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UNITED STATES IS NOT ACTING 

ALONE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. MCINNIS. Madam Speaker, I can-
not resist responding to the previous 
speaker’s comments. 

I am appalled frankly by some of the 
statements that were made from that 
podium just a few short minutes ago. 
The United States of America is not 
acting alone. The United States of 
America has not failed in diplomacy. It 
is the United States of America by the 
use of force through the United States 
of America and its allies, including the 
British, the Spaniards, the Italians and 
many other countries on the European 
continent, that have forced Saddam 
Hussein to come up with the weapons 
that he has come up with so far for de-
struction. 

The United Nations has tried unsuc-
cessfully, unsuccessfully year after 
year after year after year, through in-
spections, through economic sanctions, 
through criticism, through 16 or 18 sep-
arate resolutions, and yet the fine lady 
stands up in front of this House and 
says that the way we need to start this 
is with discussions. 

What has been happening the last 12 
years? I will tell you what has been 
happening the last 12 years. Saddam 
Hussein has been very methodically 
building up his arsenal, and I intend 
later this evening to go over not just a 
broad allegation that he has got addi-
tional weapons of mass destruction, 
not just an additional, not just a broad 
allegation that he has utilized these 
weapons of mass destruction because 
we know, in fact, he has. He has gassed 
his own citizens. He used them in his 
attack against Iran. He had prepared to 
use them when he occupied Kuwait . 

What did he do these last 15 years, 12 
years? That is exactly what he has 
done. He has very methodically, as I 
said, built up an arsenal. And now we 
have some people in our own Chambers 
that stand up and say, we ought to go 
talk more. We ought to start the in-
spection process and eventually kind of 
ramp it up a little. 

Where have they been? With all due 
respect to my colleagues, when does 
this end? When are we going to say 
enough is enough? 

I hope this evening I am able to 
present you with some remarks, with 
some convincing evidence, persuasive 
remarks that will show you just how 
evil this guy is. 

It is amazing to me as I look out at 
the worldwide press, I do not think by 
the way the worldwide population, but 
as I look at the worldwide press, their 
media is slanted towards building up 
the good character of Saddam Hussein 
and destroying the good character of 
George W. Bush and America. What my 
colleague failed to mention in her pre-
vious statements here is she blames 

the United States for problems with 
our allies. Let me tell you, take a look 
on the our allies. We have good, strong, 
solid allies out there and we have good 
relationships with many of our allies 
out there, but the fact is we also are a 
leader. We are the strongest Nation in 
the world. We are not going around 
boasting about it, but sometimes it 
falls upon the shoulders of the strong-
est person to pull that wagon up the 
hill. You know, if you have horses on a 
team and you are trying to get that 
wagon up the hill and you have some 
weak horses, at some point you have 
got to replace them with strong horses. 
That is not to say anything bad about 
the weak horses. It may be, in fact, 
that those horses were not built to pull 
a wagon up the hill. That is what we 
have happening here. 

We have the French who for political 
reasons because they do not have much 
of a military, who for political reasons 
have decided to advance their causes 
by being the worst critic of the United 
States, by being the worst critic, you 
find very few words in the rhetoric on 
the fine island of France, and I say is-
land because they are isolating them-
selves within the European continent, 
you find from their fine words horrible 
criticism of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

You never hear the French leaders 
talk about what the United States does 
for the world. Do you know if you take 
a look we have no reason to apologize 
for this country. This country feeds 
more hungry people than any other 
country in the world. This country edu-
cates more people and educates them 
to a higher level than any other coun-
try in the world. This country exports, 
it overflows with freedom compared 
with any other country in the world. 
This country produces the greatest in-
ventions known to man in the greatest 
quantity of any other country in the 
world. This country allows more pri-
vate property rights than any other 
country in the world. Our Constitution 
allows more rights for our judicial sys-
tem than any other country in the 
world. 

We have the best medicine. Some of 
the best medicine ever known to man-
kind is developed in this country. Open 
heart surgery. You take a look at what 
you have. Root canals. You take a look 
at it. It is the United States of Amer-
ica. And yet we have Members of our 
own body up here apologizing and con-
demning our own country for perceived 
shortfalls. And what is their source? 
What do they use as their source? They 
use as their source the spokesman for 
the French. They use as their source 
the spokesman for the Germans. 

Why do they not use as a source the 
Americans who have been able to real-
ize the dream that only America offers 
and that America on many occasions 
has gone to battle throughout the 
world to give other countries the op-
portunity so that they too can enjoy 
the life we have enjoyed. 

If you want to apologize for being a 
leader, if you want to apologize for 

being strong militarily, if you want to 
apologize for taking tougher action 
against Saddam Hussein, then move 
aside, then move aside, because the 
majority of the people in this Nation 
want this Nation to prevail when it 
comes to freedom. They want the 
United States of America to prevail 
when other countries need our assist-
ance. They want this country to pre-
vail, to stop the spread of weapons of 
mass destruction. 

