
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH422 February 28, 2006 
on the moon, why would our Nation let 
itself be reduced to beggary and the 
Nation, to beggardom? 

Why would any level of our govern-
ment seek foreign ownership or leasing 
of any of America’s key assets, our 
ports, airports, railroads, turnpikes, in-
dustrial plants, even endowments to 
Presidential libraries? Why would we 
do it, ever? But why would you do it 
particularly when we are a nation at 
war? 

The answer is simple. It appears our 
Nation cannot afford to stand on its 
own two feet anymore. We beg foreign 
investment because we cannot pay our 
own way. Our jobs and productive 
wealth and manufacturing and agri-
culture are being shipped offshore 
every day. Our piggy bank is empty. 

So our assets are being sold or leased 
to foreign interests. Our savings are 
drained. Our national debt is sky-
rocketing. So our society is selling off, 
releasing our crown jewels. 

I do not agree with this. I have been 
fighting it ever since our Nation start-
ed to sell more and more of our U.S. 
debt securities to foreign interests, 
who now own half, half of the debt of 
this Nation, and we pay them over $300 
billion a year in interest and it is sky-
rocketing. 

Some people who get elected, even 
Presidents, do not think that there are 
certain fundamentals in accounting 
that you must follow. They think that 
you can avoid responsibility in borrow- 
and-spend abandon. They think you 
can avoid responsibility. They mix up 
their love of money, frankly anybody’s 
money, even foreign interests’ money, 
with freedom’s discipline. They some-
how think it will all work out. 

Well, America has been pushed to the 
edge of its financial resources with 
over $7 trillion in debt, which is rising. 
The war in Iraq has cost billions too 
much. We were told we would be out of 
there in 6 months. 

We are lectured by a President that 
we should become energy independent, 
yet during his presidency he has made 
us more dependent on foreign sources 
of oil, so we borrow and spend to make 
up the difference. And we are paying 
more and more for imported fuel and 
going deeper into debt with oil im-
ports, now the largest share of our 
trade gap. 

Budget numbers do not lie. Trade 
statistics do not lie. Who do you think 
is financing America’s beggardom? 
Foreign interests. The kind of folks 
who own Dubai Ports World. Trade 
deficits are exploding as we witness the 
import deluge into our country. Last 
year nearly a trillion dollars in trade 
debt, staggering, hard to find anything 
made here anymore. 

So now we are in the fire sale phase. 
Rent out the ports, lease the Indiana 
Turnpike, sell off the auto industry, 
print the stationery in China. To live 
so recklessly and to spend so wildly 
does exact a price. It forces America to 
be reduced from our birthright of inde-
pendence and the discipline that that 
entails to a sorry state of beggardom. 

Curious developments happen too. 
Why did George Bush, Sr. accept a mil-
lion-dollar contribution to his Presi-
dential library in Texas from the 
United Arab Emirates? Who was buy-
ing favor with whom and for what? 

What is so shocking is that the vast 
majority of Americans oppose 
beggardom, oppose the leasing of U.S. 
ports to any foreign interests, surely 
by those who could not prevent infil-
tration of their citizens to this country 
on 9/11. 

Americans want to be independent. 
They love freedom, not beggardom. The 
World Ports debacle is the latest evi-
dence America’s corporate and polit-
ical elites, sometimes the same people, 
are selling out America’s independ-
ence, making deals with undemocratic 
kingdoms. 

Seven sheiks run the United Arab 
Emirates. It is not a democratic coun-
try. Dubai World Ports is a govern-
ment-owned enterprise. Why should it 
compete with free enterprise in this 
country? That country does not recog-
nize Israel, and it does not allow Chris-
tian crosses to be erected anywhere in-
side the borders of that nation. Who 
could believe that a nation that sent 
two terrorists into our Trade Towers 
and whose banks laundered money for 
9/11 will now manage some of our major 
ports. Insanity. 

Some people say our intelligence 
services failed us. I say our elected 
leaders have failed us, starting in the 
Oval Office. They fail us time and 
again because they are blinded by their 
own beggary. They used to say you 
could buy people here in Washington 
for a lunch. Wow, has the bar been 
raised. 

America, awake. Patrick Henry’s 
clarion had it right, give me liberty or 
give me death, no beggary, no 
beggardom, no sellout of our Republic. 

f 

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

(Mr. DREIER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

THE COMBAT METHAMPHETAMINE 
EPIDEMIC ELIMINATION ACT 

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

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, much of 
what we do here in Congress is very 
contentious. Our 1-minutes and 5-min-
utes tend to reflect a lot of those deep 
divisions. And while we sometimes 
share basic views, I think that they get 
carried to extremes sometimes on 
House debate. 

