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people in America forgot the lessons of
history when a blank check was given
to a President in Iraq. There are still
some lessons to learn.

The Vietnam War was going badly, so
much so that an earlier President did
not merely escalate the war, he ex-
panded it into Laos and Cambodia, se-
cret bombing that did not shorten the
Vietnam War or offer a path to resolu-
tion.

My fear is that we will forget all the
lessons of the Vietnam War. It is time
to ask the question: Is Iran the next
Laos or Cambodia?

With things going badly in Iraq, will
the President continue to ignore the
lessons of history and order the Amer-
ican military not merely to escalate
but to expand the war beyond Iraq? I
wish a question like this did not have
to be asked, but we cannot watch Iraq,
consider Vietnam, and not worry that a
President who refuses to learn from
history or admit mistakes is not
doomed to repeating the same mis-
takes.

Military action is not the answer in
Iraq, in Iran or Gaza, or any other flash
point in the Middle East. We need to
dispatch an army all right, an army of
diplomats armed not with bullets but
with ideas, with resolve and with a
book of American history in every
briefcase.

The way out of Iraq must begin here
on Capitol Hill, because down the
street at the White House, they are
only talking about more ways in and,
we fear, other places to go. This war
must end now, and there should be a
binding resolution to indicate that to
the President and to the American peo-
ple.

——
AMNESTY FOR U.S. BORDER PA-
TROL AGENTS RAMOS AND
COMPEAN

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, 3 weeks ago, two U.S.
Border Patrol agents entered Federal
prison. Agents Ramos and Compean
never should have been sent to prison.

These agents were convicted last
spring for shooting a Mexican drug
smuggler who brought 743 pounds of
marijuana across our southern borders
into Texas. Members of Congress and
countless American citizens have re-
peatedly petitioned President Bush to
pardon these agents. At the House
Democratic Caucus last week, the
President said, and I quote the Presi-
dent, ‘“We want our Border Patrol
agents guarding the borders from
criminals and drug dealers and terror-
ists.”

Agents Ramos and Compean were
protecting the American people from
an illegal drug dealer. Mr. President,
we are calling on you today, as you
pledged you would last month, to take
a sober look at this case.
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Many Members of Congress have
warned that if these two border agents
enter prison, their safety would be
threatened by those who hate law en-
forcement officers. Madam Speaker,
tragically this happened last Saturday
evening to Agent Ramos who was beat-
en in prison by a group of Mexican na-
tionals.

Mr. President, the safety of these
men is in jeopardy and time is running
out. You alone have the authority to
correct this injustice by pardoning
these two men. Mr. President, please
do not delay your review of the facts of
this case.

Madam Speaker, my colleagues and I
will soon be sending a fifth letter to
the President concerning these agents.
We are asking the President to please
expedite his consideration of a pardon
for these two men and help these fami-
lies realize that America is a country
that believes in justice. Madam Speak-
er, I want to repeat that phrase very
quickly: America is a country that be-
lieves in justice.

Mr. President, please help these two
Border agents. They deserve our praise,
not to be in prison. Please, Mr. Presi-
dent, help them out now.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

————
THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, finally, I have
some grounds for agreement with the
President, at least rhetorically. He
says he is committed to balancing the

budget by 2012. Unfortunately, after
that statement, our disagreements
begin.

First and foremost, he forgets or ne-
glects to tell the American people that
he achieves this so-called balance by
borrowing $1.2 trillion of Social Secu-
rity surplus, spending it and replacing
it with IOUs.

Remember, just last year, the Presi-
dent was shocked, shocked, when he
went to Parkersburg, West Virginia,
that the Social Security trust fund
consisted of nothing but I0Us.

Now, the Federal Government is
pretty good for its debts unless you run
up such a mountain of debt and you cut
revenues so much with tax cuts for the
wealthy that you can’t afford to meet
those obligations; you can’t afford to
cash in the bonds or the IOUs to Social
Security. And I believe that is his long-
term plan, to bankrupt Social Secu-
rity, Medicare and other New Deal pro-
grams that this administration viscer-
ally hates because they don’t encour-
age people to stand on their own. They
say it would be a more productive soci-
ety if we just didn’t have all those so-
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cial support programs or guarantees of
Social Security.

