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1. Health care: what version(s) of public option and/or single payer do you 
support? Please be specific as to structure, funding, and who should 
administer the program. (Gubernatorial candidates: answer this presuming 
that a pre-empting national health program will not be passed, or that it will 
allow latitude for state-specific options. Senatorial candidates, please 
answer this question presuming that the issue will not be answered before 
the winner takes, or returns to, office.) 
  
I firmly believe that the health security of our citizens, like education, is not just 
an individual responsibility, but is critical for America’s collective prosperity and 
broader national security. To meet the challenges of the future we need healthy, 
educated Americans. To accomplish this, we need a health care system that 
ensures every American has affordable, accessible and high quality care by 
sharing responsibility between individuals, employers and government. It is a 
health care system in which disciplined costs and high standards are a priority. 
Competition and transparency of these standards will ultimately be the best 
approach to disciplining costs while providing quality health care, and a public 
option is a central component of this effort. 
 
I am a strong supporter of the public option; in fact, I would have trouble voting 
for any bill that does not include it. I voted in support of this policy on numerous 
occasions, including voting against amendments that would have eliminated the 
public option in the House of Representatives Education and Labor Committee. 
This is because the health insurance market in America is fundamentally broken 
and in desperate need of the real competition a public option represents. I 
believe the public options is central to reducing health care costs given that 94% 
of insurance markets meet Department of Justice criteria for being non-
competitive. In Southeast Pennsylvania, one company has more than 70% of all 
insurance plans. 
  
A public health insurance option is sound policy approach that would benefit this 
nation. Sustained only by premiums and co-payments of those who enroll in it – it 
will utilize its lower administrative costs (e.g. its not-for-profit status and lack of 
CEO salary) to increase competition in the insurance market. The Congressional 
Budget Office estimates that the public option will save taxpayers anywhere from 
$25 billion to $110 billion and will save consumers billions more when other 
private insurers face strong competition. I have also been supportive of allowing 
the public option to use Medicare reimbursement rates as a starting point while 



giving the Secretary of HHS the flexibility to negotiate prices, as appropriate, 
after the first three start up years. However, in the long run, I believe it is 
important that the public option operates on a level playing field and is subject to 
the same requirements as any other plan in the Exchange. 
  
 
2. Do we need to reform regulations controlling the provider end of health 
care delivery? As with the question above, please assume that these 
issues will still be in play at the state and / or national level. Please address 
some or all of the following: geographical limits to access; auxiliary costs 
such as ambulances, lab fees, doctors who impose "minimum visit" 
requirements (additional visits, services, or tests); group drug buying 
agreements; for-profit liability insurance; clinics. 
  
When I first ran for Congress, the first two steps were shifting the emphasis away 
from fee-for-service programs and toward reimbursement for quality of care, 
preventative care, and treatment of chronic conditions. Currently, in Medicare as 
well as in private insurance, we reimburse doctors based on how much care they 
provide and not whether they are providing high quality of care. If we want 
patients to receive high quality, well coordinated care, we must reimburse 
doctors for providing it. This means reimbursing doctors for working collectively 
to treat patients as well as ensuring we have a high quality primary care 
workforce, especially in rural and underserved areas. Additionally, we must 
continue to invest in our community health centers; I am especially proud of the 
community health center opened in my district with assistance from Economic 
Stimulus funding I helped to obtain. Ultimately we all benefit financially because 
of the savings from reduced hospitalizations and other expensive health services 
if we encourage preventative medicine in these ways. 
  
Additionally, I believe we must invest in information technology that will improve 
care and lower costs. This will allow us to assess performance and ensure both 
the best health care and savings from inefficient use. I have been strongly 
supportive of the funding in the Economic Stimulus bill for these investments and 
continue to support them moving forward. 
  
 
3. We and our friends want to start businesses, but can't get loans. How 
will you ensure that "economic stimulus" will allow new, innovative 
businesses to sprout, instead of primarily encouraging the spread of large 
multinationals, to the detriment of locally-owned businesses? Do you 
believe existing tax and incentive structures are about right or is there a 
built in bias for larger or smaller businesses? If elected, what changes, if 
any, would you seek, to adjust that balance? 



