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He supports the Iraq Government
against the death squads when he
knows full well that the death squads
are embedded in the Iraqi Government.
He claims that he is following the Iraq
Study Group’s recommendation to get
a win when the study group has said
there is no way to win and that the
only question is how to best leave.

The President wants a win. To that
end he is sending 20,000 more Ameri-
cans into harm’s way and spending $100
million a day to get that win. In 3
months, don’t kid yourself, he will be
asking for more to get a win. This is
immoral.

What the President doesn’t realize is
that America wins when we follow our
ideals, which means we fight for free-
dom when our freedom is at stake and
we only ask American troops to lay
down their lives when our country is in
danger, not to give the President a win.

Again, Mr. Speaker, let me repeat,
there is no military solution to this po-
litical problem. The United States is
not going to determine the fate of Iraq;
only the Iraqis will determine their
fate.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous 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.)

———

ESCALATION IS HARDLY THE
ANSWER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, a military
victory in Iraq is unattainable, just as
it was in the Vietnam War. At the
close of the Vietnam War in 1975, a tell-
ing conversation took place between a
North Vietnamese colonel named Tu
and an American colonel named Harry
Summers. Colonel Summers said to Tu,
You know, you never beat us on the
battlefield. And Tu replied, That may
be so, but it is also irrelevant.

It is likewise irrelevant to seek mili-
tary victory in Iraq. As conditions de-
teriorate in Iraq, the American people
are told more blood must be spilled to
achieve just such a military victory.
21,000 additional troops and another
$100 billion are needed for a surge, yet
the people remain rightfully skeptical.

Though we have been in Iraq for
nearly 4 years, the meager goal today
simply is to secure Baghdad. This hard-
ly shows that the mission is even part-
ly accomplished.

Astonishingly, American taxpayers
now will be forced to finance a multi-
billion dollar jobs program in Iraq.
Suddenly the war is about jobs. We ex-
port our manufacturing jobs to Asia,
and now we plan to export our welfare
jobs to Iraq, all at the expense of the
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poor and the middle class here at
home.

Plans are being made to become
more ruthless in achieving stability in
Iraq. It appears Muqtada al Sadr will
be on the receiving end of our military
efforts, despite his overwhelming sup-
port among large segments of the Iraqi
people.

It is interesting to note that one ex-
cuse given for our failure is leveled at
the Iraqis themselves: they have not
done enough, we are told, and are dif-
ficult to train. Yet no one complains
that the Mahdi or the Kurdish militias,
the Badr Brigade, the real Iraqi Gov-
ernment, not our appointed govern-
ment, are not well trained. Our prob-
lems obviously have nothing to do with
training Iraqis to fight, but instead
with loyalties and motivations.

We claim to be spreading democracy
in Iraq. But al Sadr has far more demo-
cratic support with the majority Shi-
ites than our troops enjoy. The prob-
lem is not a lack of democratic con-
sensus; it is the antipathy among most
Iraqis.

In real estate, the three important
considerations are: location, location,
location. In Iraq, the three conditions
are: occupation, occupation, occupa-
tion. Nothing can improve in Iraq until
we understand that our occupation is
the primary source of the chaos and
killing. We are a foreign occupying
force strongly resented by the majority
of Iraqi citizens.

Our inability to adapt to the tactics
of fourth-generation warfare com-
pounds our military failure. Unless we
understand this, even doubling our
troop strength will not solve the prob-
lems created by our occupation.

The talk of a troop surge and jobs
program in Iraq only distracts Ameri-
cans from the very real possibility of
an attack on Iran. Our growing naval
presence in the region and our harsh
rhetoric towards Iran are unsettling.
Securing the Horn of Africa and send-
ing Ethiopian troops into Somalia do
not bode well for world peace, yet these
developments are almost totally ig-
nored by Congress.

Rumors are flying about when, not if,
Iran will be bombed by either Israel or
the United States, possibly with nu-
clear weapons. Our CIA says Iran is 10
years away from producing a nuclear
bomb and has no delivery system, but
this does not impede our plans to keep
everything on the table when dealing
with Iran.
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We should remember that Iran, like
Iraq, is a third world nation without a
significant military. Nothing in his-
tory hints that she is likely to invade
a neighboring country, let alone do
anything to America or Israel.

I am concerned, however, that a con-
trived Gulf of Tonkin type incident
may well occur to gain popular support
for an attack on Iran. Even if such an
attack is carried out by Israel over
U.S. objections, we will be politically
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and morally culpable, since we pro-
vided the weapons and dollars to make
it possible.

Mr. Speaker, let’s hope I am wrong
about this one.

————————

OIL INDUSTRY MAIN BENEFICIARY
OF TRAQ WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WELCH of Vermont). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the
American people have not received
very much information about a major
issue in and around the Iraq war, and
the oil industry would like to keep it
just that way. Fortunately, investiga-
tive journalism is still being practiced,
and I want to share information uncov-
ered by a reporter for AlterNet, in the
United States, and a major Sunday
story this week in The Independent, a
newspaper in the United Kingdom.

The number one Iraq story for all of
2006 on AlterNet, which is an Internet-
based news and opinion site, was a two-
part series by a reporter, Joshua Hol-
land, entitled: ‘‘Bush’s Petro-Cartel Al-
most Has Iraq’s Oil.”

Last Sunday, The Independent car-
ried stories with these headlines: ‘‘Fu-
ture of Iraq: The Spoils of War, How
the West Will Make a Killing on Iraqi
0il Riches.” And ‘‘Blood and Oil: How
the West Will Profit from Iraq’s Most
Precious Commodity.”

Members of Congress are limited in
how much information we can enter
into the record at one time, so I will
enter into the record The Independent
story. I will also encourage every
American to seek out and read the
complete AlterNet story, which is
available online.

These investigative reports paint a
disturbing picture and raise troubling
questions about big 0il’s attempting to
steal the oil wealth and resources of
the Iraqi people. From the beginning of
the Iraq invasion, more moderate
voices, especially overseas, questioned
whether the wulterior motive behind
toppling Saddam Hussein was a grab
for Iraqi oil. In this scenario, democ-
racy is a by-product of oil production,
not the real reason for military action
in Iraq.

Gaining access to the oil wealth of
Iraqg has had oil industries salivating
for years. Gaining control of that oil
wealth would be a prize beyond com-
pare for the oil industry. Iraq has the
third largest oil reserves in the world,
and there are many oil geologists who
believe that vast additional oil re-
serves are just waiting to be discovered
in Iraq’s western desert. They call it
the Holy Grail, and some believe the
untapped riches could propel Iraq from
third to first place in the world’s oil re-
serves.

An estimated 115 billion barrels of oil
reserves are under Iraq. Today’s price
is $53 a barrel, and that is an 18-month
low. The American people are still suf-
fering from the oil price shocks and
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