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We haven't focused on the problems of the healthcare system rollout since any new 
effort is bound to have shortcomings. Time now though to take a look. The Free 
Beacon reports on NBC News' ridicule.  
NBC’s Nightly News reported on the disastrous rollout of Obamacare Thursday night, with 
correspondent Tom Costello calling the website “the focus of ridicule” and quoting experts who 
could hardly fathom a “worse launch of a nationwide site.” 

Anchor Brian Williams introducded the segment by acknowledging Obamacare’s problems 
would be receiving more media attention if not for the government shutdown. 

“If it weren’t for the shutdown dominating the news, we admittedly would be hearing and 
covering a lot more about how things are going for these new health care exchanges, which 
were rolled out ten days ago,” Williams said. “Millions of uninsured Americans are being 
encouraged to go to healthcare.gov to sign up for coverage but it’s been a very rocky start.” 

“By most accounts the website has been a complete mess, locking up, crashing and kicking off 
potential customers,” Costello said. “Of the 260 people who tried to sign up at this Miami clinic in 
the first week, only a single person got through.” ... 

  
  
Pittsburgh Tribune-Review reports on the disaster when the Health Sec showed up 
to tout her program. Steelers chairman Dan Rooney was there to help her. So 
Steelers fans now you know why your team is 0 -4. Your team's owner is an old fool. 
Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius had a front-row view of the problems 
plaguing the website that the government established to allow people to shop for health 
insurance under Obamacare.  

Sebelius and Steelers Chairman Dan Rooney were at an enrollment and education event on 
Thursday at Heinz Field to promote Healthcare.gov, but people who showed up encountered 
problems in signing up for coverage on the website.  

Unable to handle heavy online traffic and riddled with technical glitches, the website has been a 
source of criticism of the Obama administration and the new Affordable Care Act since its start 
on Oct. 1.  

Sebelius, who is making similar trips to cities across the country to spread the word about the 
website, told the audience of about 100 people that Healthcare.gov was “open for business.”  

“Believe me, we had some early glitches,” said Sebelius, who was introduced by Rooney, a 
backer of the law. “But it's getting better every day.”  

At the back of the room, it was a different story. About 20 people armed with laptops and 
certified by the government to sign up people for coverage were meeting with uninsured people, 
answering questions and fruitlessly trying to access the website.  



LaKesha Lowry, 41, came to the event to find out about her health insurance options. But the 
North Side resident said she was not able to access the site, even with the help of a certified 
application counselor. ... 

  
  
Andrew McCarthy posts on Wolf Blitzer's disgust with the roll out.  
Andrew presents the clip of Wolf Blitzer bewailing the patent, nigh comical unreadiness of 
Obamacare implementation (which Charles described earlier — the “wreck” before we even get 
to the “train wreck“). Rush also played it this afternoon, giving the report legs CNN usually 
doesn’t have. So now we have Obama’s own media advising that Obama should take the 
“advice” he’s gotten from Republicans (Wolf couldn’t quite bring himself to utter the words “Ted 
Cruz,” “Mike Lee,” or “House conservatives”) and delay Obamacare for another year. ... 
  
  
Even the NY Times has figured it out.  
In March, Henry Chao, the chief digital architect for the Obama administration’s new online 
insurance marketplace, told industry executives that he was deeply worried about the Web site’s 
debut. “Let’s just make sure it’s not a third-world experience,” he told them.  

Two weeks after the rollout, few would say his hopes were realized.  

For the past 12 days, a system costing more than $400 million and billed as a one-stop click-
and-go hub for citizens seeking health insurance has thwarted the efforts of millions to simply 
log in. The growing national outcry has deeply embarrassed the White House, which has 
refused to say how many people have enrolled through the federal exchange.  

Even some supporters of the Affordable Care Act worry that the flaws in the system, if not 
quickly fixed, could threaten the fiscal health of the insurance initiative, which depends on 
throngs of customers to spread the risk and keep prices low.  

“These are not glitches,” said an insurance executive who has participated in many conference 
calls on the federal exchange. Like many people interviewed for this article, the executive spoke 
on the condition of anonymity, saying he did not wish to alienate the federal officials with whom 
he works. “The extent of the problems is pretty enormous. At the end of our calls, people say, 
‘It’s awful, just awful.' ”  ... 

  
  
Digital Trends posts.  
It’s been one full week since the flagship technology portion of the Affordable Care Act 
(Obamacare) went live. And since that time, the befuddled beast that is Healthcare.gov has 
shutdown, crapped out, stalled, and mis-loaded so consistently that its track record for failure is 
challenged only by Congress. 

The site itself, which apparently underwent major code renovations over the weekend, still 
rejects user logins, fails to load drop-down menus and other crucial components for users that 
successfully gain entrance, and otherwise prevents uninsured Americans in the 36 states it 
serves from purchasing healthcare at competitive rates – Healthcare.gov’s primary purpose. 



The site is so busted that, as of a couple days ago, the number of people that successfully 
purchased healthcare through it was in the “single digits,” according to the Washington Post. ... 

... At this point I can only speculate on the total cost to build out Healthcare.gov and the overall 
technology portion of the FFEs. Based on the available data, however, a conservative estimate 
puts the cost so far at over $500 million. Considering the GAO estimates it will cost 
approximately $2 billion to build-out and operate the FFEs in 2014, this is, if anything, likely far 
too low. ... 

