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quest to keep the economy growing and
to reduce the Federal deficit. It is my
hope, Mr. Speaker, that at the end of
the day, we will be able to see bipar-
tisan support for this very appealing,
very attractive, very important pack-
age.
——

FEDERAL SPENDING AND THE
DEFICIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. TANNER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I came
over here this morning because I am
very concerned about our country. I
am concerned about it because we are
in a financial morass around here. I
don’t think that the powers that be in
this town are leveling with the Amer-
ican people about just how bad the
budget deficit and the debt of our coun-
try has become and how rapidly it has
deteriorated from the 1990s when we
had, arguably, a surplus, and we were
digging ourselves out of previous debt.

I do not mean this to be political, be-
cause we are all Americans first and
Democrats and Republicans second,
and this is our country’s balance sheet,
it is not the Republican balance sheet,
it is not the Democratic balance sheet,
it is all of our balance sheet, particu-
larly our children. In the last 4 years,
our country has borrowed over $1.3 tril-
lion. If that is not bad enough, it might
interest you to know that 85 percent of
that has come from foreign govern-
ments, foreigners, who are investing in
the bills, notes and bonds of our coun-
try.

China now owns almost $300 billion of
our paper, and the Japanese own al-
most $700 billion. In Asia alone, we owe
almost $1 trillion.

What does this mean to us? Well, it
means that we are mortgaging our
country to people who may not see the
world as we see it. We are giving those
countries leverage over us in the finan-
cial markets, so that we are poten-
tially in danger of losing our economic
freedom to people who own our debt
and who can therefore dictate the
value of the dollar and all the things
that go with that.

That said, this is an American prob-
lem. This is not the Republican’s bal-
ance sheet, it is not the Democrat’s
balance sheet, it is all of our balance
sheets.

In 2004, to put this in some kind of a
context, our government borrowed
$13,300 a second. Staggering. In the last
4 years, this administration and this
Congress have borrowed more money
from foreign interests than all 42 presi-
dents in our history up to 2001. Can you
imagine that? We have borrowed more
money from foreigners in the last 4
years than all 42 presidents of this
country up to 2001. We cannot continue
to do what we are doing here without
jeopardizing our economic freedom.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

In a few minutes, you are going to
hear from another Blue Dog, DENNIS
CARDOZA, about our plan to try to stop
this.

This whole budget process is broken.
You are going to hear a lot of stuff this
week about the reconciliation of the
budget, and what they are going to say
is we are cutting spending. But if you
look at it, the reconciliation process
will actually increase the deficit, not
decrease it.

Until the leadership of this country,
both here in Congress and the adminis-
tration, levels with all of us and comes
to the American people and says we
have got a problem, and we have got to
fix it and you have got to help, until
they do that, it is just one Congress-
man saying A and another Congress-
man saying B, and people lose sight of
what is going on here and think it is
just another political argument.

Well, I am here this morning to tell
you it is not a political argument. It is
a dire necessity that we face up to the
fact that we have a structural, con-
tinuing deficit. The President of the
United States himself said we hope to
cut the deficit in half in 5 years. That
is like saying a doctor telling you I
have got good news for you, I thought
you were going to bleed to death in 6
months. It will take you 1% years to
bleed to death.

That is no solution to our problem.
We have a structural deficit problem.
We go in the red every year around
here. We have got to completely, in my
judgment and in the Blue Dog’s judg-
ment, take another look at the whole
budget process and almost start from
scratch, because I can tell you, folks,
we are not doing any good the way we
are going right now.

——————

WHY ARE WE FIGHTING THE WAR
ON TERROR?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks
ago, President Bush addressed a Vir-
ginia audience, vowing no letup in the
war on terror. He acknowledged we
have rocky roads ahead but we will not
falter. The President said, ‘‘Tyrants
and would-be tyrants have always
claimed that murder is justified to
serve their grand vision and they end
up alienating decent people across the
globe.” And he said, ‘“‘And tyrants and
would-be tyrants have always claimed
that free men and women are weak and
decadent, until the day that free men
and women defeat them.”

Mr. Speaker, why did he say this?
For what exactly are we fighting is the
question. On Saturday, October 29, 2005,
in India, explosions rocked two New
Delhi markets, killing almost 60 peo-
ple. Although Indian officials appeared
hesitant to immediately place blame,
Pakistan-based Islamic militants have
been suspected in these bombings. Pos-

November 7, 2005

sibly, as some Indian analysts and
newspapers have suggested, these are
Pakistani-based groups fighting to
wrest Kashmir from India.

Meanwhile, in Jakarta, Indonesia,
that same day, seven assailants at-
tacked a group of high school girls
walking through a cocoa plantation on
their way to class in Indonesia’s tense
province of Central Sulawesi, behead-
ing three and seriously wounding a
fourth. The girls were from a private
Christian high school. Indonesia is the
world’s most populous Muslim nation.
But Central Sulawesi has a roughly
equal number of Muslims and Chris-
tians, and sectarian violence. The prov-
ince witnessed such a bloodly war in
2001-2002 that killed around 1,000 people
from both communities. At the time,
beheadings, burnings and other atroc-
ities were common.

Last week, a grateful Nation paid re-
spects and laid to rest a woman who
had the courage to practice her convic-
tions, Rosa Parks. In great part,
thanks to her understated fight for
freedom, we can take for granted in
this country our civil liberties. One of
the most fundamental of these, of
course, is the simple freedom to wor-
ship. However, the irony of our Nation
being touched by such a peacefully res-
olute woman being an agent of change
with nothing more than the word ‘‘no”
the same weekend we witness these al-
ternative, violent ways of objecting to
our fellow man by these Islamic fun-
damentalist terrorist practices is not
lost on me.

As did Rosa Parks, thousands of indi-
viduals today around the world want to
practice their civil rights in the name
of freedom of worship, perhaps in a
faith not held by their nation’s leaders.
We want to practice Christianity, or
Judaism, or Buddhism, or observe no
religion at all, yet there are some peo-
ple who just cannot stand this, who ab-
solutely refuse to allow us this oppor-
tunity. The Web site
www.persecution.org, a Web site that
tracks human rights and persecution of
people for choosing to simply practice
their Christian faith, reported on Octo-
ber 6 that 53-year-old Pamilton Tadoa,
a member of the Tabernakel Pente-
costal Church in Indonesia, was shot in
the head and killed in the area of Poso
while he road his motorbike to school
where he served as a treasurer. His
death raised fears of a new Islamic
crackdown on evangelicals in Indo-
nesia, where 10,000 Christians died be-
tween 1998 and 2003 at the hands of ex-
treme Islamic jihad warriors, accord-
ing to human rights group Open Doors.
About 1,000 churches were burned down
by Islamic mobs, Open Door said in
that report.

Some ask why are we at war? Why
are we fighting this war on terror? Be-
cause this is how some people in the
world continue to settle their dif-
ferences. Our Nation faces angrily
squabbling, fighting mad, groups and
individuals who are diametrically op-
posed to one another, but it seldom
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