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home-grown Iowa chain grocery store.
They private-label package this in a
360-milligram package because that is
the amount that you can purchase for
a single day in Iowa. And you can go
out and do that the next day and the
next day and the next day in Iowa, or
you can go into the pharmacy, in ei-
ther case, in a monthly supply you can
purchase 7,500 milligrams. But in 1 day
what I have on display back here, Mr.
Speaker, is what I bought in a single
day, and all but this from a pharmacy
in Cherokee, Iowa.

Mr. Speaker, this represents the
pseudoephedrine that you can purchase
at one stop, all of these behind me that
you can purchase in one stop in Iowa.
And that is plenty enough to take care
of a family for a good long time.

We have passed some legislation out
of the Judiciary Committee today. In-
stead of limiting it to 360 milligrams a
day, it limits it to 3.6 grams or 3,600
milligrams a day. We have a 7,500 milli-
gram per month purchase that we can
do in Iowa, but that quantity needs to
be purchased from a pharmacist who
will watch that volume. The law that
passed, the language that passed out of
the Judiciary Committee today, that
3.6 grams a day will allow a meth cook
to go and make 19 stops around
through retail establishments. Now,
they sign up each place. They give
their ID at each place, but there is not
a way to track one retail place to an-
other. So they will go from place to
place. They will do 19 stops. They will
pick up perhaps 70 grams of
pseudoephedrine, go home and make an
ounce of methamphetamine and they
can get that all done all before noon.

And that ounce of methamphetamine
will last one addict 90 days, or their 1-
day supply, and then they go sell the
89-day supply, go back again in the
afternoon and produce another 90 days’
worth of methamphetamine under law
that came out of the Judiciary Com-
mittee today.

We can do better. I have introduced
the Meth Lab Eradication Act. These
are the conditions that are part of it.
We have set it to comply with Federal
law. Schedule 5 drug, penalties are as-
sociated with the Schedule 5. This was
so easy to adapt to in Iowa with regard
to the retailers, the pharmacists and
the consumers that the adjustment, ac-
cording to the author, of this bill was
simply pathetically easy. We need to
do that in this Congress so we can
eradicate meth labs in America.

Mr. Speaker, I promised earlier to-
night that I would solve all the world’s
problems in 60 minutes. And you know,
in fact, it is possible, but I did not
solve them all tonight. So I am going
to pledge to come back and keep work-
ing on the world’s problems in an opti-
mistic, solution-oriented way. And I
appreciate the opportunity to address
this Congress.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4241, DEFICIT REDUCTION
ACT OF 2005

Mr. PUTNAM (during Special Order
of Mr. KING of Iowa), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 109-281) on the
resolution (H. Res. 542) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4241) to
provide for reconciliation pursuant to
section 201(a) of the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2006,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

————

OUTING OF CIA AGENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORTENBERRY). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 4, 2005,
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, we
appreciate the opportunity for the 30-
something Working Group to be back
in action, and our friend from Iowa has
not solved all the world’s problems to-
night. We will take it from here. We
are ready, willing, and able to take the
country in a new direction. A couple of
the issues that the other side has ad-
dressed, one is the meth labs. I had a
meeting recently with some sheriff
deputies in Trumbull County, Ohio,
from Geauga County, Ohio, and Ash-
tabula, Ohio, who were saying that
they were unable to confiscate the
methamphetamine labs because the
drug program, the Federal drug task
force program has been cut. So maybe
we can work together in a bipartisan
way to try to increase the funding for
that, and you will be supportive, I am
sure, so that we can make sure we
crack down on these methamphet-
amine labs. This is something that we
want to do.

Also, Mr. Speaker, the other side
brought up the fact that a CIA agent
was outed, and there was some dis-
agreement. The prosecutor here, Mr.
Fitzgerald, said that the reason Scoot-
er Libby was not charged with outing a
CIA agent is because he lied so much to
the grand jury that he could not prove
it. And he used the example, he said
that I am like the umpire. I am the
Federal prosecutor. I am the umpire.
And as I was trying to make a decision
here of whether or not he outed the
CIA agent, Scooter Libby threw sand in
my eyes. So I was not able to get to the
point where I could actually charge
him with outing a CIA agent because
he threw sand in my eyes.

So he charged him with two counts of
making false statements to a Federal
agent, two counts of perjury to a grand
jury, and one count of obstruction of
justice. And how the other side could
somehow say that that is all right,
that is okay, I cannot believe that they
would just charge him with that. You
just lied to a grand jury? That was all
you did? Okay. Well, that is all right.
You did not out a CIA agent, or at least
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we could not prove it. And before we
get going here, there are some CIA
agents, former covert operatives that I
think would disagree.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Those are
third-party validators that were actu-
ally CIA agents. Am I correct, sir?

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That is absolutely
right. Here is one CIA agent, Jim
Marcinkowski. This was on ‘60 Min-
utes.” He says exposing Brewster-Jen-
nings, let me give a little background
here. When Joe Wilson’s wife was
outed, when it became public, the
world all of a sudden knew that every-
one she was associated with and affili-
ated with was a part of the CIA in some
way, shape or form, and so they also
outed Brewster-Jennings, which was a
front company, CIA front company in
Boston, not to mention the 20 years’
worth of contacts that also got outed.

But here is a quote from Jim
Marcinkowski on ‘60 Minutes,” a
former covert CIA agent. He said ex-
posing the Boston firm Brewster-Jen-
nings could lead foreign intelligence
agencies to other spies. There is a pos-
sibility that there were other agents
that would use the same kind of a
cover so they may have been using
Brewster-Jennings just like her. An-
other one from The Washington Post, a
small Boston company, listed as Val-
erie Plame’s employer, suddenly was
shown to be a bogus CIA front and her
alma mater in Belgium discovered it
was a favored haunt of an American
sSpy.

By Karl Rove and Scooter Libby and
the executive branch outing Joe Wil-
son’s wife, they put a lot of people in
jeopardy, and they hurt our intel-
ligence capabilities all over the world
because now people who have dealt
with Americans who went to the Uni-
versity of Belgium or who had dealings
with Brewster-Jennings are now being
looked upon as suspect.

Not only that, the word now is that
the spouses of American ambassadors
are being looked at suspiciously be-
cause now people think just because
Valerie Plame was the spouse of an
American ambassador and she was a
CIA agent that every other spouse of
an ambassador all over the world may
be a CIA agent. This has ramifications,
Mr. Speaker, that we do not even real-
ize yet. And that has done nothing but
weaken the country.

Now, here is the ultimate third-party
validator on why the corruption going
on in the White House right now must
stop, because it is hurting our ability
to fight the war on terrorism. They are
weakening our ability to fight this
war. This is Melissa, who was a 14-year
covert CIA operative, and she was
asked a question on ‘60 Minutes.”” She
says because we are talking about
lives, and we are talking about capa-
bilities, we do our work. We risk our
own lives. We risk the lives of our
agents in order to protect our country.
And when something like this happens,
it cuts to the very core of what we do.
We are not being undermined by the
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