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you. They say it is your money. The
administration is touting the tough
choices it is making to cut the deficit
in half over 5 years. Yet its budget is
full of ““magic asterisks’ that assume
an initiative will be offset, such as the
$65 billion health care tax credit but
provides no information on from where
that savings will come.

Contrary to the Bush administra-
tion’s past budgets, with surplus pro-
jections extending out 10 years to jus-
tify their tax cuts, this year President
Bush proposed a 5-year budget—a 5-
year budget. It hides from the public
the alarming long-term deficits pro-
jected by the Congressional Budget Of-
fice. It hides the real cost of the admin-
istration’s proposals, such as the $1.1
trillion cost of extending the Bush tax
cuts. Further, President Bush’s budget
includes no additional funds for Iraq,
even though the administration report-
edly will submit another supplemental
request for Ilrag—when? After the No-
vember elections.

Not many of you, perhaps, are old
enough to remember the old vaudeville
shows, where they would tell you,
“Watch this hand,” while they were
doing something they did not tell you
about with the other hand, or, ‘“Now
you see it; now you don’t.”

So they do not tell us how much
money they need for Iraq, but they re-
portedly will submit another supple-
mental for Iraq after the November
elections.

Here, perhaps more than anywhere
else, is where the budget deficit is the
most deceptive.

To date, contrary to the modern tra-
dition of an administration funding
large-scale, ongoing wars, at least in
part, through the regular appropria-
tions process, the Bush administration
has refused to request funds for the war
in Iraqg in its annual budget.

Why? They do not want you to know.
They want the American people to be
fooled. The administration waits until
funds for the troops are almost ex-
hausted before requesting additional
funds through a supplemental—
through a supplemental. The Bush ad-
ministration’s purpose is clear. What is
it? To limit debate, to limit discussion,
to limit having to explain to those peo-
ple out there who are watching the
Senate through those electronic
lenses—to limit having to explain to
the American people how much this
war will cost. This unnecessary war,
how much will it cost, this war which
the American people should never have
fought, never. They were fooled, then,
into believing there were weapons of
mass destruction all over Iraq and that
we were in danger of seeing a mush-
room cloud. But to date there have
been none found. This administration,
which will argue until they are blue in
the face that black is white and white
is black, will still say: Oh, there are
still weapons of mass destruction
there; we just have not found them yet.
They are there. Well, who knows?
Maybe they will be. But that is not the
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way it was when the administration
proposed our invasion of Iraq early last
year.

How much will it cost, to say nothing
of how many lives will be lost before it
is over? How many lives? On how many
doors will that knock fall before the
war ends?

See, we have two wars. We have the
war in Afghanistan, which resulted
from the attacks upon us on the Twin
Towers, on the Pentagon—the attacks
by al-Qaida, by the 19 hijackers, not
one of whom was an lragi. Not one was
from Iraq. That is the war that is still
going on in Afghanistan. That is the
war | support. That is the war | have
supported from the beginning. But I
have never supported the other war,
the Bush war, the war still going on in
Irag, the war that comes under the ru-
bric of the doctrine of preemptive
strikes. That is another war. That is
the Bush war in Iraq. That is the war
in which the American people should
never have had to spill a drop of blood.
The American people should never have
had to send one of their sons or daugh-
ters to fight. That is the Bush war, and
nobody knows how many more lives
will be lost before that war is over.

This year, the political posturing has
gotten worse. Not only did the Presi-
dent not include any funds in his budg-
et for the ongoing operations in lIraq,
the administration has announced no
supplemental will be sent to the Con-
gress until after the November elec-
tion, depriving the American voters of
any opportunity to judge the President
based on his promises about the cost of
a war in lraq. This is a budget of gim-
micks, false promises, unrealistic ex-
pectations. It is a budget of misdirec-
tion, canards, speciousness, spurious-
ness, sophistry, equivocation, fallacies,
prevarications, and flatout fantasy.

Worse, under the guise of reining in
budget deficits, this administration is
continuing its assault on the values of
the working class. This is an adminis-
tration of corporate CEOs and Texas
oil men. The corporate elite of this ad-
ministration did not grow up won-
dering if their parents could afford to
send them to college. Their parents did
not have to choose between paying for
groceries and paying for health care.
Their parents did not have to stay up
late at night worried about whether
they would lose their pension benefits
or whether Social Security would be
enough to provide for their retirement.

When the administration proposes to
cut these programs or fails to provide
adequate resources for them, it is be-
cause it has no personal understanding
of the plight of American workers and
how much the President’s budget cuts
affect middle-class Americans.

Only a President who never had to
apply for unemployment benefits
would oppose extending them when so
many workers are without a job. Only
a President who never needed overtime
pay would advocate taking it away
from those workers who rely on it to
make ends meet. Only a President who
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never needed Federal aid to attend col-
lege would advocate cutting it back for
those students who cannot attend col-
lege without it.

When this administration leaves of-
fice—and | hope it won’t be long—its
legacy will be an enormous debt, an
enormous debt burden that will weigh
heavily on the middle class. In the
process, it will have severely weakened
their safety net and will have left little
means for fixing it. But it won’t matter
to this President. At that point, he will
just move back to Texas, back to good
old Crawford, TX, knowing that his
pension and his health care benefits are
secure, and that corporate CEOs and
Texas oil men are wealthier and more
comfortable than ever before. He will
never have to rely on the safety net his
administration has worked so hard to
dismantle.

Mr. President, | yield the floor.

———
MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate is now
in morning business.

The Senator from North Dakota is
recognized.

————
THANKING SENATOR BYRD

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, | want
to thank our very able senior Senator
from West Virginia, former majority
leader, ranking member on the Appro-
priations Committee, for his wisdom.
Every time | have a chance to listen to
Senator ROBERT BYRD, | treasure it.
Senator BYRD has a mix of wisdom and
experience that informs his remarks.

Mr. BYRD. If the Senator will yield,
I apologize for interrupting his re-
marks. | thank the Senator for his
words. | thank him, however, far more
for his wisdom and for his courage, and
for his insight, and for his constructive
contributions that are made so often to
the debates in the Senate. I marvel at
his talent. He is not one who has hid-
den his talents. He is out front, out-
spoken, and | listen always with great
admiration. May he long continue to
serve the people of the United States in
this Senate in the capacity which he
now serves, in which capacity he would
have no peer; I have not seen a peer
yet. | thank him again.

———

PRESIDENT BUSH’S ECONOMIC
POLICY

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, | want
to talk for a few moments about many
of the subjects Senator BYRD ad-
dressed. | think this week has been a
wake-up call to the United States, for
the Senate, for the House of Represent-
atives, and | hope for the White House,
because this week the chairman of the
Federal Reserve, Chairman Greenspan,
as the Washington Post headlined from
the next morning indicates: ““Fed Chief
Urges Cut in Social Security.” The
subhead says: ‘“‘Future Benefits Must
Be Curtailed, Greenspan Warns.”
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