... Unlike some Americans, I actually want the Obamacare exchanges to succeed. I’ve given the 
state-specific options a try (there are 15 of them, including Washington D.C.’s) and they seem to 
greatly simplify the process of buying healthcare. And the rates do appear to come in far lower 
than what many people without health insurance from an employer have had to bear until now. 
It’s not government-run healthcare. There are no death panels. And, from what I can tell, the 
world will not end if more people have health insurance – quite the opposite, in fact. 

What I cannot stand is a nation that has vast technological resources in its citizenry spending 
$500 million of our collective money to slap together a product that, thus far, has only managed 
to waste people’s precious minutes. So the next time our government comes up with any bright 
idea that relies upon a massive website, let’s all be sure to ask how they plan to build it. 
Because the standard operating procedure at the moment is just plain sick. 

  
  
Tom Bevan of Real Clear Politics asks; "Why does Sebelius still have a job?"  
Unlike the real world, where managers and employees are judged on results and held 
accountable for their performance, in Washington, D.C., loyalty and partisanship almost always 
come first. Accountability comes later, if it comes at all. 

This happens in every administration, and President Obama’s is no different, as we’ve seen with 
the fatal mistakes made regarding the Fast & Furious gun program and in the assault on the 
U.S. consulate in Benghazi. Democrats, claiming to see these as partisan witch hunts designed 
to hurt the administration politically, circled the wagons. Obama stood loyally by Eric Holder and 
Hillary Clinton. 

Loyalty is generally a good thing, in politics, as in life. But Kathleen Sebelius and her agency’s 
rollout of Obamacare is different. 

Sebelius’ department had 3½ years to prepare to implement the Affordable Care Act. No one 
ever suggested that commandeering one-sixth of the American economy would be an easy 
task. (Many Republicans suggested the opposite and were dismissed as killjoys for their efforts.) 
But after the debacle of the last two weeks, liberals and Democrats—not conservatives or 
Republicans—should be calling for Sebelius’s head. 

The administration’s handling of the implementation of Obamacare over the past three years 
has been a slow-moving train wreck: a mixture of embarrassing delays, hard-to-justify waivers, 
and assorted bad news about the unintended consequences of the law. ... 

  



Peggy Noonan says it should be delayed for a year.  
The Obama administration has an implementation problem. More than any administration of the 
modern era they know how to talk but have trouble doing. They give speeches about 
ObamaCare but when it's unveiled what the public sees is a Potemkin village designed by the 
noted architect Rube Goldberg. They speak ringingly about the case for action in Syria but can't 
build support in the U.S. foreign-policy community, in Congress, among the public. Recovery 
summer is always next summer. They have trouble implementing. Which, of course, is the most 
boring but crucial part of governing. It's not enough to talk, you must perform. 

There is an odd sense with members of this administration that they think words are actions. 
Maybe that's why they tweet so much. Maybe they imagine Bashar Assad seeing their tweets 
and musing: "Ah, Samantha is upset—then I shall change my entire policy, in respect for her 
emotions!"  

That gets us to the real story of last week, this week and the future, the one beyond the 
shutdown, the one that normal people are both fully aware of and fully understand, and that is 
the utter and catastrophic debut of ObamaCare. Even for those who expected problems, and 
that would be everyone who follows government, it has been a shock.  

They had 3½ years to set it up! They knew exactly when it would be unveiled, on Oct. 1, 2013. 
On that date, they knew, millions could be expected to go online to see if they benefit.  

What they got was the administration's version of Project ORCA, the Romney campaign's 
computerized voter-turnout system that crashed with such flair on Election Day. ... 

 
 
 

Free Beacon 
NBC Blasts Obamacare Exchanges: ‘The Focus of Ridicule’ and ‘A Complete 
Mess’ 
by Free Beacon Staff 
  
NBC’s Nightly News reported on the disastrous rollout of Obamacare Thursday night, with 
correspondent Tom Costello calling the website “the focus of ridicule” and quoting experts who 
could hardly fathom a “worse launch of a nationwide site.” 

Anchor Brian Williams introduced the segment by acknowledging Obamacare’s problems would 
be receiving more media attention if not for the government shutdown. 

“If it weren’t for the shutdown dominating the news, we admittedly would be hearing and 
covering a lot more about how things are going for these new health care exchanges, which 
were rolled out ten days ago,” Williams said. “Millions of uninsured Americans are being 
encouraged to go to healthcare.gov to sign up for coverage but it’s been a very rocky start.” 

“By most accounts the website has been a complete mess, locking up, crashing and kicking off 
potential customers,” Costello said. “Of the 260 people who tried to sign up at this Miami clinic in 
the first week, only a single person got through.” 



“One, from 260 attempts,” applications counselor Cristina Marrero said, laughing. 

In online discussion groups, computer experts talk of major coding and software problems that 
could take weeks or months to fix, with one telling CNN it hardly functions at even the most 
basic level, and Costello reported another said it’s “tough to have a worse launch of a 
nationwide site.” 

“I think everybody is shocked who’s been watching this from the inside at how bad it is, and how 
bad the computer programming and software and code and architecture is,” said Robert 
Laszewski of Health Policy and Strategy Associates. 

Costello ended his report saying the White House will not reveal how many people managed to 
enroll. 

“Industry sources tell NBC News the numbers could be embarrassingly low,” Costello said. 