  
As Vice-chairman of the House Small Business Committee, I strongly believe 
that to ensure a lasting and long-term recovery that provides security to all 
Americans, we must focus on job creation through small business development. 
This must now be our nation’s highest immediate economic priority. Looking 
forward, we must ensure that existing tax and incentive policies are adjusted to 
help working families and small businesses, acknowledging that the wealthiest 
one percent of U.S. households now own more than 30 percent of the nation's 
private wealth. 
 
To return our employment rate to healthy levels we need to create almost 11 
million jobs by the end of 2011 -- nearly 600,000 jobs every month. It can be 
done, as it was under President Truman in the 1950s, but it is going to take a 
committed and concerted effort. We have to act quickly. 
 
The economic stimulus passed last February has helped, but we missed an 
opportunity to stimulate real job growth when Congress allowed a few Senators, 
led by Sen. Arlen Specter, to highjack the bill, cutting billions for state aid and 
job-creating infrastructure projects. As I pointed out at the time, independent 
economic modeling clearly showed that those additional funds would have 
created millions of needed jobs. That money should have been included in the 
original package, and now we must move quickly to repair the mistake with a 
targeted “economic stimulus” that guarantees affordable and accessible loans for 
small business entrepreneurs. 
 
We know from past periods of economic expansion that the most effective way to 
create jobs is through small business. Over the past decade, small businesses 
created as much as 80 percent of new jobs. During the last period of economic 
expansion, firms with fewer than 20 employees, which account for only a quarter 
of overall employment, created 40 percent of new jobs. 
 
If we’re serious about restoring the job market we have to get serious about 
supporting small and start-up businesses. The stock market may be trading 
above 10,000, but none of America’s job-creating small businesses are 
represented in the Dow Jones. 
 
That is why, as Vice Chairman of the House Small Business Committee, I have 
introduced the JOBS Act to provide a 15 percent tax credit to small businesses 
that hire new workers over the next two years. This investment, according to the 
Economic Policy Institute, will create millions of new jobs and will help boost our 
GDP, resulting in increased revenues we can then put toward paying down the 
federal debt, securing the economy for future generations. 
 



And we must do more. 
 
To get credit flowing again to small businesses we need a four-tiered plan that 
enhances lending programs at the Small Business Administration (SBA), 
expands upon successful state “work-share programs,” extends relief to state 
budgets, and protects working families. 
 
First, expanding SBA lending is essential to alleviating the credit crunch small 
firms still face. We should increase the maximum SBA loan size to $5 million and 
raise the cap on SBA microloans to at least $50,000. To attract lenders, we 
should also increase the interest-rate cap and guarantee level for these loans. 
 
Second, state work-share programs are proven methods to save jobs. Instead of 
laying off workers, employers reduce their weekly hours and pay and then states 
make up the difference with unemployment benefits. Seventeen states operate 
some form of a work-share program, keeping Americans in their jobs and saving 
employers the cost of rehiring and training new employees. 
  
Third, we must invest in state and local governments to close the $160 billion gap 
in state budgets. Economists estimate that state cutbacks will severely reduce 
economic growth and cost the nation approximately 700,000 jobs. This must be 
avoided by extending federal Medicaid assistance and expanding funding for 
infrastructure projects, especially school repair and maintenance. 
  
Finally, relief for workers who lose their jobs through 2010 will protect working 
families who are struggling and is critical to ensure consumer spending and 
confidence. Beyond extending unemployment insurance benefits, we should also 
expand COBRA health care coverage subsidies for workers. Legislation that I 
have introduced would temporarily extend subsidized coverage from nine to 15 
months and provide an extra six months of undiscounted coverage. 
  
As millions of Americans facing unemployment know, the only real measure of an 
economic recovery is jobs -- for themselves, their families, and their 
communities.  Our recovery won’t be measured in GDP or stock market gains. 
It’s going to be measured in the number of Americans going back to work. 
 
4. All of us are downwind, downstream, occupationally exposed to, or "up 
the food chain" from toxic wastes. What can you do--what do you intend to 
do--to strengthen the rights and broaden the legal options of affected 
populations across county, state, and even national lines? 
  
As you so rightly point out, pollution, in its many forms, does not respect political 
boundaries, including state lines. That is why I believe and support 



comprehensive, national solutions to our environmental challenges. 
  
For example, I was a co-sponsor of the Kid-Safe Chemicals Act (H.R. 6100 in the 
110th Congress), which would have reshaped risk assessment and management 
of industrial chemicals in U.S. commerce. 
  
