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Iôm Jon Tester and I approve this 

message.  

 

Itôs been nearly a year since they 

found the cancer.   

 

So itôs very personal to me that 

Congressman Dennis Rehberg 

voted to eliminate funding for 

breast cancer screenings. 
 

Screen Text: Voted to Eliminate 

Funding for Breast Cancer 

Screenings. 

 

FACT: REHBERG VOTED TO ELIMINATE FEDERAL TITLE X PROGRAM  
 

PROVIDES BREAST AND CERVICAL CANCER SCREENINGS, OTHER PREVENTATIVE 
HEALTH CARE TO LOW-INCOME WOMEN  

 

Rehberg Voted to Eliminate Title X Funding in Extreme Republican Continuing Resolution HR 1. In 

February 2011, Rehberg voted for the Republican Continuing Resolution that eliminated FY 2011 Title X 

funding, a 40-year old program that provides family planning services, breast and cervical cancer screenings, 

and health care to low-income women. [HR 1, Vote 147, 2/19/11] 

 

¶ Rehberg Supported Bill Eliminated All Title X Funding . According to Kaiser Health News, 

ñSeveral measures offered by Republicans are part of the House budget bill, which was approved on a 

strict party vote on Feb. 19. All Title X funding is eliminated in the massive spending bill that sets 

budget levels for the remainder of the fiscal year, which ends Sept. 30. That "continuing resolution," 

H.R. 1, seeks to trim billions of dollars from discretionary funding in the federal budget. ñ [Kaiser 

Health News, 3/9/2011] 

 

¶ HR 1 Eliminated Title X Program That Provides Breast and Cervical Cancer Screenings, Other 

Preventative Health Care to Low-Income Women. As reported by The Hill, ñFor more than forty 

years, for example, the Title X program has provided family planning services, breast and cervical 

cancer screenings, and other preventive health care to low-income women. But H.R. 1 eliminates the 

Title X program, abandoning the more than five million low-income women and men who are served 

each year by Title X-funded health centers. It also eliminates funding for teen pregnancy prevention, 

creating yet another barrier for young women in need of resources to help them make responsible 

decisions about their health and their lives.ò [The Hill, 2/6/2011] 

 

Billings Gazette Editorial: Title X Family Planning Program Has Long Filled Gap in Basic Health Care 

for Many Montana Women. In October 2011, the Billings Gazette editorial board wrote: ñThe federal family 

planning program has long filled a gap in basic health care for many Montana women. As Congress looks for 

cuts to reduce the deficit, lawmakers may decide to reduce womenôs reproductive health care for other reasons. 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2011/roll147.xml
http://www.kaiserhealthnews.org/stories/2011/february/18/planned-parenthood-title-10.aspx
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But they canôt claim family planning duplicates Medicaid. Not in Montana.ò [Billings Gazette, Editorial, 

10/6/2011] 

 

¶ Title X Federal Family Planning Funds Provide Annual Health Exams for Montana Women 

Including Cervical and Breast Cancer Screenings. In October 2011, the Billings Gazette editorial 

board wrote: ñItôs extremely important for Montana women to have access to high-quality health care 

when they are pregnant, so mothers and babies will be healthier. Itôs also important for women to be 

healthy before they get pregnant and to be able to plan their pregnancy. However, Montana Medicaid 

only covers women of childbearing age during pregnancy and for two months after the birth of their 

child. In addition to contraceptives, federal family planning funds provide annual exams for women, 

including basic health checks, such as blood pressure, and screenings for cervical and breast cancers. 