  
Pittsburgh Tribune-Review 
Sebelius visit fails to reassure as health care website glitches persist 
by Alex Nixon 

Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius had a front-row view of the problems 
plaguing the website that the government established to allow people to shop for health 
insurance under Obamacare.  

Sebelius and Steelers Chairman Dan Rooney were at an enrollment and education event on 
Thursday at Heinz Field to promote Healthcare.gov, but people who showed up encountered 
problems in signing up for coverage on the website.  

Unable to handle heavy online traffic and riddled with technical glitches, the website has been a 
source of criticism of the Obama administration and the new Affordable Care Act since its start 
on Oct. 1.  

Sebelius, who is making similar trips to cities across the country to spread the word about the 
website, told the audience of about 100 people that Healthcare.gov was “open for business.”  

“Believe me, we had some early glitches,” said Sebelius, who was introduced by Rooney, a 
backer of the law. “But it's getting better every day.”  

At the back of the room, it was a different story. About 20 people armed with laptops and 
certified by the government to sign up people for coverage were meeting with uninsured people, 
answering questions and fruitlessly trying to access the website.  

LaKesha Lowry, 41, came to the event to find out about her health insurance options. But the 
North Side resident said she was not able to access the site, even with the help of a certified 
application counselor.  

“It said, ‘Try again later,' ” Lowry said.  



Asked about the ongoing problems with the website and the fact that people at a government 
enrollment event couldn't sign up, Sebelius told reporters that she didn't know what problems 
were affecting service at Heinz Field. The government has made hardware and software 
upgrades to improve the site, she said, and it is working for many people.  

“We're working to ensure it's easy to use,” Sebelius said, noting that more than 13 million people 
have visited the site, an “extraordinary” level of traffic.  

Technicians, she said, are “working around the clock to add capacity.”  

Since Healthcare.gov's shopping function went live 10 days ago — the start of a six-month open 
enrollment period — it has been overwhelmed with traffic. That's a fact that the law's supporters 
have said shows how much demand there is for new health insurance options. Critics have said 
the problems show the law should be delayed or scrapped.  

In recent days, technical glitches with the site's design have prevented people from creating 
accounts and accessing the shopping function.  

Ted Couperus, a Gibsonia resident who spoke to the Tribune-Review on Monday about his 
trouble with the website, was still experiencing problems on Thursday.  

“I have tried logging in over a dozen times since Tuesday at all hours day and night with no 
success,” he wrote in an email. “I have continued trying to log into my account at 
Healthcare.gov, always with the same result. The system seems to accept my user name and 
password, but gives me a blank white screen.”  

The website is being used in Pennsylvania and 35 other states that decided to let the federal 
government handle the task rather than do it themselves. States that set up their own online 
marketplaces seem to be faring better.  

The state of New York announced on Tuesday that more than 40,000 of its residents have 
signed up.  

HHS officials so far have declined to release enrollment numbers for the federal website, saying 
they plan to provide monthly updates. It was unclear how many people — if any — were able to 
enroll at Thursday's event.  

 
The Corner 
When You’ve Lost Wolf Blitzer . . .  
by Andrew McCarthy 

Andrew presents the clip of Wolf Blitzer bewailing the patent, nigh comical unreadiness of 
Obamacare implementation (which Charles described earlier — the “wreck” before we even get 
to the “train wreck“). Rush also played it this afternoon, giving the report legs CNN usually 
doesn’t have. So now we have Obama’s own media advising that Obama should take the 
“advice” he’s gotten from Republicans (Wolf couldn’t quite bring himself to utter the words “Ted 
Cruz,” “Mike Lee,” or “House conservatives”) and delay Obamacare for another year.  



Victor aptly observes that “the politics are likely to change the longer this [shut-down] drags on, 
and at some point Obama will see the writing on the wall.” That was the point those of us who’ve 
supported the defunding effort, even to the point of shutdown, made all along. Bipartisan 
Beltway wisdom holds that all things are static: Obamacare is the president’s legacy and he will 
never give an inch on it (as if he hadn’t given plenty already), Republicans only control one-half 
of one-third of the government (as if it weren’t the one-half of one-third that Obama needs for 
the spending he wants), the press will fully insulate the president (as if it could), and therefore 
the president will never move off his obstinacy (as if Gitmo had been shuttered, KSM had been 
tried in civilian court, the Bush tax cuts had been repealed . . .). To the contrary, and as 
repeatedly argued (see, e.g., here, here, and here), if we could get people beyond the fright 
over the specter of a “shut-down” that would certainly turn out to be not nearly as bad as 
Obama’s media told them it would be, make them understand the Republicans were willing — 
indeed, anxious — to fund the government at today’s exorbitant levels (see John’s post), and 
focus them on the fact that a mulish determination to impose the increasingly unpopular 
Obamacare law was the president’s rationale for keeping the government (very partially) shut-
down, Obama’s position would become increasingly untenable. He has no principled argument 
against delay or defunding because he has already unilaterally delayed and defunded 
Obamacare. He has done it for the benefit of corporations, Congress, and cronies, rather than in 
fairness giving all Americans a reprieve — as Jon Stewart might say, “Where’s my social 
justice?” And, as everybody including the president well knew, the system is obviously not ready 
for implementation. How unreasonable can it be, even for a Cro-Magnon conservative, to ask for 
a delay in the implementation of something that is presently incapable of being implemented? 

