private
insurance and prescription drugs, expand coverage, and keep our status as the world’s
leading innovator in new health care strategies and technologies.

How do we accomplish this? There are some things we must have, and some things we
must not have. First, instead of an individual mandate to carry health insurance through
heavily-subsidized government-controlled policies, we should have a system of truly
competitive insurance which is flexible, portable and fair. Part of the approach should be
incentives for regular checkups and preventative medicine – practices that detect
problems early when they are most treatable (saving the patient’s health and saving the
public’s money on expensive, less-effective late stage treatments). The fairness in private
insurance comes from reasonable requirements for policies to cover the dependents of
their customers up to a certain age, to write policies for individuals even if they have pre-
existing conditions, and to maintain coverage even if their customers change jobs, move
to a new state, or retire early.

Second, instead of providing special deals to boost profits in the name-brand
pharmaceutical industry, our health care system should promote competition and generic
alternatives to costly treatments. The approval of a generic drug should not take longer at
FDA than the approval of the original name-brand product years before, and patent
protections should not be extended simply because the pill is a different shape or color.
Even more important, where the health law encourages Medicare Part D beneficiaries to
buy name-brands instead of generics in order to get their drug costs covered, we should
instead have incentives for Americans who conscientiously attempt to keep their drug
costs down, just as they would if they paying were the full cost for their own medicines.

Finally, in order to assure future generations of American retirees have access to health
care, we must prevent fiscal shortfalls in the Medicare program without reducing benefits.
Accomplishing savings this way will not be easy, but we must address the impending
crisis in Medicare which could leave millions of future American seniors without
adequate insurance when they will need it most.

With these outcomes in mind, Congress should start making commonsense changes today
to a health care law that has broken trust with the American people and will not pass the
tests applied to it in U.S. courts of law.

Jo Ann Emerson, R-Cape Girardeau, represents the Eighth Congressional District of
Missouri in the United States House of Representatives.
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The Health Care Law, Unwound

By Jo Ann Emerson

Last week, the U.S. House of Representatives voted to repeal a 2,000-page, trillion dollar
piece of legislation which had been passed only a year earlier. The health care overhaul
bill is a big mess, with hundreds of new government boards and panels, with penalties for
Americans who do not buy health insurance and incentives for their employers to drop
coverage, and with a budgetary gimmick that pays for six years of new programs with ten
years of new taxes. Repealing it is the right thing to do, even if this vote in the House is
doomed to failure in the Senate.

Our effort to repeal the health care law may be symbolic, but it sends a strong message:
parts of the law are unfair, even more are unnecessary, and taken as a whole the law costs
far more than the benefit it provides. This is what you get from a process conducted
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behind closed doors.

In the past, I’ve railed against the special deals for special interests, like the name-brand
pharmaceutical industry which stands to gain billions in profit from the law. I’ve
criticized the lack of savings in both the prescription drug and the insurance markets,
where we need efficiencies like bulk price negotiation and portability of insurance
policies. Not only do these things make government programs like Medicare and
Medicaid more efficient and more solvent, they also save private consumers money when
they go to the private market for competitive prices on health insurance and medicines.

In the months ahead, these ideas and many more will be debated, in the light of day, on
their merits. These bills ought to be clear to the American reading them, and they will be
available to any American who wants to read them long in advance of a vote in the U.S.
House of Representatives. Lots of ideas exist which would improve our American system
of health care, but few of them were included in the strong-arm procedure which led to
passage of last year’s law.

At the same time we have a public debate about changes to the health care law, we ought
to have an equally-important discussion about the principles in it we should preserve. For
instance, most Americans and a great majority of members of Congress can agree that
citizens with pre-existing conditions deserve guaranteed access to health insurance
products. And I think we can also add a key qualification to that standard: the word
‘affordable.’

Likewise, there is broad agreement that Medicare Part D should be structured in a way to
provide support to beneficiaries with prescription drug expenses no matter how great their
cost. But the structure in the health care law only provides that support if patients choose
brand name rather than generic drugs. The only people who stand to gain from this
ridiculous arrangement work in the name-brand pharmaceutical industry. And the people
who stand to lose the most are the younger Americans – our children and grandchildren –
who we someday hope will have an opportunity to participate in the Medicare program as
well.

Conducting this debate is a responsibility of the Congress, and it is just as much a civic
responsibility for the American people. I know we can improve on the health care law,
saving money and bettering our system in the process. We must begin today, however, for
every moment we waste is a setback, an expense and a risk for the American patients we
serve.



Jo Ann Emerson, R-Cape Girardeau, represents the Eighth Congressional District of
Missouri in the United States House of Representatives.
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