[Billings Gazette, Editorial, 10/6/2011] 

 

Billings Gazette Editorial Criticized Rehberg for  ñIncorrectò Claims That Title X Family Planning 

Funding Duplicates Medicaid Services in Montana. In October 2011, the Billings Gazette editorial board 

wrote: ñNevertheless, Rep. Denny Rehberg, R-Mont., said again last week that the federal Title X family-

planning program duplicates Medicaid. That was also one of the reasons Rehberg gave in March when he voted 

to eliminate federal support for family-planning services for lower-income Americans. Rehberg is chairing the 

U.S. House Appropriations Subcommittee on Health, Education and Labor. As subcommittee chairman, he 

introduced a budget bill for the fiscal year that began Oct. 1 two days before it started. That bill includes axing 

funding for family planning. Rehberg told The Gazette State Bureau that the funding duplicates Medicaid. Heôs 

incorrect. [Billings Gazette, Editorial, 10/6/2011] 

 
 

Even from the clinic that saved 

my life.   
 

 

FACT: REHBERG VOTED TO ELIMINATE FEDERAL FUNDING FOR OVER TWO 
DOZEN TITLE X CLINICS IN MONTANAé 

 

éincluding the Flathead City-County Family Planning Clinic where Lisa was 
diagnosed with breast cancer during an annual cancer screening.  

 

Lisa Jones Diagnosed at Flathead City-County Family Planning Clinic ï Funded by Title X Program. 
Lisa Jones was diagnosed during an annual exam at the Flathead City-County Family Planning clinic. Flathead 

City-County Family Planning is a Montana Title X clinic. [Montana Department of Public Health and Human 

Services, Title X Clinics] 

 

Montana Women Rely on 26 Title X Supported Clinics Around the State. According to the Montana 

http://billingsgazette.com/news/opinion/editorial/gazette-opinion/article_b3f7db0c-9c83-551b-bb90-0f80f0bf4589.html
http://billingsgazette.com/news/opinion/editorial/gazette-opinion/article_b3f7db0c-9c83-551b-bb90-0f80f0bf4589.html
http://billingsgazette.com/news/opinion/editorial/gazette-opinion/article_b3f7db0c-9c83-551b-bb90-0f80f0bf4589.html
http://www.dphhs.mt.gov/publichealth/wmh/familyplanningtitlexclinics.shtml
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Department of Public Health and Human Services, Montana women and families rely on 26 different Title X 

supported clinics around the state. [Montana Department of Public Health and Human Services, Title X 

Clinics] 

 

Rehberg Appropriations Bill Will ñAx Federal Money for Two Dozen Family Planning Clinics in the 

State.ò As reported by The Missoulian, ñThe proposal -unveiled last week - would torpedo virtually all funding 

for the Obama administration's health reform law, including additional money for community health clinics 

across Montana; ax federal money for two dozen family planning clinics in the state; reduce funds for Pell 

grants that help low-income students pay college tuition; and scale back money for home-heating assistance. 

Those and other cutbacks have prompted Democrats to say the "Rehberg budget" unduly targets women, 

families, students and workers.ò [Missoulian, 10/9/2011] 

 

Rehberg Supported Cuts for Title X Funding Flathead Community Health Center Uses for 

Contraception and Cancer Screenings. As reported by the Flathead Beacon, ñHouse Republicans also 

eliminated Title X funding, which pays for family planning services. The Flathead health center relies on Title 

X for contraception and cancer screening services, among other uses. Though the Title X cut was aimed at 

abortion providers like Planned Parenthood, Doely was clear that those funds are not used for abortions at the 

Flathead Community Health Center. óWe absolutely are prohibited from doing that,ô she said.ò [Flathead 

Beacon, 2/23/2011] 

 

 

Screen Text: Voted to Cut Montana 

Health Centers 

 

 

FACT: REHBERG VOTED TO CUT $1.3 BILLION FROM COMMUNITY HEALTH 
CLINICS  

 

Rehberg Voted To Cut $1.3 Billion From Community Health Centers. In February 2011, Politico reported 

that H.R. 1 "ratchets back funding for preventive services under the new Prevention and Public Health Fund, 

community health centers, and National Health Service Corps to 2008 levels - wiping out any increases 

provided under the health care law." According to the report, "Even before the latest cuts, House Republican 

appropriators had already announced their plans to eliminate funding for the Title X family planning program. 