Would the gentlewoman or some of 
my other colleagues here, it would be 
interesting to pull out our comments 
about what you thought about Saddam 
Hussein when he invaded Kuwait. I 
would be very interested to see what 
your comments were about the French 
when they went down to the Ivory 
Coast last year, by the way, without 
the authorization of the United Na-
tions, without even going to the United 
Nations to say they were going to the 
Ivory Coast with their military and the 
overthrow they did on the Ivory Coast. 
Where were my good colleagues when 
the French did that? 

How can you stand up here on the po-
dium and defend the French? The 
French are our allies somewhat. Keep 
in mind they are the ones that did not 
help us when we asked for overflight 
rights on our actions with Libya. Keep 
in mind, too, to my good colleague 
from the other State, keep in mind who 
built that military facility in Iraq. It 
was the French. Remember the one 
that the Israelites took out in a bomb-
ing raid, a very daring bombing raid 
about 15 or 20 years ago? That was 
built by the French. 

I am amazed that Members of this 
body will stand up and act as if the 
United States of America is the black 
sheep, as if the United States of Amer-
ica should be shunned instead of talk-
ing about the great things this country 
has done, instead of talking about the 
bravery of 250,000 troops over there and 
a couple other hundred thousand 
throughout the world and all the 
troops at home that are supplying 
those troops over there, their dedica-
tion and their patriotism, to talk 
about a threat that is an imminent 
threat. 

And do not kid yourselves, Saddam 
Hussein and his regime, it is a cancer, 
and you can go to the doctor and you 
can tell the doctor, Doc, I do not want 
to hear this announcement. I do not 
want to hear your prognosis that I 
have cancer. That is not what I want to 
hear, Doc. Let us start from the begin-
ning and see if you can leave out the 
cancer part of it when you give your 
prognosis to me. 

The doctor says to you, look, you can 
couch it any way you want. You can 
paint it any way you want. You can 
blame all your neighbors. You can have 
your neighbors blame you, but the fact 
is there is cancer out there and you 
better deal with it, because if you do 
not deal with it all you are doing is not 
eliminating the problem, you are pass-
ing the problem on to the next genera-
tion. 
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Do not all of us wish, even the gen-

tlewoman who just spoke, do not all of 
us wish that we would have resolved 
this issue in 1990 or the first Persian 
Gulf War when we had the opportunity? 
And what stopped us from resolving 
the issue, from destroying that regime 
or taking out that regime in 1990 when 
we had the opportunity? What stopped 
us? It was not George Bush, Sr., that 
stopped us. It was the United Nations 
that said do not go into Baghdad. Stay 
out of Baghdad. Leave Saddam Hussein 
in power. And now look what we did. 
We have passed it to another genera-
tion. 

I happen to be in the generation that 
it was passed to. And as a Member of 
that generation, I do not want to see it 
passed to the next generation. I want 
us to face up to this problem and our 
President has done a darn good job. 

Remember, this country retains its 
sovereignty, despite what Annan says 
over at the United Nations, despite 
what he says, the sovereignty of the 
United States remains with the United 
States.

b 1945 
We have never shifted our sov-

ereignty to the United Nations, and I 
want to speak a little more about the 
United Nations here in a moment, but 
the United States did not need to go to 
the United Nations. The French did not 
go to the United Nations for their re-
cent action on the Ivory Coast. We 
were not required to go to the United 
Nations. In fact, many of my constitu-
ents have said why did we even go to 
the United Nations? Why did we not 
just go out take care of the problem 
and move on? 

The fact is that our President, 
George W. Bush, who has been unfortu-
nately roundly criticized by some of 
my colleagues, it was his decision to 
take this to the United Nations. It is 
George W. Bush, who I happen to think 
is doing a remarkable job in his leader-
ship, he is our Commander in Chief. He 
is the one who has led the pursuit of 
every diplomatic and reasonable, he 
has got to be reasonable, but every dip-
lomatic channel. 

While my good colleagues were en-
joying the weekend, where was our 
Commander in Chief? He was on the 
telephone talking to China. He was on 
the telephone talking to Japan. He was 
on the telephone talking to Russia. He 
wants this resolved diplomatically, but 
at least he has got enough guts that if 
it is not resolved diplomatically, he 
will resolve it militarily. 

Thank goodness we have got the 
team that we have down there at that 
White House. Everybody in this Cham-
ber, in my opinion, would take a sec-
ond seat to a Condoleezza Rice. Every-
body in this Chamber, with due respect 
to my colleagues, I include myself 
there, would take a second seat to Dick 
Cheney, our Vice President. Everybody 
in this Chamber would take a second 
seat to Colin Powell. Everybody in this 
Chamber would take a second seat to 
Donald Rumsfeld. 

