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out one way or another,’’ she writes. 
‘‘Those who discourage uncovering the 
truth will appear just as deceptive as 
those hiding it. Please think about it.’’ 
Natalie Sydorenko, from Akron, Ohio. 

From Columbus, Ohio, Jason Bennett 
writes, ‘‘I am appalled at the apparent 
lack of concern in Congress at the bold 
deceptions carried out by the adminis-
tration in its arguments for the war on 
Iraq. It has been clear for months to 
anyone paying attention that the 
claims regarding Iraq’s attempts to 
buy uranium from Niger were com-
pletely baseless. I am afraid this is 
only the most notorious in a litany of 
half-truths by which we have been lead 
to war on and occupation of Iraq. We 
owe it to the boys who are dying in 
Iraq to get the truth behind the Presi-
dent’s claims,’’ Mr. Bennett writes. 

Mark Duckwall of Yellow Springs, 
southwest Ohio, writes, ‘‘It is apparent 
the Bush administration creatively ex-
panded the real threat from Iraq. We 
are now mired in a mess that will take 
years, billions of dollars, and more 
American lives to get out of. Please 
show the world that we hold our lead-
ers accountable and are a peace-loving 
country,’’ writes Mr. Duckwall. 

Mr. Brad Steinmetz of Columbus, in 
central Ohio, the State capital, writes, 
‘‘The absence of an independent inves-
tigation into the serious questions sur-
rounding the basis for our involvement 
in Iraq gives the impression that this 
administration has something to hide. 
It is as important for President Bush 
to earn the trust of the American peo-
ple as it is for America to earn the 
trust of the people of the world,’’ Mr. 
Steinmetz writes. 

Diane Ciekaway, from Athens, Ohio, 
the district of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. STRICKLAND), writes, ‘‘I feel the 
American people should hold their 
leaders to high standards of account-
ability. This is what we teach in our 
universities in our Nation and what I 
teach my students,’’ she writes. ‘‘What-
ever the results of the inquiry, it will 
benefit the American public to under-
stand how information is collected and 
how it is used to support U.S. policies.’’

Abbey Steele, from Avon, Ohio, just 
down the street from where I live in 
Lorraine. Ms. Steele writes, ‘‘Please 
take President Bush and his adminis-
tration to task for massive distortion 
of intelligence. The country was de-
ceived into war in order to advance a 
hegemonic international agenda that 
eschews principles of justice for those 
of ‘might makes right.’ The fact that 
Bush now refers to those questioning 
the evidence cited leading to war as 
‘revisionists of history,’ ’’ and those are 
the President’s words as cited by Ms. 
Steele, ‘‘demonstrates how little this 
administration credits the American 
public. We can’t let this administration 
continue to treat the public with such 
cynicism, either in foreign or domestic 
politics. Please keep our public offi-
cials accountable,’’ Ms. Steele writes. 

Paul Lubben, from Berea, Ohio, near 
Cleveland, writes, ‘‘The possibility that 

the President took us into a war based 
on false information must be inves-
tigated by an independent group. In my 
opinion, this is a most serious charge,’’ 
Mr. Lubben says. 

Ken Harlow of Powell, Ohio, in cen-
tral Ohio, writes, ‘‘The weapons of 
mass destruction evidence presented to 
justify the war in Iraq needs to be fully 
disclosed and investigated. How will 
Americans otherwise be ever able to 
trust their government,’’ he asks. 

From Ravenna, Ohio, Alan Goldstein 
writes, ‘‘As you know, I have written 
many times on the subject of the ille-
gal wars created by the administration 
over the past couple of years. Now it 
seems that the media and the general 
public are finally paying attention to 
the seriousness of this situation. Now 
is the time to join your colleagues and 
to correct the wrongs that have been 
allowed to happen.’’
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Last from Dr. Mary Lou Shaw from 
Southwest Ohio, ‘‘For us to continue to 
have a democracy, you must fight for 
the American people to know the 
truth.’’

As I stated earlier, that is a sample 
of the 2,500 letters that constituents 
from all over Ohio have written to 
their Members of Congress. I know 
there were some 6,000 letters from Illi-
nois, some tens of thousands of letters 
from California, and many more from 
across the country, people who are con-
cerned, people who are demanding peti-
tioning, asking this Congress to sup-
port an independent commission to in-
vestigate the Bush administration’s 
distortion of evidence in Iraq’s weapons 
of mass destruction program. 

