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about the beauty that God had blessed 
us with, this natural beauty. But what 
he was really was encouraged with, and 
I want to read this, ‘‘But not until I 
went to the churches of America and I 
heard her pulpits flamed with right-
eousness did I understand the secret of 
her genius and power. America is great 
because America is good. And if Amer-
ica ever ceases to be good, America 
will cease to be great.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, there is also another 
quote that I think goes back to Jeff 
Jacoby with the Boston Globe that I 
read back in 1995, my first year in the 
United States Congress, when he said 
that religion can survive in the absence 
of freedom, but freedom without reli-
gion becomes dangerous and unstable. 

And what I am seeing happening in 
this country today bothers me greatly. 
When I think about the young men and 
women that are dying in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, they are dying so the Iraqi 
people can have freedom, and yet in 
this great Nation known as America, 
our priests, our preachers, rabbis and 
clerics cannot have the first amend-
ment rights. 

Let me share a quote with you from 
Floyd Flake. Floyd Flake, Mr. Speak-
er, was one of the finest Members of 
this United States House of Represent-
atives. He is a minister in New York 
City. And I want to read this for you 
very quickly. It is a letter about the 
bill I put in to return freedom of speech 
to our churches and synagogues. He 
says, ‘‘I praise God for the stand that 
you have taken to defend the first 
amendment rights of houses of wor-
ship. It is unjust that churches and 
clergymen and women are unfairly tar-
geted when they exercise their rights 
as American citizens. I am pleased to 
offer my whole-hearted support with 
sincere prayer for passage of this im-
portant and liberating legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I will close, but I want 
to say that I hope that the colleagues 
of mine in this House will join me in 
returning the first amendment rights 
to our churches, our synagogues and 
our mosques. 

I close by asking God to please bless 
our men and women in uniform and 
their families and my God continue to 
bless and help save America. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4613, DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2005 

Mrs. MYRICK, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 108–559) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 683) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 4613) making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2005, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

THE ADMINISTRATION’S FAILURE 
TO DESTROY A TERRORIST CAMP 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

GERLACH). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, last 
week the independent 9/11 Commission 
said it found ‘‘no credible evidence to 
substantiate the charge that there was 
a relationship between Saddam Hussein 
and Iraq and 9/11. We have no credible 
evidence that Iraq and al Qaeda cooper-
ated on attacks against the United 
States.’’ Yet, 2 days later, Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY said that, in fact, that 
was not true, that there were long es-
tablished ties with al Qaeda. 

Now, of course, Vice President CHE-
NEY has quite a distinguished record as 
Vice President. He was the gentleman 
of 3 years ago said during the energy 
crisis in the western United States 
that those of us who thought there was 
market manipulation were really pret-
ty stupid, and this was just market 
forces at work and there was no manip-
ulation of the market. And Enron was 
a wonderful and upstanding company. 
Of course, now Enron officials, one 
after another, are going to jail, and 
hopefully Ken Lay will be criminally 
indicted this week. But the Vice Presi-
dent waxed eloquent there as he did 
here. 

He also has said that deficits do not 
matter despite the fact we will borrow 
$700 billion against our future and obli-
gate Americans for generations to pay 
that money back. He says that does not 
matter perhaps because his tax policy 
that he and the President envision says 
that only wage earners and salary 
earners will repay that and the 
wealthy and those that you normally 
associate with and corporations will 
not pay. But, nonetheless, he said 
again trying to raise the old saw about 
this relationship perhaps because al-
though he told us that he knew exactly 
where the weapons of mass destruction 
were, he failed to point any of the U.S. 
troops, the inspectors or anybody who 
has been in Iraq for the last year and a 
half to that exact spot where he knew 
those weapons were located. 

So it is a continuing attempt at ob-
fuscation. The one thing they point to 
does have a kernel of truth, and they 
point to terrorist Abu Musab Zarqawi. 
He is a really bad guy. He has been be-
hind more than 700 terrorist killings in 
Iraq it is estimated, a mastermind. 

In June 2002, the United States intel-
ligence service located Mr. Zarqawi 
and they said he had set up a weapons 
lab in Kirma, in northern Iraq. He was 
producing ricin and cyanide. The Pen-
tagon drafted plans and asked the Bush 
administration to take out Mr. 
Zarqawi. The Bush administration said 
no. 

Then we went 4 months later, and 
this is all from a report by Jim 
Miklaszewski, a correspondent for NBC 
news. Four months later, Intelligence 
showed that Zarqawi was planning to 

use the ricin in attacks in Europe. The 
Pentagon drew up a second strike plan. 
The White House again killed it. This 
is a quote from a former national secu-
rity member, ‘‘People were more ob-
sessed with developing the coalition to 
overthrow Saddam than to execute the 
President’s policy of preemption 
against terrorists.’’ 