Yet, many in this Chamber think 
they know it all. I am not being overly 
critical. I am just trying to say after 
these remarks that I hear condemning 
the United States, maybe not con-
demning the United States, but saying 
that we have led the worst diplomatic 
disaster in history, oh my gosh, it is 
clear there is not an in-depth study of 
history in those kind of remarks. 

Where is the United Nations? I want 
to talk a little bit about the United 
Nations. I want to talk a little bit 
about the French and Germans, and I 
want to answer some of the questions, 
and most of all, I want to read an arti-
cle that I think is right on point. 

I actually went through it the other 
night, but many people asked that I go 
through it again, and I look forward to 
that, but first of all, let me talk about 
the United Nations. Let us face it. Let 
us take a look at what the United Na-
tions is all about. 

It has 191 member representatives in 
it, 191, and not being critical of the 
other 190, but if we take a look at that 
pool, just by the nature of our culture, 
just by the nature of the environments 
that we grew up in, just by the nature 
of our traditions in our particular 
countries, just by the nature of the 
governments that are within our coun-
try, we are different people. There are 
inherent conflicts. 

There are a lot of things that we can 
do together, and I am one of those peo-
ple that, while I think the United Na-
tions is a paper tiger when it comes to 
military action, I think the United Na-
tions has a proper place in our society. 
What is a proper role for the United 
Nations to play? 

Let us start out, I think the United 
Nations can be kind of the centralizing 
authority to give us the help and the 
distribution we need to assist countries 
that have starving populations. For ex-
ample, when we have a problem in 
Ethiopia, I bet the United Nations can 
help us with that problem. When we 
have a problem in Somalia, after they 
drag our soldiers through the streets, 
we cannot call on the United Nations. 
They do not have that capability. We 
have overestimated, we have exagger-
ated the role of the United Nations and 
its capability to carry anything on of 
substance, even in a diplomatic forum, 
with the exception of some very spe-
cific duties, and let me give my col-
leagues another example. 

The President covered it very well in 
his State of the Union Address. We 
have a horrible plague of AIDS 
throughout the world. We need to con-
quer that disease. The United Nations 
is a good institution to lead that bat-
tle. The United Nations is a good insti-
tution to help with resources for advice 
on farming, to provide agricultural re-
sources and so on. 

But do my colleagues not under-
stand, the United Nations, not because 
it is inherently evil or incompetent or 
incapable, but the United Nations, just 
by the fact of its structure, just by the 
way it is built, just by the way it is 

built, is not designed to be able to go 
into a country of mass destructions 
and face them down. The United Na-
tions does not have the capability be-
cause of its membership to face them 
down. We cannot get that membership 
all put together. 

Take a look at the United Nations. 
One of the biggest problems in the 
world that we spend a lot of time and 
resources on is human rights. This 
country leads the world in human 
rights, but what does the United Na-
tions do? One of the countries that is 
one of the worst abusers of human 
rights and makes list after list year 
after year is Libya. What do they do at 
the United Nations? They name the 
Libya representative as the head of the 
Human Rights Commission. That is 
why they are ineffective when it comes 
to this type of international geo-
political action. We should understand 
that their role needs to be more tar-
geted towards the things of which I 
spoke. 

Let me say just a couple of words 
about the French and the Germans. I 
think the French are the shining exam-
ple of hypocrisy. Let me quote from a 
recent Wall Street Journal editorial: 
But before we move on to war, says the 
editorial, let us pause to honor the 
grandeur of French hypocrisy on ‘‘the 
unilateral’’ use of military force. 
France seldom bothered to ask the 
United Nations or anyone else when it 
concludes its own interests are at 
stake. When a failed coup in the Ivory 
Coast last fall, and many of my col-
leagues probably do not even realize 
this, many of my colleagues probably 
could not identify with, and I am not 
being derogatory, but could not iden-
tify where the Ivory Coast is, but last 
fall the French sent troops down to the 
Ivory Coast because they had a failed 
coup, and let me go back to the quote: 
When a failed coup in the Ivory Coast 
last fall blossomed into a rebellion 
that threatened civil war, France never 
did get around to asking for a Security 
Council resolution. President Jacques 
Chirac also forgot to ask George W. 
Bush for his permission. Rather, he dis-
patched hundreds and eventually thou-
sands of paratroopers and French le-
gionnaires to contain the violence, to 
protect French citizens and to prevent 
the rebels from overrunning the coun-
try. 

I would ask my good colleague, who 
had just previously spoken, would my 
colleague call the French’s action on 
the Ivory Coast, would my colleague 
give them the same criticism she has 
just given the United States of Amer-
ica, that it is the lead example of the 
most horribly failed diplomacy or 
whatever the quote was? The French 
act when it is in their own interest. 
How ironic that they criticize the 
United States when the United States 
and its allies act in our interests, and 
I keep saying the United States and its 
allies. 

