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Procurement Code for State and Local Gov-
ernment written, published, endorsed and ad-
vocated by the American Bar Association, and 
the process has been enacted in ‘‘min-Brooks 
Act’’ statutes by more than 30 State Legisla-
tures. As a local government official, I can per-
sonally attest to the value of this process in 
projects ranging from design of schools to 
hazardous waste site remediation, from water 
and wastewater facilities to geographic infor-
mation systems (GIS) for growth management 
and transportation planning. 

Today, Americans have the cleanest water, 
the safest and most attractive and functional 
public buildings, the most accurate maps, the 
safest roads, and many other aspects of the 
quality of life and our built environment be-
cause of the work of professional architects, 
engineers, surveyors and mappers who have 
worked on Brooks Act contracts. It is improtant 
that Congress pause at this moment to reflect 
on the success of this law. It has provided 
enormous benefits and effectiveness, and paid 
huge dividends to the taxpayers of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, the Brooks Act has enjoyed 
wide bipartisan support over the years. This is 
a law that works. I congratulate our Nation’s 
architects, engineers, surveyors and mapping 
professionals who have completed millions of 
dollars worth of projects as contractors to gov-
ernment agencies, as well as the dedicated 
public servants in the design professions who 
have been responsible for awarding these 
contracts and performing the inherently gov-
ernmental responsibilities for oversight of that 
work. The Brooks Act fosters a true public-pri-
vate partnership that should stand as a model 
for how government and the private sector can 
work together to build a better America.

f

CONGRATULATING DONALD EU-
GENE ARCHEY AND REVEL 
(MOORE) ARCHEY ON THE OCCA-
SION OF THEIR 50TH WEDDING 
ANNIVERSARY

HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 14, 2002

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Mr. Donald Eugene Archey and Mrs. 
Revel (Moore) Archey. Don and Revel met 
when Don accompanied his father to deliver a 
wagonload of firewood to the Moores. They 
were married on November 27, 1952 in 
Catlettsburg, Kentucky and shortly after 
moved to Columbus, Ohio. Since 1977, Don 
and Revel have lived in Delaware County, 
Ohio. 

Don recently retired from his sole-proprietor-
ship corporation, Don’s Road Oiling. For more 
than 40 years he was the owner, president, 
and often the only employee. Revel and Don 
have seven children: Deborah, Stanley, Libby, 
Elisa, Gayla, Tawnya, and Jonathan. They are 
the proud grandparents of Jason, Zachary, 
Joel, Jairica, and Eli. 

Fifty years of marriage is certainly an occa-
sion worthy of celebration and recognition. I 
congratulate Revel and Don for this wonderful 
achievement, and wish them many more years 
of happiness together.

NATIONAL GUARD TROOPS

HON. GIL GUTKNECHT 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 14, 2002

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, our generation met its chal-
lenge. The attacks against innocent Americans 
were acts of war. We are still fighting that war. 
Carl von Clausewitz said that the goal of any 
military encounter is to destroy the enemy’s 
will to fight. We still have work to do. 

But at home we have come far. We have 
buried our dead. We have comforted our 
wounded. We have rebuilt the Pentagon. New 
York is being rebuilt. We have gained a re-
solve and determination to go on. We will con-
tinue to be the shining beacon of liberty. We 
are willing to bear the price of defending the 
principles of freedom, justice and honor. We 
are Americans, and proud to be so. 

Generations of Americans have followed the 
wisdom of President Theodore Roosevelt 
when he said, ‘‘In any moment of decision, the 
best thing you can do is the right thing. The 
worst thing you can do is nothing.’’

From the Barbary Coast to the streets of 
Kabul, Americans have always sought to do 
what is right. We have never given way to 
despots and madmen in the name of artificial 
peace. More than 48 million men and women 
have served in our armed forces to do the 
right thing. 

The sacrifice of Americans who left their 
homes and lives for the cause of justice 
across the globe is a testament to what is 
good and right about our great nation. Be-
cause of Americans, Europe was liberated 
from a madman. Because of Americans, Com-
munism is left to the ash heap of history. Be-
cause of Americans, little girls are going to 
school in Afghanistan. 

Today I honor those Americans who 
stepped in to secure our domestic defenses 
during a time of great uncertainty. The brave 
men and women of the National Guard. As ac-
tive duty troops were deployed, the men and 
women of the National Guard dropped what 
they were doing and answered their call to 
duty. Careers were put on hold, families part-
ed with a loved one, sacrifices were made to 
secure our nation. 

