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gloss over or cover up its mistakes.
And like any huge bureaucracy, it al-
ways wants to expand its mission and
get more and more money.

Counting our regular appropriations
bills, plus the supplemental appropria-
tions, we will spend more than $750 bil-
lion on our military in the next fiscal
year. This is more than all the other
nations of the world combined spend on
their defense.

The GAO tells us that we presently
have $50 trillion in unfunded future
pension liabilities on top of our na-
tional debt of almost $9 trillion. If we
are going to have any hope of paying
our military pensions and Social Secu-
rity and other promises to our own
people, we cannot keep giving so much
to the Pentagon.

No matter how much we respect our
military and no matter how much we
want to show our patriotism, we need
to realize that there is waste in all
huge bureaucracies, even in the De-
fense Department.

There is a reason why we have always
believed in civilian leadership of our
Defense Department. The admirals and
generals will always say things are
going great, because it is almost like
saying they are doing a bad job if they
say things are not doing well and the
military people know they can keep
getting big increases in funding if they
are involved all over the world.

However, it is both unconstitutional
and unaffordable for us to be the po-
liceman of the world and carry on civil-
ian government functions in and for
other countries. National defense is
necessary and vital. International de-
fense by the U.S. is unnecessary and
harmful in many ways.

Now we are engaged in a war in Iraq
that is very unpopular with a big ma-
jority of the American people. More
importantly, every poll of Iraqis them-
selves shows that 78 to 80 percent of
them want us to leave, except in the
Kurdish areas.

They want our money, but they do
not want us occupying Iraq. Surely, we
are not adopting a foreign policy that
forces us on other people, one that says
we are going to run Iraq even if the
people there want us to leave. A major-
ity of the Iraqi Parliament has now co-
sponsored a bill asking us to leave.

It is sure not traditional conserv-
atism to carry on a war in a country
that did not attack us, did not even
threaten to attack us, and was not
even capable of attacking us. And it is
sure not traditional conservatism to
believe in world government even if
run by the U.S.

Our war in Iraq has greatly damaged
the Republican Party and conservatism
in general. Even though this war has
gone against every traditional conserv-
ative view, especially fiscal conserv-
atism, it is seen by most as a conserv-
ative war. Even worse than the damage
it has done to my party and a philos-
ophy I believe in very deeply is the
harm it has done to our relations with
other countries, especially other coun-
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tries in the Middle East. But worst of
all, of course, is the fact that so many
young Americans have been killed and
horribly wounded in a very unneces-
sary war.

President Bush when he ran for office
in 2000 campaigned strongly against
nation building. Unfortunately, that is
what we have been doing in Iraq. The
President in 2000 said what we needed
was a more humble foreign policy.
That is what we needed then, and it is
what we need now.

William F. Buckley, often called the
godfather of conservatism, summed it
up best in a column he wrote almost 2
years ago: ‘‘A respect for the power of
the United States is engendered by our
success in engagements in which we
take part. A point is reached when te-
nacity conveys not steadfastness of
purpose but misapplication of pride. It
can’t reasonably be disputed that if in
the year ahead the situation in Iraq
continues about as it has done in the
past year, we will have suffered more
than another 500 soldiers killed. Where
there had been skepticism about our
venture, there will be contempt.”” That
was William F. Buckley in 2005, and the
key point there, he said ‘‘a point is
reached when tenacity conveys not
steadfastness of purpose but misappli-
cation of pride.”
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BALANCED TRADE NOW

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

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day it was announced that the Demo-
cratic leadership had struck a deal
with the administration and the United
States Trade Representative regarding
how this country will approach trade
agreements with other nations.

While very few have seen the actual
text of what this deal looks like, many
of us in Congress have concerns as to
how these new standards on labor and
environment will realistically and ef-
fectively be enforced.

As a member of the newly elected
class of 2006, I was elected to help
change the course of this country, to
help change our Nation’s trade policy
in particular, a policy that cuts the
legs out from under American workers
and places our industries at a competi-
tive disadvantage. It threatens our
quality of life and our global environ-
ment at the same time.

We are now operating under a flawed
model; and until that model is fixed,
our Nation’s jobs and the livelihoods of
our constituents in Wisconsin and else-
where are in jeopardy.

As we have seen in our trade with
China, we have been unable, unable to
stop illegal subsidies, unable to stop il-
legal dumping and blatant violations of
basic human labor rights and environ-
mental standards. What will we Ameri-
cans have to give up next?
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Trade deals in the past were flawed,
and the ones still being negotiated
must show promise of helping Amer-
ican workers, of helping their families
and American communities.

I believe that John Sweeney, presi-
dent of the AFL-CIO, put it clearly in
his statement when he said about a
new deal: ‘“‘Our trade policy will not be
fixed overnight. The Bush administra-
tion’s consistent unwillingness to en-
force trade violations against nations
like Jordan and China remind us there
is no guarantee the executive branch
will enforce any new rights workers
may gain through these negotiations,
and President Bush has negotiated
flawed agreements with gross human
rights violator Colombia and a losing,
one-sided agreement with South
Korea.”

My friends, it is time that the United
States of America begins shipping our
values overseas and not our jobs. It is
time for America to take back our rich
history of manufacturing, of making
things. After all, if we don’t make any-
thing, we won’t have anything. What
everyone in Wisconsin is asking for is
balanced trade, and we need it now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
JACKSON-LEE of Texas). Under a pre-
vious order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

HONORING MAGGIE RODRIGUEZ

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to recognize Maggie Rodriguez,
who recently accepted the lead anchor
role on the nationally televised CBS
“Saturday Early Show.” Maggie has
been covering south Florida with CBS’s
local affiliate, CBS 4, for 7 years. As a
news anchor on the 5 p.m. and 11 p.m.
newscasts, Maggie has delivered news
to millions of people in my community
on a regular basis since the year 2000.

Maggie is a product of south Florida
who has distinguished herself in her
chosen field of journalism. She at-
tended Our Lady of Lourdes Academy,
located in the heart of my congres-
sional district. In 1991, she graduated
from the University of Miami, my alma
mater. As a fellow south Floridian, I
am very proud to honor Maggie on her
many achievements. She is moving to
New York, but she will always be wel-
comed in her hometown.

Her husband, Michael, is the general
manager of Telemundo’s local affiliate
in Miami. I am sure that Maggie will
continue to spend significant time
down home in south Florida.

Since Dbeginning her career with
Univision in 1991, Maggie’s warm per-
sonality, coupled with her strong work
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