With the worldwide media now, it is 
almost laughed off the table by my col-
league who spoke before me. She says, 
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well, these little countries, these little 
countries in Europe that are allied 
with the United States, I forget exactly 
what she said, but the effect of it was, 
does not mean much. Look at the big 
players. Let me tell my colleagues, 
those little countries in Europe mean a 
lot to us, and those little countries in 
Europe, they happen to think they are 
pretty important to this. After all, 
their continent is pretty important. 

Let me tell my colleagues, if we want 
to go just by geographical size and by 
population size, let us take a look in 
that order of the allies that I speak of 
when I say the United States of Amer-
ica, that the worldwide media has 
largely ignored as a coalition of the 
willing. Start off with the United 
States of America. Put on to it Great 
Britain. Put on to that the Spanish, 
Spain. Put on to that the Italians. 
Then we start talking about Hungary. 
We can start talking about Poland. We 
can start talking about many other 
countries. 

In fact, I think the coalition that 
will be put together for this action, if 
Saddam Hussein does not unilaterally 
disarm, I think that coalition will 
come very close or, in fact, exceed the 
size of the coalition for the first Per-
sian Gulf War. This is not, as my col-
league said, and I did write this down, 
the U.S. against the world. What a 
misstatement. That is a misstatement. 
It is not the United States against the 
world. It is the United States for the 
world, and a big part of the world is 
with the United States of America. 

In the United States of America we 
can take any example we want in his-
tory, no country in history has ever 
gone beyond its borders, as the United 
States has, for other countries. We can 
take a look at World War I. We can 
take a look at World War II. We can 
take a look at the Persian gulf. We can 
take a look anytime there is a disaster 
in the world, what kind of relief do we 
see? United States of America. 

When people are starving and we are 
allowed to get aid in there, what do we 
see on those bags of flour? United 
States of America. We have got an 
awful lot to be proud of, and frankly, 
we can be proud of our President and 
this administration. He is our Com-
mander in Chief, and I can tell my col-
leagues frankly, over the weekend I lis-
tened to people like Sean Penn, a 
movie actor. I listened to Neil Young, 
big time singer in my generation. I lis-
tened to one of my favorite actresses, 
Julia Roberts. These are very talented 
actors, and I am appalled that all of 
the sudden they think they have doc-
torates in foreign policy, and they 
think that the President should take 
second seat to them.

I looked at one of the papers today, 
the New York Times perhaps or maybe 
it was the Wall Street Journal, full 
page ad from people who call them-
selves writers, ‘‘We are against the 
war.’’ Those people have not spent a 
fraction of the time that even my col-
leagues here on the floor have spent on 

what we are dealing with here, and I 
hope they are paying attention this 
evening. I am sure they are not, but I 
sure wish some of them were paying at-
tention this evening to explain away 
just exactly what Iraq is going to do 
with these weapons of mass destruc-
tion. 

We elected our President, and Presi-
dent after President we put confidence 
in our administration and our leader-
ship. They know a lot more than we 
know. My colleagues know a lot more 
than their constituents generally, sim-
ply not because we are brighter but be-
cause we have had classified briefings, 
because it is our job to know more. It 
is the President’s job to know a little 
more about these foreign issues than 
some of our good actors that come out 
of Hollywood who stand up there on a 
stage and condemn this country, a 
country that has given them all the 
privileges that they enjoy. Tell me 
that Sean Penn could go anywhere else 
in the world and fulfill the American 
dream. We have got to act as a team 
here. 

In regards to the Germans, I mean 
the French are getting a lot of political 
hay out of this. Jacques Chirac, his 
popularity polls have gone through the 
roof. He is able to dance on the stage 
without paying the band. He is able to 
enjoy the fruits, as he has for a long 
time, of the labor that the United 
States of America has put out there. 

The French really are not a signifi-
cant military power anymore. Where 
they have their power is in the Secu-
rity Council. That is why they want to 
go through there because they have a 
veto, and frankly, I just came from 
Paris, I just came from visiting NATO 
meetings, and by going out and talking 
on the street, a lot of people in Ger-
many and a lot of people in France, 
they think terrorism, the big threat is 
the United States. They do not see it 
as such a big issue, and I understand 
that if the French want to stand out of 
the battle, as they often do when the 
going gets tough, the French do not 
want to play. I can understand that. 
That is their nature. That is their 
character. I can understand that. 

The Germans, a little different story, 
but I can still understand that, but 
there is a big difference between stand-
ing aside, stepping out of the fight, and 
standing aside and cheering on the op-
position. That should not happen. 

A lot of people want to do everything 
they can to get rid of Saddam Hussein 
except fight him. Everybody wants to 
think they can sweet talk Saddam out 
of his regime. It is not going to happen. 