Guard members from Minnesota have 
served in every major conflict since its incep-
tion more than 360 years ago. More than 150 
Minnesota National Guard soldiers were called 
to duty following the September 11 attacks. 

I am especially grateful to the National 
Guard soldiers of Company B, Second Bat-
talion of the 135th Infantry. These soldiers 
performed special duties at the Rochester 
International Airport. During a time of crisis, 
they stepped up to join that long grey line. 
That line that has never failed us.

Thank you First Sergeant Thomas L. 
Butterfield, Sergeant Samuel M. Adjei, Ser-
geant First Class Jason R. Schweitzer, Spe-
cialist Jason A. Cox, Specialist Benjamin R. 
Jech, Specialist Jacob R. King, Staff Sergeant 
Troy D. Landsverk, Sergeant William M. 
Olson, Sergeant Timothy A. Patterson, Ser-
geant Daniel J. Prescher, Specialist Brandon 
L. Riggs, Sergeant Scott J. Saltou, Sergeant 
Matthew Swiger, and Specialist Benjamin W. 
Teed. 

These soldiers deserve our respect and our 
gratitude. 

As William Jennings Bryan said, ‘‘Destiny is 
not a matter of chance, it is a matter of 
choice. It is not a thing to be waited for, it is 
a thing to be achieved.’’ Americans have a 
history of choosing their destiny. We will con-
tinue to do so, because that is who we are. 

We must, and we will, continue to achieve 
this victory for the people of the United States 
and for all civilized, peace-loving people 
around the world. There will be a price. The 
blood and treasure of our nation will be in-
vested. The leadership, resources and unwav-
ering courage of the United States are critical 
in this struggle. We shall not falter, we will rise 
to the challenges. And, in the end, we will 
leave to future generations a safer planet be-
cause we never failed to defend the freedom 
we cherish. We will continue to practice what 
we preach. 

God Bless America.
f

UNINTENDED CONSEQUENCES

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 14, 2002

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, government efforts 
at benevolence always backfire. Inevitably, un-
intended consequences overwhelm the short-
term and narrow benefits of authoritarian pro-
grams designed to make the economic system 
fair, the people morally better, and the world 
safe for democracy. One hundred years of in-
tense government ‘‘benevolence’’ in the United 
States has brought us to the brink of eco-
nomic collapse, a domestic police state, and 
perpetual war overseas. And now our obses-
sion with conquering and occupying Iraq is 
about to unleash consequences that no one 
can accurately foresee. The negative possibili-
ties are unlimited and the benefits negligible. 

Some have warned that the planned pre-
emptive invasion of Iraq could prove so desta-
bilizing to the region and the world that it lit-
erally could ignite a worldwide conflict big 
enough to be called World War III. Nuclear ex-
changes are perhaps even more likely to 
occur under the conditions of an expanded 
Middle East war than they were at the height 
of the Cold War, when the Soviets and U.S. 
had literally thousands of nuclear weapons 
pointed at each other. If we carry out our 
threats to invade and occupy Iraq, especially 
if we do so unilaterally, the odds are at least 
50–50 that this worst case scenario will result. 

The best-case scenario would be a short 
war, limited to weeks and involving few Amer-
ican and Iraqi civilian casualties. This, in com-
bination with a unified Iraqi welcome, the plac-
ing into power of a stable popular government 
that is long lasting, contributing to regional sta-
bility and prosperity, and free elections, just is 
what our planners are hoping for. The odds of 
achieving this miraculous result are probably 
one in 10,000. 

More likely, the consequences will be se-
vere and surprising and not what anyone 
planned for or intended. It will likely fall some-
where between the two extremes, but closer 
to the worst scenario than the best. 

There are numerous other possible con-
sequences. Here are a few worth contem-
plating: 

No local Iraqi or regional Arab support ma-
terializes. Instead of a spontaneous uprising 

VerDate 0ct<31>2002 03:13 Nov 17, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A14NO8.175 E15PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE2084 November 15, 2002
as is hope, the opposite occurs. The Iraqi citi-
zens anxious to get rid of Hussien join in his 
defense, believing foreign occupation and con-
trol of their oil is far worse than living under 
the current dictator. Already we see that sanc-
tions have done precisely that. Instead of 
blaming Saddam Hussien and his dictatorial 
regime for the suffering of the past decade, 
the Iraqi people blame the U.S.-led sanctions 
and the constant bombing by the U.S. and 
British. Hussien has increased his power and 
the people have suffered from the war against 
Iraq since 1991. There are a lot of reasons to 
believe this same reaction will occur with an 
escalation of our military attacks. Training dis-
sidents like the Iraqi National Congress will 
prove no more reliable than the training and 
the military assistance we provided in the 70’s 
and the 80’s for Osama bin Laden and Sad-
dam Hussien when they qualified as U.S. ‘‘al-
lies.’’