I think they give people an oppor-
tunity. They allow people to take
chances during their life because they
know, if they don’t make it in that
business or something else they are
trying to do, at least they have got a
foundation there for their later years.
So we should not jeopardize Social Se-
curity; the President should not bor-
row and spend the entire Social Secu-
rity surplus just before the baby
boomers retire.

But even after he does that, the
President’s budget does not achieve
balance. Far from it. The President’s
budget assumes there will be no cost
for the war in Iraq or the war in Af-
ghanistan after 2009. I guess he has a
withdrawal plan he has not told us
about.

What about the much vaunted war on
terror? No money in the future budgets
for that. He assumes all that goes
away, you know, the incredible
amounts of money we are spending
there.

He further assumes that if we cut
taxes more for the wealthy, that the
government will get more revenues.
Now, isn’t that a beautiful world? If we
could just eliminate taxes for the
wealthy, I guess we would go back to
having surpluses for the Federal Gov-
ernment under the bizarre economic
theories followed by these
neoconservatives who thus far have
been proven to be pretty wrong on a
host of things, starting with Iraq and
on down to their bizarre theories that,
as you reduce revenues, your revenues
increase. They don’t.

Plain and simple, the wealthiest
among us have to start paying their
fair share to support this country par-
ticularly in a time of crisis. Why
shouldn’t they sacrifice? Like the
young men and women, many of whom
are in the National Guard because they
needed an income. Yes, they wanted to
serve our country, but they also needed
the income; many of whom are in the
military, yes, because they want to
serve our country but also because
they hope to get those education bene-
fits and some training to do better
when they come out.

But the wealthiest, they are given a
total buy. They have been given tax
cuts, the first tax cuts in a time of war
in the history of the United States of
America. But the President doesn’t
think we should ask anything of the
wealthy, and he pretends that if we ex-
tend their tax breaks forever, if we
eliminate taxes on estates worth over
$56 million, then in fact the government
will have more revenues. Unfortu-
nately, it is not true. It will increase
the deficit wildly beyond the numbers
in his budget.

So he borrows all of the Social Secu-
rity surplus, robs the trust funds,
spends the money, replaces it with
IOUs, cuts taxes for the rich people.
How else does he pretend to get the
balance? By cutting Medicare.
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That will help. $252 billion cut in
Medicare, cutting Medicaid health care
for poor people, that will get us to bal-
ance, would not want to ask the rich
people.

The tax cuts for the rich people so far
exceed the cuts that he is making in
Medicare and Medicaid, we could fully
fund those programs and just ask to re-
store a fraction of the taxes on people
who earn over $300,000 a year and have
estates more than $6 million, but the
President does not want to do that.

He goes on through the entire budget
slashing. Again, I agree with what he
said. Unfortunately, he did not deliver.
He said he would increase Pell Grants.
His budget does not increase Pell
Grants. It does not increase oppor-
tunity for young people to go to col-
lege. He does not take on the student
loan programs where, if we converted
from a bank subsidy program to a na-
tional direct student loan program,
like I got when I went to college, we
could give lower interest rates and
make money for the taxpayers. No, he
would rather give 17 cents of every dol-
lar of every loan to the banks as profits
and subsidies and take it out of the
pockets of the students.

This is not an opportunity budget, it
is not an honest budget, and it will
take this country further down the
road toward bankruptcy. That will be
George Bush’s legacy.

——————

DOES ANYBODY CARE? HAS
ANYBODY NOTICED?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
SoLIs). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
PAUL) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, does
anybody care, has anybody noticed,
that:

Our policy toward Iran is hostile and
provocative, and thus war seems inevi-
table?

That we have seized Iranians in Iraaq,
who claim they are diplomats, and now
we have announced that any Iranians
found in Iraq may be shot?

Has anybody noticed that large num-
bers of Iranians go back and forth into
Iraq for many reasons, including fam-
ily, religious and medical reasons, and
probably for their own security as
well?

Iraq Prime Minister Maliki has ex-
pressed opposition to the surge of U.S.
troops?

That the violence in Iraq has sharply
escalated since Saddam Hussein was
hanged?

That the American electorate voted
for deescalation of the war, and yet the
war is being expanded with no new
strategic goals?

That Iraqi officials, from the govern-
ment we installed, have held concilia-
tory talks with Iranian officials, some-
thing we refuse to do?