I want talk about something we have 
actually done in a bipartisan way. We 
often hear that we do not do anything 
here in a bipartisan fashion and that 
all we can agree on are naming post of-

fices. But this week when the PA-
TRIOT Act passes, inside the PATRIOT 
Act is the Combat Methamphetamine 
Epidemic Elimination Act, the largest 
and most comprehensive legislation 
ever done by a United States Congress 
on methamphetamine. 

Nearly 20 years ago there were some 
attempts to regulate some of what was 
then called ‘‘crank’’ and some vari-
ations of methamphetamine that had 
already started in Asia and had been in 
Hawaii and had trickled in, even a dec-
ade ago or a little longer, into the West 
Coast, in Oregon and Washington State 
and California, but had not really hit 
the United States in full force. 

Then over the last several years, 
Members of Congress have been coming 
here frustrated with the fact that our 
administration, from the Republican 
standpoint and from the Nation’s, our 
present administration had not been 
responding aggressively enough to the 
Methamphetamine Act, and how to ad-
dress the control of pseudoephedrine in 
the United States, as well as the 
ephedra and pseudoephedra that was 
coming into the United States that was 
making and going into the mom-and- 
pop meth labs, as well as the crystal 
meth. 

Senators TALENT and FEINSTEIN in-
troduced a bill on the Senate side to do 
what many States were doing, and that 
is, put pseudoephedrine behind the 
counter. Majority Whip BLUNT intro-
duced similar legislation in the House. 

In addition, Members from both par-
ties introduced many different bills. 
Congresswoman HOOLEY and Rep-
resentative KENNEDY, in particular, led 
the effort to try to go beyond just put-
ting something behind the counter, but 
to try to regulate international legisla-
tion; and their bills were incorporated 
in a more comprehensive bill that then 
also absorbed the Blunt-Talent-Fein-
stein bill. 

This all was attached to the PA-
TRIOT Act. And I would have just as 
soon had a free debate here on the 
House floor and dealt with this, but 
part of the thing is that as we moved 
this meth bill through, we came under 
tremendous counterattack from the 
pharmaceutical industry that did not 
want any limitations on pseudo-
ephedrine in the United States. 

We came under heavy attack from 
the China lobby and the Mexico lobby 
that did not want the threat of decerti-
fication on them if they did not cooper-
ate on controlling pseudoephedrine. 

What this bill will do is limit the 
daily purchase, it will limit the month-
ly purchase, require purchasers to show 
ID and sign in a log book. 

Therefore, as Indiana passes a law, 
people will no longer be able to go to 
Michigan and Ohio to get their 
pseudoephedrine and continue to kind 
of supply the raw material for all of 
the mom-and-pop labs, 900 last year in 
the State of Indiana, whereas Ohio 
only had 300, which, by the way, was a 
growth from 30. 

But we go beyond just the control of 
pseudoephedrine and the few remaining 
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States that did not have that control. 
We closed loopholes in existing import- 
export and wholesale regulations, not 
only the main markets, but the spot 
market. There are basically only nine 
plants in the entire world that manu-
facture pseudoephedrine. We need 
China and India and several of the Eu-
ropean countries, and the Czech Repub-
lic recently closed down their plant; we 
need to regulate this, know how many 
quantities are coming through. We 
need to do better control on the south-
west border, where much of what pours 
in from other nations in the world, 
Mexico basically puts a minimum of 40 
tons of raw pseudoephedrine beyond 
what they use in the United States 
that is used in mom-and-pop labs. 

We also try to address not only the 
precursors for the mom-and-pop labs, 
but what immediately moves in behind. 
As we have seen in Oklahoma, as we 
have seen in many other States, and 
even in my State where the mom-and- 
pop labs go down, the crystal meth 
comes in behind. 

The crystal meth is even more potent 
to the individuals. It is not as dan-
gerous to the environment. It is not as 
dangerous to our local law enforcement 
people. You do not see explosions in 
homes that kill and maim little kids. 
But to the individual user, crystal 
meth is even more damaging than the 
homemade meth, because it is pure and 
even more addictive. And this often 
moves in behind. 

So then the treatment programs are 
stressed, the highways still have people 
on it, that is why in addition to the be-
hind-the-counter, we have got to go to 
the raw pseudoephedrine that is going 
into the crystal meth labs in Mexico 
and some of the super labs that are 
still left in the West. 

We have increased and toughened 
penalties against meth traffickers and 
smugglers. We authorized the meth hot 
spots program, something the adminis-
tration continues to try to zero out, 
and we have never had it authorized. 

This authorizes that program which 
makes it much harder for the adminis-
tration to try to eliminate it, as well 
as increases funding in the authorizing 
for drug courts, for the drug endan-
gered children program and programs 
to assist pregnant women addicted to 
meth. 

This is an historic step. When the 
Senate passes the PATRIOT Act to-
morrow, there will be lots of debate 
about the PATRIOT Act and all of 
that. But inside that bill is the most 
significant bipartisan effort we have 
ever done in the United States Con-
gress on methamphetamine. 