I hope that Saddam Hussein takes 
the chance, the last chance that is now 
being given to him by the United 
States of America and its coalition, 
and I hope that he disarms, but I kind 
of doubt that he will. I think it is pos-
sible he may go into exile, but the fact 
is it is the United States of America 
that has forced the United Nations to 
do something about it, and the United 
Nations in November accepted. They 

adopted 1141 that did something about 
it, but when it came time to call in the 
chips, the United Nations, because in 
my opinion of the makeup of the 
United Nations, could not stand up and 
carry its own weight, and at that point, 
once again, the United States and the 
allies that can carry the weight need to 
step in.

b 2000 

Madam Speaker, I want to read a let-
ter, and I spoke to this the other 
evening; but let me, first, Madam 
Speaker, get a time check. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN). The gentleman from Colo-
rado has approximately 35 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. MCINNIS. I understand I have 35 
minutes remaining, and I will yield 
back 10 minutes; so in my remaining 25 
minutes let me begin by reading a let-
ter, and I am quoting from Alistair 
Cooke. And as I mentioned the other 
night, I do not like to read from some-
body else’s script. I like to pull in 
quotes, and I hope I give credit to the 
quotes that are out there, but this is a 
very moving article. 

We all know that history is a good 
study. It does not tell us exactly what 
will happen in the future, but any good 
history teacher will tell us that the 
failure to understand past history will 
certainly be a significant handicap to 
any kind of understanding of how to 
prepare for the future. There is no 
crystal ball out there that tells us 
about the future, but history gives us 
an advantage. This article, I think, re-
flects very accurately some history 
that I hope all of us will think about. 

Let me read this, and I will quote 
throughout the article. I will leave the 
article periodically to make a com-
ment, but I will tell my colleagues 
when I do that. 

Mr. Cooke: ‘‘I promised to lay off 
topic A, Iraq, until the Security Coun-
cil makes a judgment on the inspec-
tor’s report, and I shall keep that 
promise. But I must tell you that 
throughout the past fortnight I’ve lis-
tened to everybody involved in or look-
ing on to a monstrous din of words, 
like a tide crashing and receding on a 
beach, making a great noise and saying 
the same thing over and over and over. 
And this ordeal triggered a nightmare, 
a daymare, if you like. Throughout the 
ceaseless tide I heard a voice.’’

This is Mr. Cooke talking about his 
dream. He heard a voice. ‘‘I heard a 
voice, a very English voice of an old 
man, Prime Minister Chamberlain, 
saying: ‘‘I believe it is peace for our 
time,’’ a sentence that prompted a 
huge cheer, first from a listening street 
crowd and then from the House of Com-
mons and next day from every news-
paper in the land. There was a move to 
urge that Mr. Chamberlain should re-
ceive the Nobel Peace Prize. 

‘‘In Parliament there was one unfa-
miliar old grumbler to growl out: ‘I be-
lieve we have suffered a total and un-
mitigated defeat.’ He was, in view of 
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the general sentiment, very properly 
booed down. This scene concluded in 
the autumn of 1938 the British Prime 
Minister’s effectual signing away of 
most of Czechoslovakia to Hitler.’’

So leaving the text for a minute, in 
1938, Chamberlain signed over Czecho-
slovakia to Hitler, much like Saddam 
Hussein. Give him what he wants. Ap-
pease him. Back down to what is good 
for the world. Back down in your own 
interest. But you need to cover that. A 
politician cannot back away without 
giving it some kind of cover, and Prime 
Minister Chamberlain said, ‘‘I believe 
it is peace for our time.’’

Now, going back to the script again, 
let me start: ‘‘This scene concluded in 
the autumn of 1938 the British Prime 
Minister’s effectual signing away of 
most of Czechoslovakia to Hitler. The 
rest of it, within months, Hitler walked 
in and conquered. ‘‘Oh dear,’’ said Mr. 
Chamberlain, thunderstruck, ‘‘He has 
betrayed my trust.’’

‘‘During the last fortnight a simple 
but startling thought occurred to me. 
Every single official, diplomat, presi-
dent, prime minister involved in the 
Iraq debate was in 1938 a toddler, most 
of them unborn. So the dreadful scene 
I’ve just drawn will not have been re-
membered by many listeners. 

‘‘Hitler had started betraying our 
trust not 12 years but only 2 years be-
fore, when he broke the First World 
War peace treaty by occupying the de-
militarized zone of the Rhineland. Only 
half his troops carried one reload of 
ammunition because Hitler knew that 
French morale was too low to confront 
any war just then, and 10 million of the 
11 million British soldiers had signed a 
so-called peace ballot. It stated no con-
ditions, it elaborated no terms, it sim-
ply counted the numbers of Britons 
who were ‘for peace.’