As I said earlier today in addressing the president’s tanking approval numbers, we did not 
anticipate how obnoxious and authoritarian Obama and congressional Democrats would be 
about refusing to negotiate and inflicting gratuitous pain on ordinary Americans — including 
American war heroes. But that is the natural fallout of statists being forced to defend an 
indefensible position.  

Obama has a long history of reversing himself, of moving 180 degrees from A to B with no 
discernible shame or ebb of indignation. The notion that it could never happen here — when the 
repeal of Obamacare is not on the table and thus the president is in no danger of seeing his 
legacy erased, at least for now — gave Obama way too much credit. In prior reversals, the 
press has generally found a way to signal to the administration that, though it has tried mightily, 
public opinion is moving sharply in the wrong direction, and it is time to live to fight another 
day. I think that’s what Wolf Blitzer is telling the White House: “Look, you’re losing and it is 
getting worse for you every day. If you cut your losses now, there’s a graceful way out: We’ll tell 
everyone that the system failed to anticipate how much demand there would be for the 
Obamacare exchanges; that the public overwhelmingly blames Republicans for the catastrophic 
shutdown that now threatens a default (different issue, but the rubes won’t know any better); 
that the Republicans failed to defund Obamacare (even though the program will be 
suspended); and that you, Mr. President, were big enough to realize it was best to have a delay 
so these unfortunate technical glitches could be resolved in time for everyone to enjoy a smooth 
Obamacare transition next year. But it’s time to fold — and if we turn the page now, we can 
move right on to how the tea-party zealots are bent on destroying the full faith and credit of the 
United States. In a few days, no one will even remember the geyser Stasi at Yellowstone Park.” 

 
 



NY Times 
From the Start, Signs of Trouble at Health Portal 
by Robert Pear, Sharon LaFraniere Ian Austen 

WASHINGTON — In March, Henry Chao, the chief digital architect for the Obama 
administration’s new online insurance marketplace, told industry executives that he was deeply 
worried about the Web site’s debut. “Let’s just make sure it’s not a third-world experience,” he 
told them.  

Two weeks after the rollout, few would say his hopes were realized.  

For the past 12 days, a system costing more than $400 million and billed as a one-stop click-
and-go hub for citizens seeking health insurance has thwarted the efforts of millions to simply 
log in. The growing national outcry has deeply embarrassed the White House, which has 
refused to say how many people have enrolled through the federal exchange.  

Even some supporters of the Affordable Care Act worry that the flaws in the system, if not 
quickly fixed, could threaten the fiscal health of the insurance initiative, which depends on 
throngs of customers to spread the risk and keep prices low.  

“These are not glitches,” said an insurance executive who has participated in many conference 
calls on the federal exchange. Like many people interviewed for this article, the executive spoke 
on the condition of anonymity, saying he did not wish to alienate the federal officials with whom 
he works. “The extent of the problems is pretty enormous. At the end of our calls, people say, 
‘It’s awful, just awful.' ”  

Interviews with two dozen contractors, current and former government officials, insurance 
executives and consumer advocates, as well as an examination of confidential administration 
documents, point to a series of missteps — financial, technical and managerial — that led to the 
troubles.  

Politics made things worse. To avoid giving ammunition to Republicans opposed to the project, 
the administration put off issuing several major rules until after last November’s elections. The 
Republican-controlled House blocked funds. More than 30 states refused to set up their own 
exchanges, requiring the federal government to vastly expand its project in unexpected ways.  

The stakes rose even higher when Congressional opponents forced a government shutdown in 
the latest fight over the health care law, which will require most Americans to have health 
insurance. Administration officials dug in their heels, repeatedly insisting that the project was on 
track despite evidence to the contrary.  

Dr. Donald M. Berwick, the administrator of the federal Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services in 2010 and 2011, said the time and budgetary pressures were a constant worry. “The 
staff was heroic and dedicated, but we did not have enough money, and we all knew that,” he 
said in an interview on Friday.  

Administration officials have said there is plenty of time to resolve the problems before the mid-
December deadline to sign up for coverage that begins Jan. 1 and the March 31 deadline for 
coverage that starts later. A round-the-clock effort is under way, with the government leaning 



more heavily on the major contractors, including the United States subsidiary of the Montreal-
based CGI Group and Booz Allen Hamilton.  

One person familiar with the system’s development said that the project was now roughly 70 
percent of the way toward operating properly, but that predictions varied on when the remaining 
30 percent would be done. “I’ve heard as little as two weeks or as much as a couple of months,” 
that person said. Others warned that the fixes themselves were creating new problems, and 
said that the full extent of the problems might not be known because so many consumers had 
been stymied at the first step in the application process.  

Confidential progress reports from the Health and Human Services Department show that senior 
officials repeatedly expressed doubts that the computer systems for the federal exchange would 
be ready on time, blaming delayed regulations, a lack of resources and other factors.  

Deadline after deadline was missed. The biggest contractor, CGI Federal, was awarded its $94 
million contract in December 2011. But the government was so slow in issuing specifications 
that the firm did not start writing software code until this spring, according to people familiar with 
the process. As late as the last week of September, officials were still changing features of the 
Web site, HealthCare.gov, and debating whether consumers should be required to register and 
create password-protected accounts before they could shop for health plans.  