I hope that leaders in this body will 
listen to those who are petitioning this 
Congress, will listen to the hundreds of 
thousands, perhaps even millions of 
voices in this country who want to 
know if we were deceived into war and 
want to get to the bottom of this, to 
restore the trust in the administration, 
to restore our trust in the President of 
the United States, and to restore our 
trust in the United States Congress, 
and to restore our trust in our govern-
ment. 

f 

ENOUGH IS ENOUGH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON) is recognized for 
40 minutes. 

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, enough is enough. I sat in my 
office last night and listened to Mem-
ber after Member on the other side rail 
about President Bush and whether or 
not we could trust him in the Iraqi sit-
uation. I have listened to my col-
leagues tonight. Enough is enough. Mr. 
Speaker, this is just outrageous. 

So what I have done is I have got a 
whole file here, and I am going to re-
mind my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle about their President for 
the previous 8 years, and I am going to 

cite articles and claims and I am going 
to cite the justification for the inva-
sion of Yugoslavia as outlined by Presi-
dent Clinton. 

Where were these voices, where were 
these petitions, where were these out-
cries when President Clinton told us 
about the Balkans mass deaths to jus-
tify NATO’s invasion into the Balkans? 
The Clinton administration claimed 
that ethnic cleansing had killed hun-
dreds of thousands of people, and I will 
include the articles from the papers in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The Clinton administration was later 
criticized, and I have newspaper arti-
cles here to back it up by the press for 
grossly exaggerating the number of 
victims of ethnic cleansing, the mass 
graves. President Clinton told us we 
would find 100,000 people that were 
murdered and that was his justification 
for using NATO for the only time ever 
to invade a non-NATO country in order 
to justify a war against Slobodan 
Milosevic where U.S. citizens, where 
U.S. troops, and where innocent Serbs 
were killed. That is the first example. 

And how about when President Clin-
ton, to justify preservation of the out-
dated ABM treaty and to resist con-
gressional pressure to deploy national 
missile defense asserted that the U.S. 
would not face an ICBM threat from 
rogue states for decades? In fact, in 
1995 the Clinton administration took 
the unprecedented step of releasing a 
classified national intelligence esti-
mate in an effort to sway public opin-
ion because he had vetoed the defense 
bill. The notorious NIE–95–19 was wide-
ly criticized by experts, including the 
Clinton administration’s own director 
of the CIA, Jim Woolsey, because he 
said that the President was exag-
gerating the facts. Just 3 years later in 
August of 1998, North Korea exposed 
the Clinton administration lie when it 
tested an ICBM missile, the Taepo 
Dong-1 missile. But the Clinton admin-
istration used the CIA to mislead this 
Congress. His own CIA director, Jim 
Woolsey, on the public record said so. 

Let us talk about the agreed-upon 
framework. It was the Clinton adminis-
tration that credited itself with stop-
ping the emergence of a nuclear-armed 
North Korea when it concluded the 
agreed-framework with Pyongyang in 
1994. Critics pointed out that North 
Korea had already built one or two 
atomic bombs and was continuing its 
nuclear weapons program, cheating on 
the agreed framework. Among these 
critics was the North Korea advisory 
group of this body and we stated in No-
vember 1999 that North Korea was de-
veloping atomic weapons despite the 
agreed framework. And what did the 
administration do? They said it was 
not happening. 

Recently, North Korea exposed the 
Clinton administration lie when 
Pyongyang admitted that for the past 
several years it had been cheating on 
the agreed framework. 

How about the most famous Clinton 
administration distortion, the grand 
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lie? On over 100 occasions, including 
two State of the Union speeches, Presi-
dent Clinton credited himself with 
making America’s children safe from 
the threat of nuclear war through the 
Moscow declaration of 1994 that sup-
posedly removed the U.S. as a target 
from the guidance systems of Russian 
missiles. Less than 1 month after 
detargeting was supposed to take ef-
fect, during a major Russian strategic 
forces exercise held on June 22, 1994, 
Russian missile launches simulated 
strikes on the U.S., but President Clin-
ton in the State of the Union speech on 
two occasions said you can sleep well 
tonight, America, because we have re-
assured the children of America that 
there is no fear of an offensive missile 
attack from Russia because we have 
detargeted those missiles. 

High-ranking Russian officials con-
tradicted the Clinton administration. 
In fact, Anton Surikov, a senior ad-
viser to the Russian Ministry of De-
fense, acknowledged in a March 1995 
interview, and this is after the State of 
the Union speech, when it was decided 
to detarget missiles, the decision was 
mostly of a political, propaganda char-
acter. And yet our President was at 
that podium telling the American peo-
ple in two State of the Union speeches, 
you have nothing to worry about. 