In November, I joined several of my fellow Members of Congress in writing to the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection Act (EPA) to call for EPA to take 
immediate action, under the authority of the Food Quality Protection Act of 1996, 
to address the issue of pesticide drift on nearby communities. 
  
I am also a co-sponsor of HR 2190, Mercury Pollution Reduction Act, which is 
very similar to HR 5580, the Missing Mercury in Manufacturing Monitoring and 
Mitigation Act, from the 110th Congress, which I also co-sponsored. The Mercury 
Pollution Reduction Act declares that the United States should develop policies 
and programs that will reduce: 
 

· Mercury use and emissions; 
 
· Mercury releases from the reservoir of mercury currently in use or 

circulation; and 
 
· Exposures to mercury, particularly of women of childbearing age and 

young children. 
  

It would also amend the Toxic Substances Control Act to prohibit: 
 
· The manufacture of chlorine or caustic soda using mercury cells; and 
 
·   The export of any mercury, mercury cells, mercury compounds, and 

mixtures containing mercury by the owner or operator of a chlor-alkali 
facility. 

  
It would also require the owner or operator of each chlor-alkali facility to report to 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator and the state in which 
the facility is located on mercury waste, emissions, and content in product; and 
the EPA Administrator to: (1) conduct a comprehensive mercury inventory 
covering the life and closure of chlor-alkali facilities that cease operations on or 
after July 1, 2009; and (2) obtain mercury purchase records and such other 
information from each such facility as are necessary to determine the magnitude 
and nature of mercury releases from the facility into air and other environmental 
media. 
  



One way to address toxics in the environment is to reduce their creation.  That is 
I am a supporter of H.R. 1580, the Electronic Device Recycling Research and 
Development Act, which passed the House by voice vote on April 22, 2009. As 
technology advances, Americans are discarding tons of electronics every year. 
These materials include cell phones, televisions, PDAs, MP3 players, computers, 
DVD players, among others. Estimates vary, but the EPA reported that in 2005 
alone, Americans generated approximately 2.2 million tons of obsolete electronic 
devices. Of the 2.2 million tons, 1.8 million tons were disposed of in landfills, and 
less than 400,000 tons were recycled. This is problematic because many of 
these devices contain hazardous substances, like lead and cadmium, which may 
leech into soil and water. 
  
To provide further protections for the chemical industry, I voted for and the House 
passed, the Chemical and Water Security Act of 2009. This bill authorizes the 
Secretary of Homeland Security (DHS) to designate any chemical substance as 
a substance of concern and establish the threshold quantity for each such 
substance after considering the potential extent of death, injury, and serious 
adverse effects that could result from a chemical facility terrorist incident. It also 
directs the Secretary to: (1) maintain a list of covered chemical facilities that are 
of sufficient security risk; (2) assign each covered facility to one of four risk-based 
tiers; (3) establish standards and procedures for security vulnerability 
assessments and site security plans; (4) require each facility owner or operator to 
submit and, once approved, implement such an assessment and plan; (5) 
establish risk-based chemical security performance standards for site security 
plans; and (6) establish a program to award grants to eligible entities to provide 
for training and education of specified chemical facility employees (covered 
individuals), first responders, and emergency response providers. 
  
The Chemical and Water Security Act requires the owner or operator of a 
covered chemical facility to include in the site security plan an assessment of 
methods to reduce the consequences of a terrorist attack on that facility and 
directs the Secretary to report to specified committees assessing the potential 
effects of compliance on small covered chemical facilities. 
  
I also strongly support cleaning up of former industrial sites, called brownfields.  I 
have drafted legislation to increase funding for brownfield cleanups and am 
working on full-reauthorization of the EPA program. 
  
To protect against possible harm from the expanding natural gas industry, I am 
one of only two members of the House to co-sponsor the FRAC Act, which would 
close a loophole and provide EPA oversight of drilling operations. 
  
To further protect all of the waters of the United States, I have taken a number of 



steps. In the 110th Congress, I was a co-sponsor of HR 2421, the Clean Water 
Restoration Act, introduced by Chairman Oberstar and co-sponsored by 176 
Members, including 10 Republicans. The purpose of the bill was to amend the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act to clarify the jurisdiction of the United States 
over waters of the United States. 
  