One highly unusual decision, reached early in the project, proved critical: the Medicare and 
Medicaid agency assumed the role of project quarterback, responsible for making sure each 
separately designed database and piece of software worked with the others, instead of 
assigning that task to a lead contractor.  

Some people intimately involved in the project seriously doubted that the agency had the in-
house capability to handle such a mammoth technical task of software engineering while 
simultaneously supervising 55 contractors. An internal government progress report in 
September 2011 identified a lack of employees “to manage the multiple activities and 
contractors happening concurrently” as a “major risk” to the whole project.  

While some branches of the military have large software engineering departments capable of 
acting as the so-called system integrator, often on medium-size weapons projects, the rest of 
the federal government typically does not, said Stan Soloway, the president and chief executive 
of the Professional Services Council, which represents 350 government contractors. CGI 
officials have publicly said that while their company created the system’s overall software 
framework, the Medicare and Medicaid agency was responsible for integrating and testing all 
the combined components.  

By early this year, people inside and outside the federal bureaucracy were raising red flags. “We 
foresee a train wreck,” an insurance executive working on information technology said in a 
February interview. “We don’t have the I.T. specifications. The level of angst in health plans is 
growing by leaps and bounds. The political people in the administration do not understand how 
far behind they are.”  

The Government Accountability Office, an investigative arm of Congress, warned in June that 
many challenges had to be overcome before the Oct. 1 rollout.  



“So much testing of the new system was so far behind schedule, I was not confident it would 
work well,” Richard S. Foster, who retired in January as chief actuary of the Medicare program, 
said in an interview last week.  

But Mr. Chao’s superiors at the Department of Health and Human Services told him, in effect, 
that failure was not an option, according to people who have spoken with him. Nor was rolling 
out the system in stages or on a smaller scale, as companies like Google typically do so that 
problems can more easily and quietly be fixed. Former government officials say the White 
House, which was calling the shots, feared that any backtracking would further embolden 
Republican critics who were trying to repeal the health care law.  

Marilyn B. Tavenner, the administrator of the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, and 
Kathleen Sebelius, the secretary of health and human services, both insisted in July that the 
project was not in trouble. Last month, Gary M. Cohen, the federal official in charge of health 
insurance exchanges, promised federal legislators that on Oct. 1, “consumers will be able to go 
online, they’ll be able to get a determination of what tax subsidies they are eligible for, they’ll be 
able to see the premium net of subsidy,” and they will be able to sign up.  

But just a trickle of the 14.6 million people who have visited the federal exchange so far have 
managed to enroll in insurance plans, according to executives of major insurance companies 
who receive enrollment files from the government. And some of those enrollments are marred 
by mistakes. Insurance executives said the government had sent some enrollment files to the 
wrong insurer, confusing companies that have similar names but are in different states. Other 
files were unusable because crucial information was missing, they said.  

Many users of the federal exchange were stuck at square one. A New York Times researcher, 
for instance, managed to register at 6 a.m. on Oct. 1. But despite more than 40 attempts over 
the next 11 days, she was never able to log in. Her last attempts led her to a blank screen.  

Neither Ms. Tavenner nor other agency officials would answer questions about the exchange or 
its performance last week.  

Worried about their reputations, contractors are now publicly distancing themselves from the 
troubled parts of the federally run project. Eric Gundersen, the president of Development Seed, 
emphasized that his company had built the home page of HealthCare.gov but had nothing to do 
with what happened after a user hit the “Apply Now” button.  

Senior executives at Oracle, a subcontractor based in California that provided identity 
management software used in the registration process that has frustrated so many users, 
defended the company’s work. “Our software is running properly,” said Deborah Hellinger, 
Oracle’s vice president for corporate communications. The identical software has been widely 
used in complex systems, she said.  

The serious technical problems threaten to obscure what some see as a nationwide 
demonstration of a desire for more affordable health insurance. The government has been 
heavily promoting the HealthCare.gov site as the best source of information on health 
insurance. An August government e-mail said: “35 days to open enrollment.” A September e-
mail followed: “5 days to open enrollment. Don’t wait another minute.”  



The response was huge. Insurance companies report much higher traffic on their Web sites and 
many more callers to their phone lines than predicted.  

That made the flawed opening all the more disappointing to supporters of the health plan, 
including Timothy S. Jost, a law professor and a consumer representative to the National 
Association of Insurance Commissioners.  

“Even if a fix happens quickly, I remain very disappointed that the Department of Health and 
Human Services was not better prepared for the rollout,” he said.  

  
Digital Trends 
We paid over $500 million for the Obamacare sites and all we got was this 
lousy 404. 
by Andrew Couts 

It’s been one full week since the flagship technology portion of the Affordable Care Act 
(Obamacare) went live. And since that time, the befuddled beast that is Healthcare.gov has 
shutdown, crapped out, stalled, and mis-loaded so consistently that its track record for failure is 
challenged only by Congress. 

The site itself, which apparently underwent major code renovations over the weekend, still 
rejects user logins, fails to load drop-down menus and other crucial components for users that 
successfully gain entrance, and otherwise prevents uninsured Americans in the 36 states it 
serves from purchasing healthcare at competitive rates – Healthcare.gov’s primary purpose. 
The site is so busted that, as of a couple days ago, the number of people that successfully 
purchased healthcare through it was in the “single digits,” according to the Washington Post. 