Where were my colleagues on the 
other side? Were they asleep? Where 
were their petition gatherings? Where 
were their demands for the honesty of 
the White House? Where were their 
outcries for the neck of the President? 
Where was their righteous indignation 
that we have been hearing on this floor 
tonight from my colleagues and last 
night from my colleagues? The silence 
is deafening because it is all partisan 
rhetoric. It is nothing but partisan 
rhetoric with no basis of substance. 

President Clinton’s former Director 
of CIA in testimony before Congress on 
February 12, 1998, said that the 
detargeting agreement was unverifi-
able, quickly reversible, and character-
ized as misleading. 

Mr. Speaker, that was not a Repub-
lican talking; that was Jim Woolsey, 
CIA Director under Bill Clinton, call-
ing his own President, who appointed 
him, misleading. 

Where were the outcries from the 
other side? Where were the liberal 
groups across America demanding that 
President Clinton be held accountable? 
Where were they? All of a sudden 
today, this righteous indignation ring-
ing out from our Democratic col-
leagues is sickening and disgusting. 

Let us talk about M–11 missiles in 
Pakistan. The Clinton administration 
credited itself with greatly improving 
relations with China and achieving an 
understanding with Beijing on non-
proliferation of technologies for mis-
siles and weapons of mass destruction. 
Yet compelling evidence soon emerged 
that China was exporting M–11 missiles 
to Pakistan in direct violation of its 
understanding with the Clinton admin-
istration and the Missile Technology 
Control Regime. 

The Clinton administration resisted 
congressional pressure to impose sanc-
tions on China even though that is 
what should have been done for vio-
lating its commitments because it 
wanted to protect the administration’s 
foreign policy record and public stand-
ing in the polls.
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Consequently, despite overwhelming 
evidence that China was exporting mis-
siles to Pakistan, the Clinton adminis-
tration pretended that those missiles 
did not exist. 

Mr. Speaker, in one night, in one 
day, I have listed five times of major 
significance that the leader of the 
party of the other side, these right-
eous, indignant people who have railed 
and whined and cried on the floor of 
this body said nothing about lies to the 
American people. 

Mr. Speaker, some would say, well, 
these did not involve death of Amer-
ican citizens or war, and I would re-
mind my colleagues, the justification 
that President Clinton used to take 
this country into war in Yugoslavia 
was basically a bunch of false informa-
tion. In fact, it was the USA Today in 
July of 1999, an article that said, ‘‘As 
the allied forces take control in 
Kosovo, many of the figures used by 
the Clinton administration and NATO 
were greatly exaggerated. Six hundred 
thousand ethnic Albanian men were 
not trapped within Kosovo or buried in 
mass graves, as President Clinton told 
a veterans group. Instead of 100,000 eth-
nic Albanian men feared murdered, of-
ficials now estimate about 10,000; and 
we think the confirmed number was 
3,000.’’

Mr. Speaker, that was from USA 
Today in 1999. 

Let us go to the Little Rock news-
papers. They did an investigative story 
on January 16, 2000, after the Clinton 
administration had made these out-
rageous claims of ethnic cleansing. 
Why did they say these things, Mr. 
Speaker? Because they wanted the 
Congress and they wanted the Amer-
ican people to support his war to get 
Milosevic out of power. 

Let us read some of the quotes from 
the Arkansas Democrat Gazette, Janu-
ary 16, 2000: 

‘‘Of 500 potential grave sites, 150 have 
been opened and, no, we have not found 
the 100,000 missing declared by Presi-
dent Clinton, or the lower but probably 
equally preposterous figure of 10,000 ad-
vanced by British Foreign Secretary 
Robin Cook and repeated by the BBC.’’

This was not the Republican Party. 
This was the Arkansas Democrat Ga-
zette on January 16, 2000, saying that 
all the justification that Clinton used 
to go to war in Yugoslavia was false, it 
was erroneous. 

Where was the outcry by these lib-
eral groups in this country? Where was 
the outcry by the Democrats we have 
seen running down to the well com-
plaining that this President needs to be 
investigated? Where was the consist-

ency of the principled position of my 
colleagues on the other side? 

