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States find that 25 percent of their 
roads and bridges are structurally defi-
cient, which is unsafe; but for every $1 
billion we spend on our infrastructure, 
it yields 38,000 jobs. Those jobs are for 
operating engineers and laborers and 
carpenters or electricians and engi-
neers and for those who make concrete 
and steel and all the things that go 
with what we need for our roads, our 
highways, our bridges, our locks, our 
dams, our water and sewer systems. 

Let’s grow our way back to pros-
perity. Let’s stop saying we’re going to 
send money to OPEC and watch them 
grow. Let’s stop just pointing fingers 
and blaming and complaining about 
China. We have the tools here in Amer-
ica to make this happen. So, while our 
leaders are over at the White House, 
arguing about how to take care of the 
debt, let’s not forget that, overall, 
Americans are saying that one way to 
grow out of this debt is to grow more 
jobs, to grow more taxpayers, not just 
to find ways of taxing them. We can do 
this. 

Again, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in supporting H.R. 1861, where we can 
do this. Let’s not talk about jobs, and 
let’s not complain about it. Americans 
know when the wool is being pulled 
over their eyes, and Americans know 
when they’re working. Let’s truly help 
them out and get jobs back on the 
table. 

f 

FIGHTING FOR PEACE EVERY DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, in 
April of the year 2004, my staff came to 
me with a memo, asking if I wanted to 
give a Special Order speech on some 
issue of which I can’t remember the 
subject. My answer at that time was, 
no, I didn’t want to speak on that 
issue, but I did want to deliver a 5- 
minute speech that day and every day 
thereafter, when it was possible, to ex-
press my opposition to the wars in Iraq 
and Afghanistan and to express my be-
lief that there is a smarter way to 
achieve our national security goals. 

So, Madam Speaker, since that day, 
I’ve stood here in this spot to say over 
and over again that these wars are 
eroding our spiritual core, bankrupting 
us morally and fiscally, teaching our 
children that warfare is the new nor-
mal. I have delivered these speeches as 
a member of the majority and the mi-
nority, when the President was a mem-
ber of my party and when he was not, 
and today, I am doing it for the 400th 
time. 

When I began, the war in Iraq was 
still quite popular, as was the Presi-
dent who launched it, but we spoke out 
anyway, refusing to bend on principle 
because we knew that we did not be-
long there. My colleagues Representa-
tive BARBARA LEE and Representative 
MAXINE WATERS and I called ourselves 
the ‘‘Triad.’’ We started the Out of Iraq 

Caucus, and we forced the first House 
vote to bring our troops home. Along 
the way, I visited Iraq, and my opinion 
was confirmed against that very war, 
but at the same time, it increased my 
admiration for our troops. Gradually, 
the tide of public opinion turned. Presi-
dent Bush lost the confidence of the 
American people, and eventually had 
to start winding down the war. I don’t 
believe that would have happened un-
less a few lonely voices had dared to be 
heard in those early, early days. 

I am proud of what we have accom-
plished, but I am also very frustrated 
because nearly a decade after the first 
American boots hit the ground in Af-
ghanistan, here we are—still at war, 
still occupying sovereign countries on 
missions that aren’t making us safer or 
advancing our interests. The cost has 
been devastating. Over 6,100 Americans 
are dead, and thousands more civilians 
have died for the cause of their so- 
called ‘‘liberation.’’ Thousands of U.S. 
servicemembers have come home but 
may never be the same, either because 
of physical wounds or mental health 
trauma, which can, with the physical 
and the mental health, destroy lives 
just as well. 

In addition to the staggering $3.2 tril-
lion price tag that has piled up over 
the last 10 years, I don’t think we’ve 
even begun to come to grips with the 
resources that the VA will need for the 
next 50 or so years to meet the respon-
sibility we have to our veterans as a re-
sult of these wars. 

Madam Speaker, I’ve said it over and 
over again that I’m not suggesting we 
abandon the people of Afghanistan and 
Iraq. Anti-war doesn’t mean anti-en-
gagement or anti-security. The under-
lying principle behind my 400 speeches 
has been that we need a completely dif-
ferent approach to protecting Amer-
ica—one that emphasizes diplomacy, 
reconciliation and peaceful conflict 
resolution. 
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From the beginning, I have been 
pushing my own solution called 
SMART Security, fighting terrorism 
with better intelligence, with a strong-
er nuclear nonproliferation program, 
with humanitarian and economic aid 
that will give hope to people around 
the world, with less spending on weap-
on systems and more on homeland se-
curity, human rights monitoring, and 
energy independence. 

Most importantly, SMART Security 
insists that war is an absolute last re-
sort because, Madam Speaker, for the 
sake of the future of the human race, 
we must and we can figure out a way to 
resolve our differences without resort-
ing to war and violence. I will continue 
to do this for the remaining 11⁄2 years 
that I will be in Congress, giving as 
many of these speeches as I can. And 
Madam Speaker, I will not rest until 
we finally bring our troops home and 
we adopt the SMART Security ap-
proach to preventing war and pre-
serving peace so that my grandchildren 

and your grandchildren and their 
grandchildren will have a peaceful, pro-
ductive world to live in in the future. 

f 

LET’S GET SERIOUS ABOUT THE 
DEBT CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, let 
me help this body interpret how the 
American people see this debt crisis. 
Now some of you may question how I 
can, with this accent, provide an inter-
pretation. Well, let me show you. 