And they had outlined other deep health care cuts, including $1.3 billion to community health centers and $1 

billion to the National Institutes of Health." Rehberg voted for this bill. [Politico, 2/11/11, HR 1, Vote 147 , 

2/19/11] 

 

Rehberg Supported Bill to Cut $1.3 Billion From Community Health Centers, Including $2 Million Loss 

for Montana and 54 Jobs Loss. As reported by the Flathead Beacon, ñAlso on the chopping block in the 

Continuing Resolution is the Community Health Center program, which could lose $1.3 billion in funds. 

http://www.dphhs.mt.gov/publichealth/wmh/familyplanningtitlexclinics.shtml
http://www.dphhs.mt.gov/publichealth/wmh/familyplanningtitlexclinics.shtml
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According to the National Association of Community Health Centers, funding cuts to the program will result in 

a loss of more than $2 million to Montana, and the elimination of 54 jobs.ò [Flathead Beacon, 2/23/2011] 

 

Rehberg Voted for Republican Spending Plan to Eliminate More Than 750 Community Health Centers. 

In February 2011, Rehberg voted for a Republican spending plan that would eliminate more than 750 

community health center jobs will be eliminated in Montana.  [HR 1, Vote 147 , 2/19/11; 

Democrats.Senate.Gov Fact Sheet] 

 

Op-Ed: Rehberg's Support For H.R. 1 Put Community Health Centers "Under Threat." In March 2011, 

three Montanans who worked in health care wrote in the Bozeman Daily Chronicle: "Each year, roughly 

100,000 Montanans obtain affordable, quality health-care services through the state's nonprofit network of 

community health centers. Sadly, those services are under threat as Congress considers legislation that would 

severely impact this critical portion of Montana's health-care system. The impact of a proposal in the U.S. 

House of Representative would hit hardest for working families already struggling to make a living and pay 

rising healthcare costs. That's because community health centers, or CHCs, offer effective, high-quality health 

care to all Montanans, regardless of their ability to pay. Unfortunately, the U.S. House of Representative is 

considering legislation that includes extremely deep funding cuts for CHCs. Make no mistake: Access to these 

critical services is being threatened by a proposal being considered by Rep. Dennis Rehberg and his colleagues 

in the U.S. House to cut $1.3 billion in CHC funding." [Bozeman Daily Chronicle, opinion, 3/6/11] 

 

Rehberg's Labor-HHS Budget Included Cuts To Community Health Centers. In September 2011, the 

Helena Independent Record reported: "Rehberg said he also had to factor in new budget numbers in the wake 

of the debt-ceiling debate in Congress that concluded last month. As expected, the measure proposes to 'rescind' 

billions of dollars in spending for carrying out provisions of the federal health care reform law passed last year. 

Those cuts include increased funding forcommunity health centers, which serve low-income patients." [Helena 

Independent Record, 9/30/11] 

 

FACT: REHBERG CUTS THREATENED FLATHEAD COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTER, 
WOULD HAVE FORCED CLINIC TO CLOSE ITS DOORS  

 

HEADLINE ï House Budget Cuts Could Result in Kalispell Health Clinic Closure. [Flathead Beacon, 

2/23/2011] 

 

Rehberg Supported Bill That Would Force Flathead Community Health Center to Close Its Doors. As 

reported by the Flathead Beacon, ñThe major budget-slashing measure Congressional Republicans passed last 

week contained a funding cut that could force the two-year-old public health clinic in Kalispell to close its 

http://www.flatheadbeacon.com/articles/article/house_budget_cuts_could_result_in_kalispell_health_clinic_closure/21952
http://www.flatheadbeacon.com/articles/article/house_budget_cuts_could_result_in_kalispell_health_clinic_closure/21952
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doors. óThe cuts in the continuing resolution will defund 127 new access programs,ô Wendy Doely, executive 

director of the Flathead Community Health Center, said, ówhich essentially means that we would close.ô óThe 

only one in Montana that will disappear if this goes through is us,ô she added.ò [Flathead Beacon, 2/23/2011] 