Then finally the threat turned real in 
January. Mr. Zarqawi’s group, a num-
ber of them were arrested in London 
and they had a ricin lab which was di-
rectly connected to the lab in northern 
Iraq. This was a part of the country 
Saddam Hussein did not control. The 
Kurds controlled that area undercover 
of U.S. air power. So Saddam Hussein 
did not control this area. And, again, 
the United States flew over it every 
day. In fact, we might remember that 
Colin Powell famously pointed to it 
when he made his presentation to the 
National Security Council and said 
there are terrorists in this camp train-
ing in an area where we control the air 
space and we fly over it every day. But 
we did not take it out. 

And because the Bush administration 
was more obsessed with building its co-
alition of the willing, worried that 
countries some of those the new Eu-
rope might fall off from our coalition, 
those who sent five, ten, or 15 troops to 
the coalition, if we took out this ter-
rorist camp, they did not do it. And 
U.S. troops and many others have died 
because this administration failed to 
take out that terrorist camp on the 
three occasions when the Pentagon 
asked them to do it because they were 
so obsessed with pursuing a war 
against Saddam Hussein and his non 
existent weapons of mass destruction. 
Now, he was a bad guy in the world and 
we are well quit of him, hopefully per-
manently quit of him soon. 

But the point is when this adminis-
tration turned its eyes away from al 
Qaeda, and turned its eyes away from 
the terrorists, and refused to take out 
Zarqawi, they were making a grave 
error and people have died because of 
that error. 

f 

FAST FACTS ON THE SPENDING 
ISSUE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker and 
Members, I rise tonight to talk about 
our budget, the Federal budget and en-
forcing that budget. Now, I came here 
with Mr. JONES and others with a fairly 
large class back in 1995 we were elected 
to Congress. And I will never forget one 
of the first meetings we were invited to 
was held by some of the top economics 
folks here in Washington and folks 
from the Congressional Budget Office. 
And they told us at that meeting that 
if we did not get serious about bal-
ancing the budget, we forget now that 
back throughout most of the 1980s, we 
were running deficits exceeding $200 
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billion, in fact, by today’s accounting 
standards it would have probably ap-
proached $300 billion, but, nonetheless, 
we had this meeting and at the meet-
ing they told us that if we in Congress 
did not get serious about balancing the 
Federal books, that by the time my 
children got to be my age, they could 
be facing a tax rate at the Federal level 
of over 80 percent just to pay the inter-
est on the national debt. 

Well, the good news is we got serious 
about balancing the Federal budget. 
We limited the growth in Federal 
spending. We allowed the Federal budg-
et to grow at a slower rate than the av-
erage family budget. And the net result 
is we went from $275 billion deficits to 
$250 billion surpluses. And that hap-
pened largely because we controlled 
Federal spending. From 1995 until 2000, 
total Federal spending only grew at an 
average rate of about 3.2 percent. 

Now, since 2001, I have to say, Fed-
eral spending has grown at more than 
double that rate, at an average rate of 
6.4 percent. You can see that from this 
chart. In fact, this chart and the 6.4 
percent growth in Federal spending as-
sumes that we will actually abide by 
and live with the very tough budget 
that this House has passed. 

Now, unfortunately, the other body 
has not passed a budget this year and 
so we will have to negotiate with some 
of the folks over there and so the 6.4 
percent assumes that we will wind up 
with the House’s very tight numbers in 
which we freeze large chunks of the 
Federal budget. 

Let me give for the benefit of some of 
the members and others who may be 
tuning in, some of the other numbers 
about the budget. Since 2001, according 
to the House Committee on the Budget, 
discretionary spending, that is a way of 
saying things beyond the entitlements, 
has gone up an average of 9.7 percent 
per year. So it is not just about 9/11 and 
it is not just about the war, it is about 
a lot of other things we have been 
spending money on. 

Mandatory spending has now in-
creased to a point where mandatory 
spending, and these are the things 
which we sometimes call entitlements, 
Medicare, Social Security, welfare-type 
benefits, there are a lot of benefits in-
side the Federal Government that if 
you qualify for them, you automati-
cally receive them. Mandatory spend-
ing or entitlement spending today rep-
resents 55 percent of the Federal budg-
et. And this does not include the new 
entitlement that was created this year 
under Medicare for prescription drugs 
which, according to one study, will add 
over $161⁄2 trillion of unfunded liabil-
ities to the Federal budget long term. 

Finally, let me say and that I think 
this is important in recognizing how 
big the budget has become. For the 
first time since World War II, total 
Federal spending has reached more 
than $20,000 per household in the 
United States. 