Americans have a keen under-
standing of how credit cards work. 
They know that each card holds a limit 
on it, and this limit is the borrowing 
limit on that particular card. And it is 
a fact that when one reaches the limit 
on his or her card, that they are unable 
to borrow more money or charge more 
at that time. 

Now it is not factual to say, however, 
that when one maxes out his credit 
card, that he is in default personally, 
or in layman’s terms, that he is bank-
rupt. No. When one reaches his limit, 
you simply cannot use the card any-
more. If you want to continue to use 
the card, you need to pay down on the 
principal amount that is owed. 

If and when you reach this unfortu-
nate circumstance, you and your fam-
ily are required to live within your 
means. As long as you can continue to 
pay the interest on the card and the 
bills that you have accrued, then you 
are not in jeopardy of defaulting. Of 
course you can only do this if you’re 
employed and you have income, unlike 
the approximately 9.2 percent of Amer-
icans out there who are looking for us 
to do everything we can to help create 
private sector jobs. 

So this is where we are. Look, I don’t 
believe if we fail to raise the debt ceil-
ing that we will default. What I do be-
lieve is not raising the debt ceiling will 
finally require Congress to make the 
tough decisions necessary to restore 
fiscal sanity to our Federal Govern-
ment. It will force Congress to under-
stand that at this time we need to live 
within our means. Why? Because going 
back to our layman’s term, if the Fed-
eral Government was a person, that 
person is not unemployed, they still 
have a job, unlike the approximately 
9.2 percent of Americans I spoke earlier 
about. So if we still have a job, that 
means we’re still getting a paycheck. 
That paycheck is currently sufficient 
to pay our bills. 

After 2 years, where the President 
and previous Congresses spent like 
they were going out of style, the Presi-
dent is starting to understand that we 
have spent too much. What he hasn’t 
realized yet—and I hope he does—is 
that we don’t have a revenue problem 
here; we have a spending problem. 

Now, I know that we would like to 
spend more on things we like. That is 
human nature. But the reason so many 
of us are opposed to increasing taxes is 
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that our constituents are opposed to 
increasing taxes. Make no mistake 
about it: If the American people be-
lieve that an increase in taxes would 
once and for all eliminate our debt 
problems here in this country, they 
would support it. 

But, you see, this institution has a 
credibility problem—in fact, the entire 
Federal Government has a credibility 
problem with the American people. The 
American people do not have con-
fidence in our ability to be prudent 
with their tax dollars. Do you blame 
them? When over the course of the last 
2 years we have spent over $3 trillion 
on money, on stimuluses and bailouts, 
promising that we would increase their 
opportunity to be more financially se-
cure, and of course that didn’t happen. 
The proof is in the pudding. We spent 
the money, and guess what? No results. 

We have a spending problem. Why? 
Because so many politicians here who 
have been here for a long time believe 
that everything in the budget is a need, 
not a want. As a parent of a young 
child, I’m constantly having to explain 
to him the difference between needs 
and wants. So the longtime politicians 
here believe that government is the so-
lution to everything. Well, my friends, 
believe you me, some of us know it’s 
not, and the vast majority of people 
know it’s not. Trust me. Trust me. 

We must get serious. Washington is 
not an elastic piggybank that is able to 
continue to fund everyone’s wants. 
Let’s get serious. Let’s quit spending 
what we don’t have. Let’s restore credi-
bility. And we do this by cutting spend-
ing through prioritizing. It is that sim-
ple. Restore credibility, restore trust. 
Get down to creating certainty, reduc-
ing redtape and creating jobs. 

f 

DEBT AND RESPONSIBILITY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. RANGEL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker and 
my colleagues, last week, I tried to 
point out that there was a serious 
meeting going on in the White House 
last weekend between the President 
and our congressional leaders to point 
out that we were facing a serious crisis 
and that we had to do something to 
make certain that the President felt 
sure that we would increase the debt 
ceiling and that we would make certain 
that we did stop this unnecessary 
spending. And of course the question of 
revenues has always been a part of the 
debate. 

What I was trying to do was to point 
out that on one side it appeared the 
issue was that we shouldn’t tax those 
people that created jobs—and these are 
people, as people have pointed out, who 
are the wealthiest corporations that 
have record profits, and of course the 
wealthy that have really had the low-
est tax rates and have received more 
money in the last decade than in the 
history of the country. 