 

Rehberg Eliminated Title X Funding that Flathead Health Center Relies on for Contraception and 

Cancer Screening Services. As reported by the Flathead Beacon, ñHouse Republicans also eliminated Title X 

funding, which pays for family planning services. The Flathead health center relies on Title X for contraception 

and cancer screening services, among other uses. Though the Title X cut was aimed at abortion providers like 

Planned Parenthood, Doely was clear that those funds are not used for abortions at the Flathead Community 

Health Center. óWe absolutely are prohibited from doing that,ô she said.ò [Flathead Beacon, 2/23/2011] 

 

 

While protecting tax breaks for 

multi-millionaires. 

 

Talk about wrong priorities.   
 

 

FACT: REHBERG REPEATEDLY VOTED TO PROTECT TAX BREAKS FOR 
MILLIONAIRES  

 

Rehberg Voted to Block Buffett Rule, Protected Tax Breaks for Nationôs Richest Households. As reported 

by the New York Times, ñDemocrats countered with the Buffett Rule, a $47 billion tax increase on the nationôs 

richest households. In the conservative House, it was no contest. The tax cut won, 235 to 173, with 18 

Democrats voting yes and 10 Republicans voting no. The Buffett Rule lost, 234 to 179, with five Democrats 

opposing it.ò [New York Times, 4/19/2012; CQ; H Res 620, House Vote #172, 4/19/2012] 

 

Rehberg Voted For Cut, Cap And Balance ñMaking it Sufficiently Tougher to Raise Taxes.ò In July 2011, 

Rehberg voted for the Cut. Cap and Balance Act, which CNN reported ñwould impose strict caps on all future 

federal spending while making it significantly tougher to raise taxes -- the solution favored by hard-line 

conservatives.ò [HR 2560, Vote 606, 7/19/11; CNN, 7/19/11] 
 

¶ CBPP President: Cut, Cap and Balance ñProtects Tax Breaks And Tax Subsidies For The 

Wealthy and Powerful.ò In a July 2011 statement, Robert Greenstein, president of the non-partisan 

Center on Budget and Policy Priorities said ñThe [Cut, Cap and Balance] bill overturns a feature of 

various bipartisan budget laws over the past quarter century, by subjecting programs for the poorest 

Americans to the specter of meat-axe across-the-board cuts.  It does so even as it protects tax breaks 

and tax subsidies for the wealthy and powerful by erecting a constitutional barrier to any measure that 

would raise any revenue.ò [Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, Robert Greenstein Statement, 

7/16/11] 

 

¶ CNN Money: Cut, Cap and Balance Would ñImpose A Very High Barrier To Approve Any Tax 

http://www.flatheadbeacon.com/articles/article/house_budget_cuts_could_result_in_kalispell_health_clinic_closure/21952
http://www.flatheadbeacon.com/articles/article/house_budget_cuts_could_result_in_kalispell_health_clinic_closure/21952
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/04/20/us/rejecting-buffett-rule-house-passes-business-tax-cut.html
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2012/roll172.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2011/roll606.xml
http://articles.cnn.com/2011-07-19/politics/debt.talks_1_debt-ceiling-debt-limit-spending-cuts?_s=PM:POLITICS
http://www.cbpp.org/cms/index.cfm?fa=view&id=3537
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Increase.ò In July 2011, CNN Money reporter, ñThe Cut, Cap and Balance Act that the House passed 

Tuesday could end up exacerbating rather than curing budget problems é The Cut, Cap and Balance 

bill would impose a very high barrier to approve any tax increase, requiring a two-thirds vote -- or 

supermajority -- in both the House and Senate.ò [CNN Money, Jeanne Sahadi Column, 7/19/11] 

 