‘‘The slogan of this movement was 
‘against war and fascism,’ chanted at 
the time by every Labour man and Lib-
eral and many moderate Conservatives, 
a slogan that now sounds as imbecilic 
as ‘against hospitals and disease.’ In 
blunter words, a majority of Britons 
would do anything.’’

And let me leave the script here. This 
is probably the most important para-
graph of what I am reading, or one of 
the most important: 

‘‘In blunter words, a majority of Brit-
ons would do anything, absolutely any-
thing, to get rid of Hitler except fight 
him. At that time the word preemptive 
had not been invented, though today 
it’s a catchword. After all, the Rhine-
land was what it said it was, part of 
Germany. So to march in and throw 
Hitler out would have been preemptive, 
wouldn’t it? 

‘‘Nobody did anything and Hitler 
looked forward with confidence to gob-
bling up the rest of Western Europe 
country by country, ‘course by course,’ 
as the growler Churchill put it. 

‘‘I bring up Munich and the mid ‘30s 
because I was fully grown, on the verge 
of 30, and knew we were indeed living 
in the age of anxiety. And so many of 

the arguments mounted against each 
other today, in the last fortnight, are 
exactly what we heard in the House of 
Commons debates and read in the 
French press. 

‘‘The French especially urged, after 
every Hitler invasion, ‘negotiation, ne-
gotiation.’ ’’

Let me leave the text. Let me repeat 
this paragraph. The French especially 
urged, after every Hitler invasion, 
every time Hitler invaded a country, 
the French would stand up and say ne-
gotiate, negotiate. 

‘‘They negotiated so successfully as 
to have their entire country defeated 
and occupied. But as one famous 
French Leftist said, ‘We did anyway 
manage to make them declare Paris an 
open city. No bombs on us!’. 

‘‘In Britain, the general response to 
every Hitler advance was disarmament 
and collective security. Collective se-
curity meant to leave every crisis to 
the League of Nations. It would put 
down aggressors, even though, like the 
United Nations, it had no army, navy 
or air force. 

‘‘The League of Nations had its 
chance to prove itself when Mussolini 
invaded and conquered Ethiopia. The 
league didn’t have any shot to fire.’’

Some comparison. I leave the text. 
Some comparison to the United Na-
tions. 

‘‘But still the cry was chanted in the 
House of Commons, the League and 
collective security is the only true 
guarantee of peace. But after the 
Rhineland, the maverick Churchill de-
cided there was no collectivity in col-
lective security and started a highly 
unpopular campaign for rearmament 
by Britain, warning against the general 
belief that Hitler had already built an 
enormous mechanized army and a supe-
rior air force. 

‘‘But he’s not used them, he’s not 
used them, people protested. Still, for 2 
years before the outbreak of the Sec-
ond World War you could read the de-
bates in the House of Commons and 
now shiver at the famous Labour men. 
Major Attlee was one of them who 
voted against rearmament and still 
went on pointing to the League of Na-
tions as the savior. 

‘‘Now, this memory of mine may be 
totally irrelevant to the present crisis. 
It haunts me. I have to say I have writ-
ten elsewhere with much conviction 
that the most historical analogies are 
false because, however strikingly simi-
lar a new situation may be to an old 
one, there’s usually one element that is 
different. 

‘‘And it may well be so here. All I 
know is that all the voices of the ’30s 
are echoing through 2003.’’ 

Take a look at the history of the 
League of Nations. Take a look at what 
happened in 1938, when Churchill had 
to stand up and tried to convince the 
people that these weapons were being 
developed. Take a look at 1938 and see 
if you do not think you are seeing a re-
play when the French stood up every 
time Hitler invaded a country and said, 
negotiate, negotiate. 

Well, now let us just move from that 
and let us just show some of the facts 
that I want to present. People have 
said, including the previous speaker, 
that, well, we need to start these nego-
tiations. We need to be patient. We 
need to work through this. This is 13 
years. Every resolution here, 678, 687, 
707, clear down to 1284, every one of 
these resolutions Iraq has violated. 
Every one of these resolutions the U.N. 
stood up as if this was the last resolu-
tion because it was going to resolve it. 

You know, if you signed a contract 
with somebody and you had this many 
contracts with an individual, and that 
individual broke every contract, every 
one of those you had with them, do you 
think that would give you a little his-
tory as to the next contract and how 
effective it might be? 

We hear people say, well, Iraq is not 
a dangerous country. We have got Iraq 
contained. How contained did the world 
have Iraq when it gassed its own com-
munities, the Kurds? How contained 
did the world have Iraq when it invaded 
Kuwait? Were they able to stop them? 
We were able to. The United States of 
America, leading the coalition, was 
able to push them back. But we could 
not stop the initial invasion. How 
about Iran, when Iraq started the war 
with Iran? 