And I was really trying to say that, 
since the vulnerable and the poor did 

not have any lobbyists or voices to de-
bate this issue, that when we talk 
about entitlements, that when we talk 
about Social Security and Medicare 
and Medicaid, these are not just polit-
ical labels. The Medicaid, of course 
we’re talking about the vulnerable, the 
poor, and those who are sick. Medicare, 
we’re talking about the aged that need 
help. I was also pointing out that, un-
fortunately, Social Security has be-
come the main income for so many 
Americans. And we have veterans that 
are coming home, we have the jobless, 
the homeless, the hopeless. And even 
though they did not have a lobbyist to 
say, hey, I want to have a seat at that 
table, that I called to all of our spir-
itual leaders, since I knew that in 
every religion there was a good Samar-
itan aspect which really ended up say-
ing, just do the right thing. I didn’t put 
politics in it, I didn’t put party labels 
in it. And I wasn’t just talking to 
Christians and ministers and Catholics 
and Protestants; I was reaching out to 
the rabbis, to the imams, to the Bud-
dhists, to the Mormons, to the Muslims 
and saying that in every Scripture, in 
every religious document, taking care 
of the vulnerable and those who can’t 
take care of themselves, that that 
moral issue should be on the table. 

Well, as a result of that, some people 
thought that instead of just a good Sa-
maritan, I would ask what Jesus would 
do. And I just want to make it clear: I 
haven’t the slightest idea what he 
would do, but my very dear friend, 
Governor Huckabee, said one of the 
things that Jesus would do would be to 
pay his taxes. And, of course, that was 
something that reminded me. 
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He also went to Deuteronomy. And 
he said it on TV: ‘‘For the Lord your 
God will bless you as He has promised, 
and you will lend to many nations but 
will borrow from none. And you will 
rule over many nations but none will 
rule over you.’’ 

Well, again, that scored for the good 
Governor, but however, when you have 
got a $14.3 trillion debt, it’s kind of 
late for that message to have a strong 
impact. 

But what I want to make clear is 
that no matter what religion you are, 
it appears to me that what we’re talk-
ing about are two sides of sincere 
Americans that do recognize that this 
is not just saying that the sky may 
fall. All economists agree that there 
are various ways to do it, and we can-
not just cut back spending in order to 
resolve this serious economic problem 
we have. 

As a matter of fact, we have to be 
very sensitive when we do cut back 
spending that we don’t create an addi-
tion to the unemployment and those 
that provide services to the disadvan-
taged. And I am talking specifically 
about our hospitals, about our social 
workers. Because there is no one in 
this Chamber that doesn’t believe that 
the homeless and the sick, those that 

are disabled and those that are depend-
ent on these programs should be ig-
nored as we protect those people who, 
for whatever reason, have not partici-
pated in the creation of those jobs, 
even though we all are waiting. 

But more importantly, we have not 
heard any complaints from the 
wealthiest of Americans that more eq-
uity should be involved in our taxing 
system. When the billionaires can say 
that their secretaries have a higher tax 
rate than they do, it means that we 
have a responsibility not to raise taxes 
but at least to close the inequity that 
exists that would raise revenue. 

So when we do get home it seems to 
me that we would say this is not a 
Democratic issue, this is not a Repub-
lican issue alone, it is a moral issue. 

Thank you, Governor Huckabee. 
f 

HONORING COLONEL GERALD F. 
RUSSELL OF CENTRE COUNTY, 
PENNSYLVANIA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize and honor a true patriot, humani-
tarian, and all-around great American, 
Colonel Gerald F. Russell, United 
States Marine Corps, of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania. Colonel Gerald F. Rus-
sell is a combat veteran of Guadal-
canal, Korea, the Cuban Missile Crisis, 
and World War II, including the Battle 
of Iwo Jima, which remains today a 
seminal event in our Nation’s history. 

May 1 was Colonel Russell’s birthday. 
I use this time to celebrate his service 
to our country and his thankless con-
tributions to our local communities of 
central Pennsylvania. 

Madam Speaker, May 1, 1916, was the 
beginning of a long life of service. In 
1940, Colonel Gerald F. Russell grad-
uated from Boston College, enlisted in 
the first Marine Corps Office Can-
didates Class, and later that year was 
commissioned a second lieutenant in 
the United States Marine Corps. He 
was assigned to the 11th Marines, 1st 
Marine Division, Parris Island, South 
Carolina, and then promoted to first 
lieutenant. 

In September 1942, Colonel Russell 
landed in the assault waves on Guadal-
canal in the first U.S. offensive of 
World War II. He was promoted to cap-
tain that very same day, assigned as 
battery commander ship, he was hit by 
Japanese aircraft during landing, 
which later sank. Colonel Russell suf-
fered shrapnel wounds during the cam-
paign, was not evacuated, and soon 
contracted malaria. Shortly after, he 
moved with the 1st Marine Division to 
Melbourne, Australia, and only re-
turned to the U.S. to recover. 

From 1943 to 1945, Russell was as-
signed to attend the United States Ma-
rine Corps Command and Staff College. 
He was assigned to the 5th Marine Di-
vision, Camp Lejeune, as artillery bat-
talion exec, promoted to major, and 
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