Rehberg Supported $70 Billion Tax Cut Bill that Benefits the Wealthiest Americans. In 2006, Rehberg 

voted in favor of a $70 billion tax cut bill. The bill extended the Bush tax breaks on capital gains and dividends 

for two years, but only included a one year patch for the Alternative Minimum Tax, a tax that was particularly 

painful for millions of middle class families. The Washington Post called the bill a ñwindfall for the rich, and a 

hole in the federal budget.ò According to a study by the Brookings Institution Tax Policy Center, Middle-

income households would receive an average tax cut of $20, while the 0.2 percent of households with incomes 

over $1 million would get average tax cuts of $42,000. The Washington Post wrote that, ñThis Congress and 

administration are putting the nation deeper and deeper in debt to benefit a sliver of the population that doesnôt 

need the help. Someoneôs going to have to pay for these deficit-financed tax cuts eventually, and itôs likely to 

be your grandchildren.ò The bill passed 244-185. [Washington Post, 5/11/06; HR 4297, Vote 135, 5/10/06] 

 

Rehberg Voted Against Scaling Back Bush Tax Cuts for Millionaires; Would Save $25.8 Billion in 2006. 

In June 2005, Rehberg voted against an amendment to the FY 2006 Defense Appropriations Bill that would 

scale back tax cuts for those with incomes of more than $1 million per year as included in the Economic 

Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001 (PL 107-16) and the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief 

Reconciliation Act of 2003 (PL 108-27), to generate $25.8 billion in tax year 2006.  The Obey amendment was 

rejected 18-40. [CQ Committee Coverage, House Appropriations Committee Markup, HR 2863, 6/7/05] 

 

Rehberg Supported GOP Capital Gains and Dividend Tax Cut Extension For the Wealthy. In December 

2005, Rehberg voted ñto approve a $56 billion measure to extend capital gains and dividend tax cuts for 

another two years, until 2010. The extension would leave the tax rate on investment gains at 15 percenté 

Republicans said the tax bill was an important way to maintain investor confidence, encourage job creation and 

continue economic growthé  Democrats, however, complained that the GOP majority cut vital social programs 

for poor women and children in order to spend billions on tax cuts for the wealthiest Americans. And, they said, 

the legislation would add about $20 billion to the deficit.ò [HR 4297, Vote 621, 12/08/05; Chicago Tribune, 

12/9/05] 

 

Rehberg Opposed Alternative That Cut Middle-Class Taxes By Raising Taxes For Wealthy. During the 

debate on the tax reconciliation bill, Rehberg opposed a Democratic alternative that ñsought to block an 

extension of lower taxes on capital gains and dividends and use the $20 billion gained to further cushion the 

impact of the Alternative Minimum Taxé The $45 billion, five-year cost of the Democratic plan was to be 

http://money.cnn.com/2011/07/18/news/economy/cut_cap_balance/index.htm
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2006/roll135.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2005/roll621.xml
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offset by raising taxes on single incomes over $500,000 and joint incomes over $1 million.ò [HR 4297, Vote 

619, 12/08/05; Pioneer Press, 12/11/05] 

 

Rehberg Supported Bushôs 2004 Multitrillion-Dollar Tax Breaks for Wealthy.  In March 2004, Rehberg 

supported Bushôs budget that permanently locked in multitrillion-dollar tax breaks that mostly benefit the 

nationôs wealthiest. According to the AFL-CIO, ñTo finance these taxes cuts for millionaires and billionaires, 

the Republican budget resolutionðwhich mirrored Bushôs proposalðinflated the record-high $477 billion U.S. 

deficit and by $120 billion shortchanged or cut funds for the domestic programs working families need mostð

from job creation to health care, transportation and education. It also accelerated the repeal of the estate tax and 

made permanent tax cutsðsuch as the estate tax repeal, the capital gains and dividend rate cuts and the 

reduction in marginal ratesðthat provide huge benefits to families with the highest incomes.ò [HCR 393, Vote 

92, 3/25/04; 2004 AFL-CIO Scorecard] 

 