Well, what can we do about all of 
this? Well, what we need to do is get 

back to basics. What we did for most of 
the 1990s we had here in Washington 
the House and Senate had agreed to 
what are call spending caps and 
PAYGO rules. And we need to bring 
them back. I am not the only one who 
believes that. Later this week the 
house is going to vote on some spend-
ing caps and PAYGO provisions that I 
think are long overdue. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not the only one 
who feels that. Let me read what 
Chairman Alan Greenspan said about 
PAYGO and spending caps and house 
Committee on the Budget in July of 
2003. I will quote, ‘‘I would like to see 
the restoration of PAYGO and discre-
tionary caps, which essentially will re-
strain the expansion of the deficit and 
indeed ultimately contain it.’’ He went 
on to say, ‘‘It did that back in the 
early 1990s. I thought it was quite sur-
prisingly successful in restraining what 
had been a budget which had gotten 
out of kilter. I would like to see those 
restraints reimposed and, by their very 
nature, they will bring fiscal responsi-
bility back.’’ 

Let me just read what he also said in 
a Committee on the Budget in 2002 
about spending caps and PAYGO. ‘‘Re-
storing fiscal discipline must be a high 
priority. The progress in the 1990s in 
reducing budget deficits might have 
been elusive were it not for the budget 
rules that had worked far better than 
many skeptics, myself included,’’ and 
this is Mr. Greenspan speaking, ‘‘my-
self included had expected.’’ 

‘‘Now is not the time to abandon the 
discipline of the structure that worked 
so well for so long. 

b 1945 

The framework enacted in the Budg-
et Enforcement Act of 1990 must be 
preserved. 

Well, we allowed those spending caps 
to expire a few years ago; and it is no 
coincidence that when we allowed the 
spending caps to expire, Federal spend-
ing began to go up at double the rate it 
went up for most of the 1990s. We will 
have an opportunity on Thursday to 
deal with this. Hopefully, we will have 
a vote on this thing; and we need to re-
turn to some form of spending caps and 
PAYGO. 

We have got a tough budget here in 
the House. We have got to make cer-
tain that it gets enforced. I am not the 
only one who believes that. Dr. Alan 
Greenspan was saying this a couple of 
years ago. 

f 

THE ECONOMIC OUTLOOK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GERLACH). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
last week, on the floor of this Chamber, 
there were two interesting 1-hour pres-
entations. The first hour came from 
the other side of the aisle, from the Re-
publican side. Members from Texas and 

Illinois, Members from Arizona and 
West Virginia, Members from Florida, 
Indiana, from my State of Ohio all 
spoke on the floor and talked about the 
growing economy, how the American 
economy is back. 

They talked about corporate profits 
being up. They talked about economic 
prosperity. They said that our econ-
omy was in fine, fine shape. In fact, 
they quoted President Bush’s Sec-
retary of Commerce who said, ‘‘It is 
the best economic climate in my life-
time.’’ That was the first hour. 

The next hour a group of us from 
mostly Ohio, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN), the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. JONES), the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), was joined by 
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY). We, instead of sort of 
cheerleading this economic growth, we 
talked instead or related stories from 
people in our districts and letters we 
had received about people struggling 
with stagnating wages, with tuition in-
creases. Ohio State’s tuition will go up 
13 percent this fall. Akron University’s 
tuition went up 16 percent last fall. We 
talked about gas prices, people’s dif-
ficulty of dealing with higher gas 
prices, of diminishing health care bene-
fits, the employers cutting prescription 
drug benefits, all of that. 

In my State of Ohio, we have lost one 
out of six manufacturing jobs since 
President Bush took office. Some 
228,000 jobs overall have disappeared in 
my State since the President took the 
oath of office in 2001. In fact, because 
we have lost 2.5 million jobs since he 
took office, President Bush will be the 
first President since Herbert Hoover to 
have had a net loss of jobs. 

Now, we can talk about how much 
corporate profits are up, and that is a 
good thing for sure. We can talk about 
some economic growth, and this is a 
good thing; but when we look at the 
economy and we look at the kinds of 
job loss and we think about what that 
job loss means, first of all, a steel-
worker in Canton, Ohio; an auto work-
er in Lorain, Ohio; a textile worker in 
North Carolina that loses a job that 
pays $10 or $12 or $15 or $20 an hour, de-
pending on the plant and the location, 
what that means when that family 
loses that job, if perhaps the members 
of the family can find another job, that 
certainly will pay less, if they can find 
anything else, but think what that 
means to that family and those chil-
dren and to the schools in that district 
where that plant closed down. 

The city of Cleveland laid off 600 
teachers starting this fall. Classrooms 
in Cleveland now will average 30 stu-
dents per classroom. Layoffs in my 
home city of Lorain, several dozen 
teachers lost their jobs because we 
have lost industrial jobs. Police and 
fire are laid off, which is a greater 
hardship on those families and greater 
hardship on the communities that they 
face, which will then have slower po-
lice and fire response time. 

The person that owns the diner, the 
waiters and waitresses in the diner 

VerDate May 21 2004 03:45 Jun 22, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K21JN7.060 H21PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-08-01T06:25:30-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