That our own CIA acknowledges that
Iran is not likely to have a nuclear
weapon for at least 10 more years?
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That Iran has a right to enrich ura-
nium for peaceful purposes under the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, yet
we claim they do not? By denying this
right to Iran, we actually are violating
the NPT.

The neoconservative propagandists
promote the idea that President
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad speaks for the
Iranian people and her government,
even though he lacks real power, in
order to stir up hatred and generate
popular support for an attack on Iran?

We completely ignore the leaders of
Iran’s National Security Council who
have made reasonable statements
about the United States and are open
to direct talks with us?

That our threats and sanctions
against Iran compound the problem by
unifying the Iranians against us and
undermining the moderates who are fa-
vorable toward America?

The latest accusations against Iran
sound like a replay of the same charges
against Iraq 5 years ago?

But not only does Iran not have a nu-
clear weapon, it has no significant
military power; it is a Third World na-
tion that could be wiped off the face of
the Earth by the U.S. or by Israel if it
ever attempted hostilities toward us?

One thing for sure, the Iranians are
not suicidal?

But our policies toward Pakistan,
India and North Korea serve as a great
incentive for nations to seek a nuclear
weapon, and thus gain respect at home
and abroad while greatly lessening the
odds of being attacked by us?

The promoters of military confronta-
tion, who glibly criticize those who do
not support preemptive, aggressive war
are themselves the most extreme diplo-
matic isolationists, refusing any dia-
logue with our enemies or potential en-
emies?

There is no definition for victory in
Iraq, and our goals are constantly
changing, while the supporters of the
war refuse to recognize that a war
without purpose, by definition, cannot
be won?

That it is now argued that after 4
years of killing, we cannot leave Iraq
because a worse chaos would ensue?

That the U.S. naval buildup in the
Persian Gulf has ominous overtones,
none peaceful?

The world is preparing for a signifi-
cant escalation of hostilities in the re-
gion, but are the American people pre-
pared?

Most Americans in the November
election asked for something quite dif-
ferent?

Our proxy war to bring about regime
change in Somalia and gain control of
the Horn of Africa scarcely has been
noticed by the American public or the
politicians in Washington?

That few observers noticed that we
have placed in power some of the same
warlords who humiliated us in 1993 in
Mogadishu?

That the empty slogan ‘“War on Ter-
ror’ has no meaning and, therefore, it
has no end?
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That it serves as an excuse for end-
less war, anyplace, anytime.

That terrorism is a mere tactic and
does not describe the nature of the
enemy?

That acts by criminal gangs do not
justify remaking the Middle East and
Central Asia?

The careless support for this inter-
national war on terrorism has per-
mitted the U.S. to intervene militarily
and to bring about regime change in
three countries: Iraq, Afghanistan, and
Somalia. Now we are provoking Iran so
we can have an excuse to do the same
thing there. But who knows, maybe we
will have to deal with a regime change
in Pakistan first, a regime change that
will not be to our liking.

Let us hope Congress comes to its
senses soon and starts to defund our
interventionist policies before we go
broke. Time is short.

——

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

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

———

HONORING NATIONAL BLACK HIV/
AIDS AWARENESS DAY 2007

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

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD.
Madam Speaker, today we mark the
seventh year that we commemorate
National Black HIV/AIDS Awareness
Day. This is a bittersweet accomplish-
ment. While I am proud to say that
awareness of this epidemic’s effect on
the black community has grown over
these 7 years, it pains me to admit that
this disease continues to affect African
Americans at a disproportionately
large and growing rate.

I consider the fight against the HIV/
AIDS epidemic to be one of the most
pressing issues of our time and of my
tenure here as a Member of Congress.
This issue attracted my concern years
ago when I became aware of the stag-
gering rate at which infants contract
HIV from their mothers during birth or
breast-feeding.

I helped to raise awareness of this
important issue when I came to Con-
gress in 1996 through the introduction
of and authorizing a bill and going to
the Appropriations Committee to tar-
get the mother-to-child transmission.
At that time, it was mother-to-child
transmission internationally, and
President Bush eventually incor-
porated aspects of my legislation in
PEPFAR, the President’s Emergency
Plan for AIDS Relief.

While mother-to-child transmission
continues to be a pressing problem
abroad, we have shown some success in
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