The reason for this nationwide headache apparently stems from poorly written code, which 
buckled under the heavy influx of traffic that its engineers and administrators should have seen 
coming. But the fact that Healthcare.gov can’t do the one job it was built to do isn’t the most 
infuriating part of this debacle – it’s that we, the taxpayers, seem to have forked up more than 
$500 million of the federal purse to build the digital equivalent of a rock. 

The exact cost to build Healthcare.gov and its related systems is difficult to determine due to the 
expansive nature of the project and the murky details in federal budgets. But based on the 
figures and details available, here is my best estimate of what this flawed system has cost us: 
The most clear data comes from a U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) report from 
June (pdf), which states that the U.S. Center for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) spent 
“almost $394 million from fiscal year 2010 through March 2013 through contracts” to build the 
“federally facilitated exchanges” (FFEs) – the complex system that includes Healthcare.gov as 
well as certain state-based exchanges – the data hub, and other expenditures related to the 
Obamacare exchange system. While GAO states that the “highest volume” of that $394 million 
was related to the development of “information technology systems,” a more detailed look at that 
cost shows that a portion that $394 million was spent on things like call centers and collection 
services. Take that out, and you’re left with roughly $363 million spent on technology-related 
costs to the healthcare exchanges – the bulk of which ($88 million) went to CGI Federal, the 
company awarded a $93.7 million contract to build Healthcare.gov and other technology 
portions of the FFEs. 



That’s already a hell of a lot of money, but that does not account for all costs accrued for this 
project. As the GAO states, the $392 million figure does “not include CMS salaries and other 
administrative costs” associated with the Obamacare exchanges. In other words, the actual cost 
for the development and implementation of the total Obamacare exchange system is far higher. 
We’ve reached out to CMS for an exact figure, but thanks to the government shutdown, we have 
yet to hear from them on this matter. However, we do know, according to CMS’s 2014 budget 
request (pdf), that agency spent more than $150 million in 2012 and 2013 in relation to the 
Affordable Care Act – a lowball figure considering that, in its 2013 budget request (pdf), the 
agency asked for more than $1 billion in additional funds “needed to support operation 
infrastructure” and open-enrollment preparations of the FFEs. 

At this point I can only speculate on the total cost to build out Healthcare.gov and the overall 
technology portion of the FFEs. Based on the available data, however, a conservative estimate 
puts the cost so far at over $500 million. Considering the GAO estimates it will cost 
approximately $2 billion to build-out and operate the FFEs in 2014, this is, if anything, likely far 
too low. Once we hear back from CMS on this matter, I’ll update this space with more detailed 
figures above the $363 million we know about for certain. 

Given the complicated nature of federal contracts, it’s difficult to make a direct comparison 
between the cost to develop Healthcare.gov and the amount of money spent building private 
online businesses. But for the sake of putting the monstrous amount of money into perspective, 
here are a few figures to chew on: Facebook, which received its first investment in June 2004, 
operated for a full six years before surpassing the $500 million mark in June 2010. Twitter, 
created in 2006, managed to get by with only $360.17 million in total funding until a $400 million 
boost in 2011. Instagram ginned up just $57.5 million in funding before Facebook bought it for (a 
staggering) $1 billion last year. And LinkedIn and Spotify, meanwhile, have only raised, 
respectively, $200 million and $288 million. 

Government has a long history of spending money unnecessarily. But in an age when the U.S is 
home to the world’s largest, most successful Internet companies, how is it possible that we can’t 
even manage to build a functional website without blowing through hundreds of millions of 
dollars? 

The best answer I’ve found comes from the Department of Better Technology, a private 
company that builds software for governments – a competitor, in other words, to CGI Federal, 
which specializes in building software solutions for major industry sectors including defense, 
energy and environment, financial and, of course, healthcare. Still, biased though it may be, the 
argument makes a lot of sense. 

As one of the company’s authors wrote in a recent blog post, the failure of Healthcare.gov isn’t 
because the people in our government are inept mouth-breathers who regard the work as a 
meaningless burden, but because the factors that play into which companies receive 
government contracts, a process called “procurement,” are fundamentally broken. 

“Contracting officers – people inside of the government in charge of selecting who gets to do 
what work – are afraid of their buys being contested by people who didn’t get selected,” writes 
the author. “They’re also afraid of things going wrong down the line inside of a procurement, so 
they select vendors with a lot of ‘federal experience’ to do the work.” 



When things still go wrong, they simply throw ‘more money at the same people who caused the 
problem to fix the problem.’ 

And when things still go wrong, they simply throw “more money at the same people who caused 
the problem to fix the problem.” 

Considering the frustrating bunch we have in Congress at the moment, this assessment seems 
particularly believable. 

Unlike some Americans, I actually want the Obamacare exchanges to succeed. I’ve given the 
state-specific options a try (there are 15 of them, including Washington D.C.’s) and they seem to 
greatly simplify the process of buying healthcare. And the rates do appear to come in far lower 
than what many people without health insurance from an employer have had to bear until now. 
It’s not government-run healthcare. There are no death panels. And, from what I can tell, the 
world will not end if more people have health insurance – quite the opposite, in fact. 

What I cannot stand is a nation that has vast technological resources in its citizenry spending 
$500 million of our collective money to slap together a product that, thus far, has only managed 
to waste people’s precious minutes. So the next time our government comes up with any bright 
idea that relies upon a massive website, let’s all be sure to ask how they plan to build it. 
Because the standard operating procedure at the moment is just plain sick. 

