Opposition Messages/Pivots
January 28, 2009
These opposition messages are not meant to dominate debate, but rather to serve as pivot points to address the opposition’s arguments and move immediately back to our core proactive messages.  We need to hold the conversation continually and consistently on our turf not theirs.

Opposition on Income Levels:

We should cover the poorest children first. The government should not be covering families making $80k a year.

Our Response:
The bill Congress is considering does exactly that--it covers the poorest kids first. But it also makes sure that states like STATE can help the growing number of families affected by the economic downturn. 

Covering kids is the first priority for Congress and President Obama because they know this is a problem we can solve and one that will provide immediate aid to struggling families. With your leadership and this new help we can keep our commitment to covering uninsured kids and show struggling STATE families that their stability is a top priority.
Opposition on Covering Legal Immigrant Kids:

Citizen kids should be covered first. When legal immigrants are accepted into the country, their sponsors take a pledge that the individuals will not become a financial burden to taxpayers  
Our Response:

This debate is not about immigration and the divisiveness that issue creates. This is about getting STATE’s children, our children, covered. This is about finishing the job that SCHIP was intended to do in the first place--moving ahead to covering uninsured children here in STATE. 

No child should have to suffer because he or she lacks health care. No child should have to wait five years to get basic care like vaccinations or regular check-ups, and treatment for health problems like asthma or cancer.
Opposition on State Budget Limits:

Even with this new bill, our state budget does not allow us to expand, or even maintain children’s coverage. 

Our Response:

Families’ budgets are hurting for the same reasons —job losses, foreclosures, and soaring health care costs.  Staying strong in our commitment to covering kids is one of the best ways we can support STATE families in hard times.  

STATE leaders reached across the aisle and worked hard toward the goal of affordable health coverage for our children.  We must remain committed to this especially now when that need is greatest.
Opposition on Making This a Partisan Issue:

The Democrats are trying to make children’s coverage a political issue. 

Our Response:

The heart of this bill—indeed, nearly all of the bill aside from the dates--is exactly the same as the ones originally negotiated by Senators Baucus, Grassley, Rockefeller, and Hatch with significant new funding (but less than many Democrats would like) to cover more uninsured children, especially the lowest-income uninsured children in this country.
Similarly, STATE leaders have reached across the aisle and worked hard toward the goal of affordable health coverage for our children.  We must remain committed to this especially now when that need is greatest.


Opposition on Tobacco Tax:

You’re taxing Americans more in a time of recession.  This is not a sound funding mechanism because as the number of smokers declines, revenue will decline.

Our Response:
The American Cancer Society estimates that the increased tax would prevent more than 900,000 deaths and help keep nearly 1.9 million children from starting to smoke, which will yield savings in health costs for government and society at large.

And, national and state polls across the country show Republicans and Independents alike want elected officials to increase tobacco taxes to help prevent kids from smoking. 

So, this is a win, win solution. We reduce the number of children who smoke.  We save costs to taxpayers from smoking related illnesses.  And we get America’s children covered. 

In terms of the stability of the funding, the non-partisan Congressional Budget Office has confirmed that this funding is more than adequate for the four and a half year time period of the bill.  So that’s simply not an issue.

Opposition on Adult Coverage:

Adults should not be covered through SCHIP.

Our Response:

Congress came to an agreement that adult coverage will be phased out-- a phase out is included in the legislation being considered by Congress.
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