The objective of HR 2421 was to restore the Clean Water Act's protections for 
America's rivers, lakes and wetlands as they existed for the 30 years prior to two 
recent Supreme Court rulings. These Supreme Court decisions in 2001 (Solid 
Waste Agency of Northern Cook County v. United States Army Corps of 
Engineers ("SWANCC")) and in 2006 (Rapanos v. United States) dramatically 
narrowed the scope of waters protected by the Clean Water Act, fostering 
confusion and uncertainty for communities and businesses thus making it difficult 
to protect public health and the environment. Unfortunately, this legislation did 
not become law. 
  
In the 111th Congress, I continue to support steps to protect our rivers and 
streams.  I have cosponsored, H.R. 1310 to protect against the affects of 
mountain top mining. I am also a co-sponsor of HR 753 & HR 2093. 
  
HR 753, the Sewage Overflow Community Right-to-Know Act, amends the Clean 
Water Act to require wastewater treatment operators to better monitor and report 
on sewage overflows and provide public notice of each event. HR 2093, the 
Clean Coastal Environment and Public Health Act of 2009, amends the Clean 
Water Act to require the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to set criteria 
for the monitoring and assessing coastal recreation waters adjacent to public 
access points, such as beaches detect pathogenic contamination. It would 
require coastal recreation water quality monitoring and notification programs to 
include monitoring consistent with such criteria, public notification, source 
tracking, sanitary surveys, and prevention efforts to address identified sources of 
contamination by pathogens and pathogen indicators in such waters that are 
used by the public. And it authorizes funding for state and local governments to 
implement the program. 
  
Often the source of pollution of our waterways is result of a failure to properly 
invest in drinking water, wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure. That is why I 
have co-sponsored HR 537, the Sustainable Water Infrastructure Act, which 
would remove the limits on the use of tax exempt bonds and allow local 
communities to leverage the capitol markets in combination with other financial 
mechanisms for the building and repair of water systems. 
  
I have also taken a number of steps locally to improve water quality in 
Southeastern Pennsylvania. I have secured $250,000 in federal funding for a 



watershed management project. This funding will go toward a District-wide 
watershed management project to enhance watershed infrastructure, including 
work on culverts and sewers, as well as environmental restoration of 
Pennsylvania creeks, in the Seventh Congressional District. This is the first step 
of a comprehensive solution that will solve the many problems facing area 
watersheds, including the extensive flooding that this community has 
experienced from storms in recent years and pollution of local waterways, not 
only from companies that dump contaminants, but also from indirect runoff of 
pollutants such as oil from streets, and fertilizer and herbicides from lawns. 
  
I have also secured $250,000 to upgrade a waterwater treatment facility at 
Cheyney University, which serves the university and the surrounding community 
and will result in the ability to treat the water more thoroughly, and $400,000 to 
separate a combined sewer system in Bridgeport Borough so that raw sewage is 
not released during heavy rain downpour. 
  
Finally, I strongly supported and voted for comprehensive climate change 
legislation.  For too long, this country has been without a comprehensive energy 
policy. Let me be clear, I voted for this legislation because it takes a number of 
important steps that will wean our country off of foreign oil; create millions of new 
clean energy jobs, save consumers hundreds of billions of dollars in energy 
costs, restore this nation’s global leadership role in efforts to reduce emissions 
and the effects of global warming. This is first and foremost about our national 
economic security, but it also addresses the moral imperative to reduce climate 
change for our grandchildren. 
  
As President John F. Kennedy said, “the hour is late, but the agenda is long.” We 
must meet that agenda not with empty promises, but with hard work. The 
American people are concerned, and rightly so, with the inaction our national 
leadership has shown on this issue over the past few decades. We need an 
energy and environmental policy with vision for the long term transition to 
alternative, clean and renewable sources of energy and processes. Anything else 
is a betrayal of our responsibility to future generations of Americans. 
  
There is a lot more we can do. My 31 years in the United States Navy and the 
experience I accrued during my military career have affirmed my belief that 
Americans know the meaning of sacrifice. When called upon to do great things, 
this country not only rises to meet the challenge; it prospers. I am optimistic that 
we can work together to achieve real and lasting energy and environmental 
security, and I look forward to the fruitful years that lie ahead. 