Pre-emptive war against Iraq may well 
prompt traditional enemies in the regions to 
create new alliances, as the hatred for Amer-
ica comes to exceed age-old hatreds that 
caused regional conflicts. Iraq already has 
made overtures and concessions to Iran and 
Kuwait, with some signs of conciliation being 
shown by both sides. Total domination of the 
entire Persian Gulf and Caspian Sea regions 
by the U.S. will surely stir survival instincts in 
these countries as well as in Russia. As the 
balance of power continues to shift in the 
U.S.’s favor, there will be even more reasons 
for countries like China and Pakistan to se-
cretly support the nations that are being sub-
jected to U.S. domination in the region. The 
U.S. will never have a free ride in its effort to 
control the entire world’s oil supply. Antag-
onisms are bound to build, and our ability to 
finance the multiple military conflicts that are 
bound to come is self-limited. 

The Kurds may jump at the chance, if chaos 
ensues, to fulfill their dream of an independent 
Kurdish homeland. This, of course, will stir ire 
of the Turks and the Iranians. Instead of sta-
bility for northern Iraq, the war likely will pre-
cipitate more fighting than the war planners 
ever imagined. Delivering Kurdish Iraq to Tur-
key as a prize for its cooperation with our war 
plans will not occur without a heated and 
deadly struggle. Turkey is already deeply con-
cerned about the prospect for Kurdish inde-
pendence, and only remains loyal to America 
because U.S. taxpayers are forced to sub-
sidize an already depressed Turkish economy 
caused by our Iraqi policies. More money will 
pacify for a while, but either frustration with 
the perpetual nature of the problem or our in-
ability to continue the financial bailout will lead 
Turkey to have second thoughts about its obe-
dience to our demands to wage war from their 
country. All of this raises the odds that Islamic 
radicals will once more take control of the 
Turkish government. These developing condi-
tions increase the odds of civil strife erupting 
in Turkey. 

Islamic fundamentalism in the entire region 
will get a shot in the arm once the invasion of 
Iraq begins, especially in Saudi Arabia, 
Yemen, and Turkey. Our placing the Shah in 
power in Iran in the 1950’s was a major rea-
son that the Ayatollah eventually made it to 
power in the late 1970’s—a delayed but nev-
ertheless direct consequence of our policy. 
Balance of power in this area of the world has 
always been delicate, and outside interference 
serves only to destabilize. There’s no evi-

dence that our current efforts will lead to more 
stability. Promoting democracy, as it’s said 
we’re doing, is a farce. If elections were to 
occur in most of the Arab countries today, 
Osama bin Laden and his key allies would 
win. Besides, it seems we adapt quite well to 
working with military dictators that have ousted 
elected leaders, as we do in Pakistan by re-
warding their cooperation with huge subsidies 
and future promises. 

In the chaos that may erupt, several coun-
tries might see an opportunity to move on their 
neighbors. Already we have been warned that 
cooperation from Russia means no American 
criticism or resistance to its moves in Georgia 
or Chechnya. China could attack Taiwan. 
North Korea could renew its struggle against 
South Korea. India may see this as an oppor-
tunity to settle the Kasmir dispute with Paki-
stan—with the real risk of nuclear war break-
ing out. It seems the obsession about Iraq’s 
improbable possession of nuclear weapons far 
exceeds the more realistic possibility that our 
pre-emptive strike against Iraq may precipitate 
a nuclear exchange between these two coun-
tries, or even a first strike with nuclear weap-
ons by Israel against Iraq. 

Expect Israel to use the chaos to further 
promote their occupation and settlements in 
the Palestinian homeland and possibly even in 
Lebanon. Israel’s possession of nuclear weap-
ons in a period of outright war will surely serve 
to intimidate her neighbors and intensify her 
efforts to further expand the Israeli homeland. 

