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seem to me that having public trans-
portation available is one of the good
ways to reduce the use of oil. High
prices have driven more people to use
public transportation, but that’s a le-
gitimate subject for debate. What is
not a legitimate subject is to make
things up.

The gentleman said yesterday, and I
quote from the RECORD, ‘‘And if you go
to Barney Frank’s district and you
jump on—I don’t know what they call
it, the subway, the ‘Big Dig,” the
major multibillion dollar boondoggle—
and you buy a ticket to ride along on
that thing, you get a cheap ticket be-
cause it’s subsidized by Hb5321.” Well,
you can’t buy a ticket to ride on the
Big Dig, but if you could, it should be
cheap because there’s nothing to ride
on.

In fact, quite contrary to what the
gentleman from Iowa made up yester-
day, the Big Dig is not a subway, the
Big Dig is a highway. Now, it did cost
a lot of money, but it was money that
was spent on a highway. So when the
gentleman says, ‘I don’t know what
they call it, the subway, the Big Dig,
the major multibillion dollar boon-
doggle’”’—and by the way, it’s not in my
district. But that is such a small error
compared to the major errors the gen-
tleman made that I mention it only in
passing. But I am baffled by why the
gentleman would get up and purport to
talk about something in Massachusetts
and so mis-describe it.

So let me be very clear: The Big Dig
is a highway, it is not a subway. A sub-
way is a mass transit conveyor that
goes underground. A highway is some-
thing on which cars go. So you can’t
buy a ticket on the Big Dig, and it is
not a subway.

He said further, by the way, that you
get a cheap ticket because it’s sub-
sidized by Hb5321. I don’t know what
H5321 is. There is a bill, H.R. 5321,
which has absolutely nothing to do
with public transportation, but accu-
racy does not appear to have been the
governing principle in that conversa-
tion.

I do note that the gentleman from
Iowa singled out three districts to dis-
cuss: San Francisco, represented by the
Speaker, New York City—and he im-
puted all New York City to the gen-
tleman from New York, Mr. RANGEL—
and myself. Why we three districts
were singled out—myself, San Fran-
cisco, the gentleman from New York,
Mr. RANGEL—I don’t know what emo-
tions the gentleman from Iowa was
seeking to evoke by, out of all of the
public transportation districts, picking
the three of us. Again, that’s some-
thing he is entitled to do, but he is
really not entitled to call a highway a
subway and denounce us for that.

So, as I said, I understand that when
you are here under Special Orders, you
can generally get away with a great
deal because there is no one to point
things out. And I actually felt suffi-
ciently concerned about the accuracy
of what’s said in the House that I wait-
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ed around for a while. And I learned
many interesting things about NASA,
more than I had planned to, but that
was an educational experience. But I
would hope that Members in the fu-
ture, when they want to go and attack
things, would put a little effort into
trying to know what they are talking
about. It might elevate the debate.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SARBANES). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. POE) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

BORDER PATROL AGENTS RAMOS
AND COMPEAN

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, today is the 512th day since a
great injustice took place in this coun-
try. On January 17, 2007, two U.S. Bor-
der Patrol agents entered Federal pris-
on to begin serving 11 and 12 years, re-
spectively. Agents Compean and Ramos
were convicted in March of 2006 for
wounding a Mexican drug smuggler
who brought 743 pounds of marijuana
across our border into Texas.

These agents never should have been
prosecuted, yet the U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice prosecuted the agents and granted
immunity to the drug smuggler. I want
to repeat that, Mr. Speaker, yet, the
U.S. Attorney’s Office prosecuted the
agents and granted immunity to the
drug smuggler, who claimed he was un-
armed. The illegal drug smuggler re-
ceived full medical care in El Paso,
Texas and was permitted to return to
Mexico.

Mr. Speaker, today I would especially
like to thank House Judiciary Chair-
man JOHN CONYERS and his staff for
their interest in investigating this
case. Last week, I spoke to Chairman
CONYERS about this case, and I was so
grateful to learn that the chairman is
seriously considering holding hearings
to thoroughly examine the prosecution
of these two Border agents. The Amer-
ican people have not forgotten Agents
Ramos and Compean, who should have
been commended instead of indicted.
The hundreds of thousands of Ameri-
cans who have supported these two he-
roes will greatly appreciate a decision
by Chairman CONYERS to hold hearings
on this injustice.

These two agents have given years of
their life in service to this Nation, yet
they have been unjustly punished for
doing their job to protect our home-
land. Those of us—and there have been
many on both sides of the political
aisle—who have spoken out on behalf
of these agents for more than a year
are waiting on the Fifth U.S. Circuit
Court of Appeals in New Orleans to
render its decision in this case.
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When those who bravely defend our
borders are prosecuted, it sends a con-
fusing message to law enforcement,
who are trying to protect the American
people. Mr. Speaker, it is my hope and
prayer that one day soon this injustice
will be corrected and these two heroes
will be home with their families.

Mr. Speaker, I want to close by say-
ing that we have called on the Presi-
dent of the United States to pardon
these two agents, and yet nothing has
happened. The last hope for this Con-
gress is in the hands of Chairman CON-
YERS. And I have great respect for
Chairman CONYERS, he is a man of in-
tegrity and honor.

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I will ask
God to continue to bless these two Bor-
der agents and their families. And I
will also ask God to continue to bless
our men and women in uniform, and
ask God to continue to bless America.

——

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 addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

NASA REAUTHORIZATION BILL

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, we just finished a historic de-
bate for historic legislation, H.R. 6063,
and I look forward to my colleagues en-
thusiastically supporting the NASA
Reauthorization Bill.

Let me highlight what this bill will
generate for science in America. Fund-
ing for science will be some $4.932 bil-
lion. Aeronautics will be $853 million.
Space exploration will be $3.886 billion.
Education will be $128 million. Space
operations will be some $6 billion.
Cross-Agency Support Programs, some
$3 Dbillion. And Inspector General,
which is very important to ensure the
integrity of the program, some $35 mil-
lion. This is an investment not for this
Congress, but for America, and that is
why this debate is so important.

As we move this bill forward, I am
very pleased that this body supported
my amendment. And I wanted to en-
sure that we had record clarity to
know that this amendment was worked
on by the Science Committee and the
Small Business Administration Com-
mittee, and was timely submitted to
the Rules Committee and, as well, was,
if you will, approved by the Rules Com-
mittee. And I was very pleased to have
this listed as an approved amendment
in the structured rule process.

And so all is well now that this
amendment has been passed and that
this bill now has been passed, if you
will, out of this body. And of course
there will be votes to finalize the pas-
sage of the bill.
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