And I am thrilled that it is finally 
going to become law after languishing 
and battling and watching all of the 
different interests try to defeat this. 
This is a triumph for bipartisanship. It 
is a triumph for locals who came to us 
and asked this to be done. It is a tri-
umph to all of our narcotics officers 
around the United States and all of the 
drug treatment people around the 

United States and prevention people 
who have been saying, when are you 
going to do something on meth? Well, 
this week we are. 

f 

OPERATIONS IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, one 
cannot doubt that the American objec-
tive in Iraq has failed. Those are not 
my words. They were written last week 
by William F. Buckley, the godfather 
of modern American conservatism. 

In a column entitled, It Did Not 
Work, Mr. Buckley urges an acknowl-
edgment of defeat in Iraq. If President 
Bush has lost William F. Buckley, then 
his Iraq policy is in a heap of trouble. 

By the way, I am eager to see if Mr. 
Buckley is labeled a treasonous cow-
ard, as my friend and colleague Mr. 
MURTHA was when he made similar 
points a few months ago. 

b 2015 

Who could blame Mr. Buckley, or 
anyone else with a pulse, for that mat-
ter, at arriving at this conclusion? 

While we were away for our district 
work period, the bombing of a Shiite 
shrine ignited the most gruesome car-
nage that Iraq has ever seen since the 
war began nearly 3 years ago. The 
Washington Post reported on its front 
page this morning that a staggering 
1,300 people died in last week’s sec-
tarian violence. 

‘‘Hundreds of unclaimed dead lay at 
the morgue at midday Monday,’’ The 
Post reported, ‘‘blood-caked men who 
had been shot, knifed, garroted or ap-
parently suffocated by the plastic bags 
still over their heads. Many of the bod-
ies were sprawled with their hands still 
bound.’’ 

Is this what ‘‘freedom on the march’’ 
looks like, Mr. Speaker? 

But we should not be surprised. It is 
not as if no one saw this coming. Those 
of us who opposed the Iraq war before 
it even started warned that an invasion 
would open up a Pandora’s Box of eth-
nic strife that we would be unable to 
tame, that could lead to full-blown 
civil war. 

The administration’s Iraq policy is a 
tragic blunder of historic proportions. I 
can hardly believe that we have sac-
rificed 2,300 Americans and spent a 
quarter of a trillion dollars all so Iraq 
could slip into chaos and lawlessness, 
with the political process now hanging 
by the flimsiest of threads. 

My heart weeps for our soldiers who 
have been put in this impossible situa-
tion. Various news reports describe 
some of our troops as hanging back 
during last week’s violence. Why? Be-
cause rather than being able to calm 
the uprisings, they know that their 
very presence is actually one of the 
main catalysts for the violence in the 
first place. No wonder a new poll shows 
that our servicemen and -women in 

Iraq believe we should leave and we 
should leave soon, with less than a 
quarter agreeing with President Bush 
that we should stay as long as it takes. 

Here you see a complete folly that is 
our policy. Our preemptive occupation 
lit the original match that grew into 
this uncontainable inferno. We do not 
have a hose to put it out. In fact, we 
pour gasoline on the fire every single 
day, a fire that is destroying Iraq, kill-
ing our soldiers, sending them home 
wounded almost beyond repair. And for 
what reason? If we are doing more 
harm than good, if we are a force for 
resentment and divisiveness, rather 
than peace and stability, what are we 
doing there? 

Mr. Speaker, it has never been clear-
er that it is time to bring our troops 
home. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CONAWAY). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

STUCK IN THE MIDDLE OF A CIVIL 
WAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, we 
are engaged in a great civil war. How-
ever, not our civil war but the Iraqis’ 
civil war. We are caught in the middle 
of it. And there are some people who 
say that we do not have a plan, the 
Democrats have no plan. 

Well, today JACK MURTHA sent 
around again to us a Dear Colleague. 
That is a method by which we in the 
House talk to one another; we let our 
colleagues know what we think or 
what is going on. JACK sent one around 
with his plan to pull the troops out of 
Iraq. Nobody is paying any attention 
to JACK MURTHA. They make fun of 
him as not being a patriot or some-
thing but they are missing the point. 
We are deeper and deeper and deeper in 
this war and there is no end. 

Now, the American people have no 
excuse, nor does the Congress have any 
excuse for not knowing what we are 
into, because they put out from the 
Pentagon every year something called 
the ‘‘Quadrennial Defense Review.’’ 
That is to tell us what we are going to 
do for the next 4 years. They have 
changed the language. They are not 
going to call it the war on terror any-
more. It is now called ‘‘The Long War.’’ 
And the one just put out and presented 
to the Congress outlines plans for 20 
years into the future. 

This administration has no intention 
whatsoever to pull out of Iraq or to 
pull the bases out of Iraq, or to do any-
thing as sensible as what JACK MURTHA 
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