Rehberg Voted For $350 Billion Tax Cut For The Rich While Giving 50 Million Households Nothing.  In 

2003, Rehberg voted for an irresponsible tax cut package that deepened the nationôs fiscal crisis and left 

middle-income households out in the cold. Some 53 percent of all U.S. households ð or 74 million ð will 

receive a tax cut of $100 or less in 2003 from the bill. Additionally, 36 percent of households ð or 50 million 

ð will receive no tax cut whatsoever in 2003, while tax filers who make $1 million or more per year will 

receive an average tax cut in 2003 of $93,500. The bill passed 231-200. [HR 2, Vote 225, 5/23/03; Center for 

Budget & Policy Priorities, 5/28/03] 

 

Rehberg Voted For $550 Billion Tax Cut Favoring Corporations & Wealthy At Expense Of Middle 

Class.  In 2003, Rehberg voted for tax cuts that would give the majority of the benefit to the wealthiest people 

in the country. Taxpayers with incomes of more than $1 million would receive average tax cuts of $93,500 in 

2003, while the middle fifth of households would receive an average tax cut of just $217. Additionally, the top 

five percent of households in the country would get 72 percent of the tax cut benefits from the capital 

gains/dividend proposal. Meanwhile, the total cost of the plan if extended as promised would be between $865 

billion and $1.1 trillion through 2013, twice as costly as advertised. The bill passed 222-203. [HR 2, Vote 182, 
5/09/03; Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, 5/21/03]  

 

Rehberg Supported Budget Busting Tax Cut for the Wealthy, Raid on Social Security. In 2001, Rehberg 

voted in favor of the Bush tax cut package that reduced taxes by $1.35 trillion through 2010 through income tax 

cuts, relief of the marriage penalty, a phase-out of the federal estate tax, doubling the child tax credit, and 

providing incentives for retirement savings. Critics of the bill warned that the tax cut was too large and would 

jeopardize future Social Security benefits.  According to the Wall Street Journal, the entire Social Security 

Trust Fund will be used ñto fund the government over the next two years,ò while ñwell over $100 billion of 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2005/roll619.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2005/roll619.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2004/roll092.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2004/roll092.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2003/roll225.xml
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2003/roll182.xml
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Social Security funds in each of the following three yearsò will be used for other purposes. Over the following 

ten years, more than $1.8 trillion of the Social Security Trust Funds would be spent on other purposes. The bill 

passed 240-154.  [Wall Street Journal, 2/5/02; Congressional Budget Office; Campaign for Americaôs Future; 

HR 1836, Vote 149, 5/26/01] 

 

 

 

Congressman Rehbergôs been 

back in Washington for a long 

time. 

 

But if he got his way,  

 

I donôt want to think about what 

I would have missed.   
 

 

FACT: DENNIS REHBERG IS A CAREER POLITICIAN  
REHBERG HAS SERVED IN WASHINGTON FOR 12 YEARS  

 

Rehberg Has Served in Congress Since January 2001. Congressman Dennis Rehberg has served in Congress 

since January 2001. [CQ Member Profiles] 

 

¶ Rehberg Started Working in DC Politics in 1979. Dennis Rehberg started working in politics in 

1979 when he moved to Washington DC to work as a congressional aide for Rep. Ron Marlenee. 

Rehberg also worked on several campaigns. [CQ Member Profiles] 

 

¶ Rehberg Previously Served 6 Years as State Legislator. Dennis Rehberg served 6 years in the 

Montana House of Representative from 1985 ï 1991. [CQ Member Profiles] 

 

¶ Rehberg Previously Served 6 Years as Lieutenant Governor. Dennis Rehberg served 6 years as 

Montana Lieutenant Governor from 1991 ï 1997. [CQ Member Profiles.] 

 

¶ Rehberg Previously Ran for U.S. Senate in 1996. Dennis Rehberg ran for U.S. Senate in 1996. [CQ 

Member Profiles] 

 

 

 
 
 
 

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2001/roll149.xml