If massive Iraqi civilian casualties result, as 
indeed is possible though not deliberate, ex-
pect more worldwide condemnation and even 
a U.N. resolution condemning what others will 
call American War Crimes. Our refusal to be 
subject to the International Criminal Court, 
while demanding other be tried in the court, 
will never sit well with the world community. 
Our position is a far cry from what it ought to 
beldemanding national sovereignty while 
promoting neutrality and friendship with all na-
tions. 

Our own CIA has warned that war with Iraq 
will more likely cause Saddam Hussien to use 
any massively lethal weapons that he might 
have than if we don’t attack him. Also, they 
warned that the likelihood of al Qaeda attacks 
on our own soil will increase once an invasion 
begins. This, of course, could a wave of well-
placed snipers around the United States.

It is now admitted that over 150,000 U.S. 
servicemen are suffering from Persian Gulf 
War Syndrome as a result of the first Persian 
Gulf War. Our government would like to ignore 
this fact, but a new war literally could create 
an epidemic of casualties of the same sort, 
since the exact etiology is not completely un-
derstood. The number of deaths and injuries 
that might occur from an occupation of Iraq is 
unknown, but conceivably could be much 
higher than anyone wants to imagine. 

Anti Americanism now seeping the world will 
significantly increase once we launch our at-
tack. Already we have seen elections swayed 
in Europe, Turkey, and Pakistan by those un-
friendly to the United States. The attitude that 
the world’s ‘‘King of the Hill’’ must be brought 
down will escalate, especially if the war goes 
poorly and does not end quickly with minimal 
civilian deaths. 

Al Qaeda likely will get a real boost in mem-
bership once the war breaks out. Membership 
is already pervasive throughout the world with-
out any centralized control. We should expect 

this to continue, with an explosion in member-
ship and a negative impact around the world. 
Our attack will confirm to the doubters that bin 
Laden was right in assessing our desire to 
control the Middle Eastern resources and dic-
tate policy to the entire region while giving 
support to Israel over the Palestinians. 

Our very weak economy could easily col-
lapse with the additional burden of a costly 
war. War is never a way to make the people 
of a country better off. It does not end reces-
sions, and is much more likely to cause one 
or make one much worse. A significant war 
will cause revenues to decrease, taxes to in-
crease, inflation to jump, encourage trade 
wars, and balloon the deficit. Oil prices will 
soar and the dollar will retreat ever further. 

Already we’re hearing demands for a mili-
tary draft to be instituted for both men and 
women. I see that coming, and it will serve as 
another source of domestic friction as our 
economy deteriorates and unemployment 
rises. Under these conditions the standard of 
living for all Americans is destined to go down. 

This war, if of any significant duration, in 
time will be seen as a Republican war plain 
and simple. Along with a weak economy, it 
could easily usher in a ‘‘regime change’’ here 
in the United states. The conditions may justify 
a change in leadership, but the return of con-
trol to the opposition party will allow them to 
use the opportunity to promote their domestic 
liberal agenda and socialize the entire econ-
omy. 

The net result, regardless of the size and 
duration of the coming war, will be that the 
people of the United States will be less free 
and much poorer. The bigger the war, the 
greater will be the suffering.
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IN HONOR OF THE CONGRES-
SIONAL CAREER OF CONGRESS-
MAN BOB CLEMENT

HON. JERRY F. COSTELLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 14, 2002

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a great friend, our colleague 
BOB CLEMENT, who is completing a distin-
guished 14-year career in the House of Rep-
resentatives. BOB and I both began our serv-
ice after special elections in 1988, and we 
have served together on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. I have had the 
chance to get to know his wife Mary and their 
children, and I wish them all the best as they 
begin this new phase of their lives. 

BOB CLEMENT has upheld a fine family tradi-
tion of public service, following the example of 
his father, who served as Governor of Ten-
nessee. BOB served in the Army and the Ten-
nessee Army National guard, was elected to 
the Public Service Commission and later ap-
pointed by President Carter to the Tennessee 
Valley Authority Board of Directors. After suc-
cess in the private sector, he became presi-
dent of Cumberland University. BOB carried all 
of these experiences to Congress, working 
hard on behalf of our nation’s veterans, par-
ticularly on Gulf War Syndrome issues, and fo-
cusing on the transportation needs of the 
country. He served as co-chair of the House 
Education Caucus and passed legislation 
dealing with the increasing problem of identity 
theft. 
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