 
Real Clear Politics 
Why Does Sebelius Still Have a Job? 
by Tom Bevan 
   

 



Unlike the real world, where managers and employees are judged on results and held 
accountable for their performance, in Washington, D.C., loyalty and partisanship almost always 
come first. Accountability comes later, if it comes at all. 

This happens in every administration, and President Obama’s is no different, as we’ve seen with 
the fatal mistakes made regarding the Fast & Furious gun program and in the assault on the 
U.S. consulate in Benghazi. Democrats, claiming to see these as partisan witch hunts designed 
to hurt the administration politically, circled the wagons. Obama stood loyally by Eric Holder and 
Hillary Clinton. 

Loyalty is generally a good thing, in politics, as in life. But Kathleen Sebelius and her agency’s 
rollout of Obamacare is different. 

Sebelius’ department had 3½ years to prepare to implement the Affordable Care Act. No one 
ever suggested that commandeering one-sixth of the American economy would be an easy 
task. (Many Republicans suggested the opposite and were dismissed as killjoys for their efforts.) 
But after the debacle of the last two weeks, liberals and Democrats—not conservatives or 
Republicans—should be calling for Sebelius’s head. 

The administration’s handling of the implementation of Obamacare over the past three years 
has been a slow-moving train wreck: a mixture of embarrassing delays, hard-to-justify waivers, 
and assorted bad news about the unintended consequences of the law. Some of this was 
Sebelius’s fault, some of it was not. 

The crowning blunder came 10 days ago with the rollout of healthcare.gov website, the 
centerpiece of the administration’s effort to sign individuals up for coverage through the 
government-run health care exchanges that are at the heart of the legislation. To say this was 
vitally important to the overall success of the law is an understatement. It is the aspect of 
Obamacare that the president himself has said is utterly essential—and backed up those words 
by letting the federal government shut down rather that give in to Republican demands to gut it. 
Nonetheless, its premiere was a giant flop – and Kathleen Sebelius is responsible. 

The government’s website apparently cost more than $500 million to build—and counting. This 
is more than LinkedIn, Facebook, Twitter, Instagram or Spotify, and yet it has been a disaster 
from the get-go, freezing, crashing, and locking people out. 

The administration’s line is that the website was overwhelmed by surprisingly strong demand, 
which they cast as a good thing. Programmers who peeked under the hood of the website 
scoffed at that assertion, saying that the site was so poorly constructed, so full of glitches and 
buggy code that it could never have supported even the most modest traffic levels. Some of that 
code was actually caused by spelling errors in Javascript. 

Worse still, despite repeated warnings about the deficiency of the site, it apparently was not 
even taken out for a test drive before the administration launched the thing. 

"It wasn't designed well, it wasn't implemented well, and it looks like nobody tested it," database 
programmer Luke Chung told CBS. “I would be ashamed and embarrassed if my organization 
delivered something like that.” 



The website remains a mess to this day, and even though Sebelius has issued repeated 
assurances her team is working around the clock to get it fixed, serious damage has already 
been done. According to one estimate, just 51,000 people in the entire United States were able 
to complete applications on the site during the first week. 

Obama himself was reduced to pleading with people not to give up on signing up. Sebelius, 
dispatched this week to do damage control on "The Daily Show," only made matters worse by 
stumbling through an interview with an exasperated Jon Stewart—a supporter of Obamacare—
who couldn’t get a straight answer from the HHS secretary about why businesses received a 
one-year delay from being hit with penalties in the law but individuals did not. 

When the Obama administration loses Jon Stewart, you know things are bad. But supporters of 
Obamacare have a right to be furious with Sebelius. Her agency’s bungling has put Obama’s 
signature achievement, and his legacy, at risk. 

Republicans are fond of saying that government would work much better if it were run like a 
business. Any corporation that allowed a COO to mismanage a new product line as important to 
its image as the Affordable Care Act is to Obama's would be contemplating their severance 
package. 

The fact that Republicans haven’t called for Sebelius’ scalp should tell Democrats all they need 
to know about how much conservatives think she is hurting Obamacare’s cause. If the president 
cares about rescuing his signature policy initiative, he should consider putting it under new 
management right away. 

  
  
  
WSJ 
Now Is the Time to Delay ObamaCare  
It's not what Americans were promised—or even what Congress enacted. 
by Peggy Noonan 

The Obama administration has an implementation problem. More than any administration of the 
modern era they know how to talk but have trouble doing. They give speeches about 
ObamaCare but when it's unveiled what the public sees is a Potemkin village designed by the 
noted architect Rube Goldberg. They speak ringingly about the case for action in Syria but can't 
build support in the U.S. foreign-policy community, in Congress, among the public. Recovery 
summer is always next summer. They have trouble implementing. Which, of course, is the most 
boring but crucial part of governing. It's not enough to talk, you must perform. 

There is an odd sense with members of this administration that they think words are actions. 
Maybe that's why they tweet so much. Maybe they imagine Bashar Assad seeing their tweets 
and musing: "Ah, Samantha is upset—then I shall change my entire policy, in respect for her 
emotions!"  