Take a look at these and take a look 
at the weapons he used. These are 
weapons of mass destruction. These are 
weapons that yesterday Saddam Hus-
sein said he had, but today he denies he 
has them; and tomorrow, frankly, he 
will use them, in my opinion. He has 
the history. 

Again, going back in history, again 
reflecting on history. Date: August 
1983, mustard gas kills 100 people; Octo-
ber 1983, mustard gas kills 3,000 of his 
own people; February 1984, mustard gas 
kills 2,500 Iranians; March 1984, mus-
tard gas, or Tabun, 50 to 100; March 
1985, mustard gas; 1986, mustard gas; 
1986, mustard gas; 1987, mustard gas; 
1987, mustard gas; 1988, mustard gas 
and nerve agents. 

This guy has got a history. This is a 
horrible individual we are dealing with. 
I am telling you, from the bottom of 
my heart, this is a cancer on our body. 
And we have different people telling us, 
look, do not take it off. Just ignore it; 
it will go away. I wish we could pray it 
away, I wish we could hope it away, I 
wish diplomatically we could negotiate 
it away. It did not work in 1938 with 
Hitler, and it is not going to work in 
2003 with Saddam Hussein, in my opin-
ion. We tried to make it work. We 
spared his life through the direction of 
the United Nations in 1990. We spared 
Saddam Hussein. We listened to the 
French; we listened to the United Na-
tions to let his regime exist. Do not de-
stroy his regime; he has learned his les-
son. Just like Hitler, negotiate, nego-
tiate. People said let us do anything we 
can except fight him. We are seeing a 
repeat of history. 

Thank goodness we have a leadership 
team that understands this and is not 

VerDate Jan 31 2003 06:05 Mar 12, 2003 Jkt 019006 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K11MR7.072 H11PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1723March 11, 2003
willing to let history repeat itself and 
is willing to stand up not only for the 
security of the United States of Amer-
ica but for the security of those coun-
tries that are not able, that do not 
have the capability of our great coun-
try and our allies to go in and stop this 
from occurring. We have the capability 
today to stop that cancer. We have the 
chemotherapy treatment. We think we 
can make this patient do a lot better. 
And yet members of our own family are 
trying to convince the patient to walk 
away from the doctor’s office, to deny 
that the cancer exists, or to admit that 
it exists and pretend it will go away 
and to try to negotiate with cancer. 

You cannot negotiate with cancer. 
You must deal with overwhelming su-
periority if you have got it. And if it is 
too late, there is not much you can do. 
Cancer wins the battle a lot of times. It 
is the same thing here. We have got the 
tools. We have got the capability. If we 
do not do it, who will? If the United 
States of America and its allies do not 
stand up to this kind of stuff, who will? 
Do you think the French will ever 
stand up? Do you think the Germans 
will ever stand up? 

Many countries in the world will not 
stand up because they do not have the 
tools. There are a lot of people that 
would like to join the fight, that would 
stand up if they had the tools. We have 
it and we have an inherent obligation 
to the next generation to do everything 
we can to stop it while we can. 

I am the generation that got it trans-
ferred to me. We could have stopped it 
in 1990. We did not do it. And I will be 
darned if I am going to stand by and let 
my generation pass on this problem of 
mass weapons with this horrible, hor-
rible individual. I will be darned if I am 
going to stand on the sidelines and pass 
that to the next generation.

b 2015 

Madam Speaker, I hear some peace 
people say what weapons, he does not 
have weapons of mass destruction or he 
is not a danger to us. I just answered 
what kind of danger exists. 

This is a document of weapons that 
Iraq has: Mustard gas, 2,850 tons; sarin 
nerve gas, 795 tons; VX nerve gas, 3.9 
tons; tabun nerve agent, 210 tons. This 
is deadly stuff. Anthrax, 25,000 tons, 
and we all saw what a few sprinkles of 
anthrax dust did in the United States 
Capitol. Take a look at what this will 
do. Imagine if there were 25,000 tons. 

Where did our Nation come up with 
this list? We did not just create it. This 
is a list that Saddam Hussein produced 
for us. This is the list that Iraq admit-
ted they had. Today they said trust me, 
despite the fact that for 12 years I have 
broken resolution after resolution, de-
spite the fact that I invaded Kuwait 
and Iran, despite the fact that I gassed 
by nerve agents my own citizens, the 
Kurds, trust me, I do not have these 
weapons any more. 

What did the United Nations do? The 
United Nations is willing to sit by and 
say, let us trust him. 

Madam Speaker, it is the end of the 
line. We cannot continue to let this 
cancer spread. 

