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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
night, Cindy Sheehan was evicted from 
this Chamber and arrested. Her crime? 
Wearing a T-shirt that highlighted the 
number of dead soldiers in Iraq and 
asking, ‘‘How many more?’’ 

Since when is free speech conditional 
on whether or not you agree with the 
President of the United States? In fact, 
isn’t the whole point of the first 
amendment to our Constitution to pro-
tect dissenters? And how ironic is it, 
Mr. Speaker, that this outrageous sup-
pression of peaceful protest should 
take place on the very same day that 
America lost one of the pioneers of 
civil disobedience, Coretta Scott King. 

I will say about this episode what I 
said about the torture of prisoners, the 
PATRIOT Act, and the administra-
tion’s illegal domestic surveillance 
program: How can we claim to be fight-
ing on behalf of freedom around the 
world, making the world safe for free-
dom, when we are smothering freedom 
here at home? 

Let us not forget also that Cindy 
Sheehan has given her child for this 
country and this war. She deserves the 
sympathy and gratitude of every Amer-
ican. No one who sat in this Chamber 
last night has the moral authority she 
does to express an opinion on the Bush 
Iraq policy. 

But I might argue that it is actually 
a little misleading to classify Ms. 
Sheehan’s views as ‘‘dissent’’ or ‘‘pro-
test,’’ because a majority of Americans 
agree with her that the invasion of Iraq 
was a tragic mistake and a majority 
agrees with her that the President mis-
led us about weapons of mass destruc-
tion intelligence in order to justify this 
war. 

The President, meanwhile, represents 
a minority view, and he tried once 
again to sell that minority view to 
skeptical Americans last night. And 
once again he did so by employing a 
spin, misleading rhetoric, and outright 
deception. 

Of course, he conveniently conflated 
the 9/11 attacks on America with the 
conflict in Iraq, exploiting a national 
tragedy for the umpteenth time. He 
talked about the importance of Iraqi 
reconstruction, but did not mention 
that the official in charge of recon-
struction says there is not enough 
funding to complete key projects. He 
said that military commanders on the 
ground would make decisions for troop 
levels, but in 2003 he dismissed the gen-
eral who correctly warned that keeping 
the peace in post-war Iraq would re-
quire hundreds of thousands of troops. 

The President set up this misleading 
either/or proposition choice last night: 
you either support his militarism, or 
you believe in ‘‘retreating within our 

borders and the false comfort of isola-
tion.’’ 

This is a false charge. We should ab-
solutely be engaging the nations of the 
world, especially ones that are poor, 
underdeveloped, and vulnerable to ter-
rorism; but we should be engaging the 
world with humanitarian support, not 
with bombs and missiles. 

Yes, by all means, let us meet the 
challenges of the world, where too 
many suffer under economic and polit-
ical repression. But instead of sending 
troops, let us send small business 
loans, let us send agricultural experts, 
let us send doctors, teachers, scientists 
and constitutional scholars. Let us en-
gage, not invade. 

This has been the core philosophy of 
my SMART Security Plan that I have 
discussed here many, many times: less 
brawn, more brains; less belligerence, 
more benevolence. 

It is interesting that a President who 
has disparaged allies, rejected 
multilateralism, and ignored global 
commitments now talks about the dan-
gers of isolation. The only way to pro-
mote peace and security to combat ter-
rorism, to stop the spread of deadly 
weapons is to embrace a vision of glob-
al partnership, cooperation and diplo-
macy; and that is exactly what the 
President has failed to do. 

He could start by abandoning his vi-
sion of conquest and bring our troops 
home. Only then can we begin the hard 
work of defeating tyranny and ensur-
ing freedom and ensuring peace around 
the world. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would remind Members to avoid 
improper references toward the Presi-
dent or the Vice President. 

f 

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT 
SPENDING LEVELS OF ON-BUDG-
ET SPENDING AND REVENUES 
FOR FY 2006 AND THE 5-YEAR PE-
RIOD FY 2006 THROUGH FY 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I am transmitting 
a status report on the current levels of on- 
budget spending and revenues for fiscal year 
2006 and for the five-year period of fiscal 
years 2006 through 2010. This report is nec-
essary to facilitate the application of sections 
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act 
and section 401 of the conference report on 
the concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2006 (H. Con. Res. 95). This status 
report is current through January 27, 2006. 

The term ‘‘current level’’ refers to the 
amounts of spending and revenues estimated 
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or 
awaiting the President’s signature. 

The first table in the report compares the 
current levels of total budget authority, outlays, 
and revenues with the aggregate levels set 
forth by H. Con. Res. 95. This comparison is 

needed to enforce section 311(a) of the Budg-
et Act, which creates a point of order against 
measures that would breach the budget reso-
lution’s aggregate levels. The table does not 
show budget authority and outlays for years 
after fiscal year 2006 because those years are 
not considered for enforcement of spending 
aggregates. 

The second table compares, by authorizing 
committee, the current levels of budget author-
ity and outlays for discretionary action with the 
‘‘section 302(a)’’ allocations made under H. 
Con. Res. 95 for fiscal year 2006 and fiscal 
years 2006 through 2010. ‘‘Discretionary ac-
tion’’ refers to legislation enacted after the 
adoption of the budget resolution. This com-
parison is needed to enforce section 302(f) of 
the Budget Act, which creates a point of order 
against measures that would breach the sec-
tion 302(a) discretionary action allocation of 
new budget authority for the committee that 
reported the measure. It is also needed to im-
plement section 311(b), which exempts com-
mittees that comply with their allocation from 
the point of order under section 311(a). 

The third table compares the current levels 
of the discretionary appropriations for fiscal 
year 2006 with the ‘‘section 302(b)’’ suballoca-
tions of discretionary budget authority and out-
lays among Appropriations subcommittees. 
The comparison is also needed to enforce 
section 302(f) of the Budget Act because the 
point of order under that section equally ap-
plies to measures that would breach the appli-
cable section 302(b) suballocations as well as 
the 302(a) allocation. 

The fourth table gives the current level for 
2007 of accounts identified for advance appro-
priations under section 401 of H. Con. Res. 
95. This list is needed to enforce section 401 
of the budget resolution, which creates a point 
of order against appropriation bills or amend-
ments thereto that contain advance appropria-
tions that are: (i) identified in the statement of 
managers or (ii) would cause the aggregate 
amount of such appropriations to exceed the 
level specified in the resolution. 

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2006 CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 95 

[Reflecting action completed as of January 27, 2006—On-budget amounts, 
in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal years— 

2006 2006–2010 

Appropriate Level: 
Budget authority ...................................... 2,144,384 (1) 
Outlays ..................................................... 2,161,420 (1) 
Revenues .................................................. 1,589,892 9,080,006 

Current Level: 
Budget authority ...................................... 2,135,436 (1) 
Outlays ..................................................... 2,161,041 (1) 
Revenues .................................................. 1,607,178 9,176,057 

Current Level over (+)/under(¥) Appropriate 
Level: 

Budget authority ...................................... ¥8,948 (1) 
Outlays ..................................................... ¥379 (1) 
Revenues .................................................. 17,286 96,051 

1 Not applicable because annual appropriations acts for fiscal years 2007 
through 2010 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

BUDGET AUTHORITY 

Enactment of measures providing new 
budget authority for FY 2006 in excess of 
$8,948,000,000 (if not already included in the 
current level estimate) would cause FY 2006 
budget authority to exceed the appropriate 
level set by H. Con. Res. 95. 

OUTLAYS 

Enactment of measures providing new out-
lays for FY 2006 in excess of $379,000,000 (if 
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