That gets us to the real story of last week, this week and the future, the one beyond the 
shutdown, the one that normal people are both fully aware of and fully understand, and that is 



the utter and catastrophic debut of ObamaCare. Even for those who expected problems, and 
that would be everyone who follows government, it has been a shock.  

They had 3½ years to set it up! They knew exactly when it would be unveiled, on Oct. 1, 2013. 
On that date, they knew, millions could be expected to go online to see if they benefit.  

What they got was the administration's version of Project ORCA, the Romney campaign's 
computerized voter-turnout system that crashed with such flair on Election Day.  

Here is why the rollout is so damaging to ObamaCare: because everyone in America knows we 
spent four years arguing about the law, that it sucked all the oxygen from the room, that it 
commanded all focus, that it blocked out other opportunities and initiatives, and that it caused so 
many searing arguments—mandatory contraceptive and abortifacient coverage for religious 
organizations that oppose those things, fears about the sharing of private medical information, 
fears of rising costs and lost coverage. Throughout the struggle the American people must have 
thought: "OK, at the end it's gotta be worth it, it's got to give me at least some benefits to justify 
all this drama." And at the end they tried to log in, register and see their options, and found one 
big, frustrating, chaotic mess. As if for four years we all just wasted our time.  

A quick summary of what didn't work. Those who went on federal and state exchanges reported 
malfunctions during login, constant error messages, inability to create new accounts, frozen 
screens, confusing instructions, endless wait times, help lines that put people on hold and then 
cut them off, lost passwords and user names.  

After the administration floated the fiction that the problems were due to heavy usage, the 
Journal tracked down insurance and technology experts who said the real problems were 
inadequate coding and flaws in the architecture of the system. 

There were no enrollments in Delaware in three days. North Carolina got one enrollee. In 
Kansas ObamaCare was unable to report a single enrollment. A senior Louisiana state official 
told me zero people enrolled the first day, eight the second. The founder of McAfee slammed 
the system's lack of security on Fox Business Network, calling it a hacker's happiest nocturnal 
fantasy. He predicted millions of identity thefts. Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen 
Sebelius—grilled, surprisingly, on "The Daily Show"—sounded like a blithering idiot as she failed 
to justify why, in the middle of the chaos, individuals cannot be granted a one-year delay, just as 
businesses have been. 

More ominously, many of those who got into the system complained of sticker shock—high 
premiums, high deductibles.  

Where does this leave us? Congressional Republicans and the White House may soon begin a 
series of conversations centering on the debt-ceiling fight. Good: May they turn into 
negotiations. Republicans are now talking about a grand bargain involving entitlement spending, 
perhaps tax issues. But they would make a mistake in dropping ObamaCare as an issue. A few 
weeks ago they mistakenly demanded defunding—a move to please their base. They will be 
tempted to abandon even the word ObamaCare now, but this is exactly when they should keep, 
as the center of their message and their intent, not defunding ObamaCare but delaying it. Do 
they really want to turn abrupt focus to elusive Medicare cuts just when it has become obvious 
to the American people that parts of ObamaCare (like the ability to enroll!) are unworkable? 



The Republicans should press harder than ever to delay ObamaCare—to kick it back, allow the 
administration at least to create functioning websites, and improve what can be improved. 

In the past the president has vowed he'd never delay. But that was before the system so 
famously flopped when people tried to enroll. A delay would be an opportunity for the president 
to show he knows what's happening on the ground, a chance for him to be responsive. It would 
allow him to say the program itself is good but the technological infrastructure, frankly, has not 
yet succeeded. This would allow him to look like one thing no one thinks he is, which is modest.  

A closing thought on the oft-repeated liberal argument that ObamaCare must stay untouched 
and go forward as written. They say it was passed by Congress, adjudicated by the courts and 
implicitly endorsed in the 2012 election; its opponents are dead-enders who refuse to accept 
settled outcomes.  

There was always something wrong at the heart of this argument, and it's connected, believe it 
or not, to a story involving Johnny Carson. His show was a great American institution. When 
Carson retired in 1992, David Letterman was assumed to be his heir. Instead, NBC chose Jay 
Leno. In time Mr. Leno faltered, and NBC came back to Mr. Letterman, who now was receiving 
more lucrative offers from the other networks. Everybody wanted him. But it was his long-held 
dream to host "The Tonight Show," and he anguished. Then, as Bill Carter reported in "The Late 
Shift," his advisers came to him. "The Tonight Show" starring Johnny Carson doesn't exist 
anymore, they said. It's gone. It's Jay Leno's show now. If you want to take a lesser deal to be 
his successor, go ahead. But the old "Tonight Show" is gone. 

This helped clarify Mr. Letterman's mind. He went with CBS. 

OK, the Affordable Care Act doesn't exist anymore. It was passed and adjudicated, but since 
then it has changed, and something new has taken its place. Hundreds of waivers and 
exceptions have been granted. The president decided he had the power to delay the 
participation of businesses, while insisting on the continued participation of individuals. The 
program debuted and the debut was a disaster and Americans who want to be part of it haven't 
been able to join. 

The ACA doesn't exist anymore. It isn't the poor piece of legislation it was, it's a new and 
different poor piece of legislation.  

All of this is highly unusual. A continuation of unusual would therefore not be out of order. Delay 
the program. It's a mess and an oppression. Improve it. 

  
  
  
  



 
  
  

 
  



  

 
  
  
  

 
  



  
  

 
  
  
  

 
  
 