I do not want Members to think it is 
a partisan effort up here. It is bipar-
tisan. Let me conclude my remarks 
with a quote, and I want Members to 
read this quote with me. ‘‘What if Sad-
dam Hussein fails to comply and we 
fail to act, or we take some ambiguous 
third route which gives him yet more 
opportunities to develop his program of 
weapons of mass destruction and con-
tinue to press for the release of sanc-
tions and continue to ignore the sol-
emn commitments that he made. He 
will conclude that the international 
community has lost its will. He will 
then conclude that he can go right on 
and continue to build an arsenal of dev-
astating destruction. President Bill 
Clinton, February 19, 1998.’’ 

Madam Speaker, let us not make it a 
replay of 1938. Let us stand by the 
President of this country and the bi-
partisan resolution this Congress au-
thorized. We are a can-do country. Our 
allies are can-do allies, and we can get 
this job done. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH C. BEAUPREZ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
BEAUPREZ) is recognized for the re-
maining 10 minutes. 

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Madam Speaker, I 
rise to call the attention of the Mem-
bers of this House of Representatives 
to a special occasion, the 85th birthday 
of a great American, my father, Joe 
Beauprez. 

Like many other Americans, my 
dad’s greatness does not come from 
wealth, public acclaim, notoriety, ti-
tles, nor worldly deeds. Nonetheless, he 
has definitely achieved world class sta-
tus in the roles in life he chose to fol-
low, more inconspicuous, more anony-
mous than some, but roles of impor-
tance requiring great character, sub-
stance, faith, and conviction. 

Madam Speaker, my dad was content 
being husband, father and faithful serv-
ant to his God. He wanted nothing 
more than the unqualified love of my 
mother, the opportunity to work very 
hard and have something to show for 
it, to set a path for his children a bit 
smoother and more pleasant than the 
one he had to follow and, most impor-
tantly, to earn an eternal place in 
heaven as he believes to be God’s plan. 

Madam Speaker, like so many of his 
generation, America’s greatest genera-
tion, my dad’s parents were immi-
grants. They came to America poor, 
with little formal education, unfa-
miliar with our language and our cus-
toms. She had been a weaver of fine 
Belgian lace. He carried her lace in a 
sack on foot from town to town, selling 
it in local markets to earn a living. 
Times were hard, and the First World 
War threatened. News of opportunity 
in America offered them hope. 

In America my grandfather shoveled 
coal to furnaces, and later with a loan 
from a neighbor, sealed with a hand-
shake, he bought 80 acres of land, his 
own piece of America, something to 
call his own, and so much more than 
that sack that he owned in Belgium. 

Though he had never been a farmer, 
with will and determination he learned 
quickly. In time he expanded the farm, 
raised eight children, my dad being the 
sixth, and the one who would end up 
keeping the farm going as his own, and 
my home, too, for nearly all my life. 

Dad got to eighth grade at the local 
Catholic school, a 3-mile walk away. 
The early 1930s were not the best of 
times, Depression days. To keep the 
farm going, he came home to help out 
his dad and older brothers, never get-
ting any more schooling.

My mom was more fortunate, she 
fished ninth grade before returning full 
time to her own parents’ farm nearby. 
Mom and dad got married in 1940, and 
this June will celebrate 63 years to-
gether, an enormous and far too un-
usual achievement in today’s world. 
They raised four kids, they saw to it 
we all went through that same Catho-
lic school, even though money was al-
ways in short supply when we were 
growing up. They wanted only the best 
for their kids. All of us got through 
high school, and off to college, too. 
They found a way. Used cars, patched 
overalls, hand-me-down clothes, lots of 
home-grown cooking, and sack lunches. 
They found a way. 

Many have observed that real heroes 
are in short supply these days, espe-
cially for our young people to emulate. 
Many of us worry that role models are 
in far too limited supply. We all cer-
tainly learn from our own experiences, 
learn by doing we call it, but we are 
also greatly impacted as we grow and 
develop by those powerful mentors that 
influence us: Teachers, coaches, neigh-
bors, presidents, pastors and parents. 

I will confess, Madam Speaker, that 
it took far too long for me to realize it, 
but my dad was the best. I am so 
blessed to have had him as both dad 
and hero. By worldly standards, dad 
might not have had so much. Winston 
Churchill explained it very well. ‘‘We 
make a living by what we get. We 
make a life by what we give.’’ 

Dad gave so much, and has lived a 
wonderful, eventful, purposeful life. 
Allow me to simply reflect on three 
gifts from my dad for which I am espe-
cially grateful: First by his example, 
he taught me the value of hard work, 
of self reliance, and personal responsi-
bility. In an age when it seems the 
norm to try to get along as easily as 
possible, dad saw differently. 

Dad cherished his opportunity to 
work the soil of that farm and to care 
for his livestock. Remembering the les-
sons of the Depression, as well as the 
drought years of the early 1950s, he 
knew he could lose whatever he had. He 
knew he could not do much about the 
weather nor the markets, the only 
variable he could control was his effort 
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