Let us go on, Mr. Speaker, with the 
Arkansas Democrat Gazette article of 
January 16, 2000: ‘‘We have more than 
10,000 photographs of graves, sites and 
bodies, and more than 300 hours of 
video, and we share all our evidence 
with the war crimes tribunal. From 
survivors who are giving us testi-
monies, we calculate there were 6,000 
Kosovo Albanians killed in the 3 
months of the war,’’ not before the war, 
in the 3 months of the war which Presi-
dent Clinton led, ‘‘and perhaps 2,000 
still in Serbian prisons.’’

Listen to this, Mr. Speaker. In the 
previous 12 months before the war, 
there were 1,000 killed. So 1,000 were 
killed in the previous months, 6,000 
were killed in the immediate 3 months 
of the war itself by the bombs of the 
U.S., France and Germany and the 
other NATO countries. 

‘‘But then the figures become a little 
vague. The total of dead and missing 
becomes 7,000 rather than 8,000; the fig-
ure of prewar killings rises from 1,000 
to 2,000.’’ Mr. Speaker, the information 
leading up to President Clinton’s deci-
sion to go to war in Yugoslavia is filled 
with gross, not just information dis-
torted, gross distortions of fact, lies. 

Where are my colleagues? What were 
they saying? 

Let us go on, Mr. Speaker, to some 
other examples. 

Here is an article from the Wash-
ington Post, March 26, 2000. The head-
line, Was It a Mistake? We Were Suck-
ers for the KLA was the headline of 
this article written by Christopher 
Layne and Benjamin Schwartz. Let us 
go through some of the claims. 

‘‘Clinton’s assertion,’’ and I am 
quoting here, Mr. Speaker, ‘‘at a June 
25, 1999, postwar news conference that 
the bombing was a way to stop, quote, 
deliberate, systematic efforts at geno-
cide,’’ he called it genocide in Kosovo. 
It goes on to say, ‘‘was either disingen-
uous or ignorant. Before the start of 
NATO’s bombing on March 24, 1999, al-
most 2,000 civilians, overwhelmingly 
ethnic Albanians but also Serbs, had 
been killed in 15 months of bitter war-
fare. Up to that point, there had been 
no genocide or ethnic cleansing.’’ The 
genocide and ethnic cleansing started 
when Bill Clinton and Jacques Chirac 
started the war against Milosevic. 

I will go on, Mr. Speaker, this same 
article, Washington Post, March 26, 
2000: 

‘‘Not only did the forced removal of 
civilians result from the NATO bomb-
ing, but administration claims of mass 
killings, made to rally popular support 
for the war, turn out to have been ex-
aggerated. Clinton defended the inter-
vention on the grounds that the Yugo-
slavs had slaughtered tens of thou-
sands.’’ President Clinton said tens of 
thousands, Mr. Speaker. It never 
turned out to be true. All lies. Sec-
retary of Defense William Cohen 
termed it a, quote, horrific slaughter. 
The numbers we now have, according 
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to this article in the Post, disprove 
those claims. U.N. numbers and U.S. 
numbers and Allied numbers say the 
information provided to Congress was 
wrong. 

Let us go on to a story in the Contra 
Costa Times, March 4, 2000. ‘‘We be-
came involved in Kosovo after being 
bombarded with exorbitant claims of 
ethnic cleansing, subsequently proven 
exaggerated and largely committed 
after NATO started bombing.’’

Another newspaper, Mr. Speaker. I do 
not remember my colleagues quoting 
from these papers. I do not remember 
my colleagues coming to the floor and 
demanding an investigation of Bill 
Clinton for distorting things. Not only 
were these distortions, they were out-
right, outright lies. 

We will go on with that Contra Costa 
story of March 4, 2000:

‘‘As a result of false and misleading 
news reports, Americans were led to 
believe tens of thousands, if not hun-
dreds of thousands of ethnic Albanians 
were killed by the Serbs and buried in 
mass graves. Many are still under that 
impression. 

‘‘According to U.N. investigators who 
have been scouring the area since the 
bombing stopped, the total number of 
ethnic Albanians killed by the Serbs is 
closer to 2,000, far fewer than the num-
ber of civilians killed by NATO bomb-
ers.’’

Let me repeat that statement again, 
Mr. Speaker. Listen to this, please, 
quoted from the Contra Costa Times, 
March 4, 2000: ‘‘According to U.N. in-
vestigators who scoured the area since 
the bombing stopped, the total number 
of ethnic Albanians killed by the Serbs 
is closer to 2,000, far fewer than the 
total number of civilians killed by 
NATO bombers.’’

Let us go on to some additional arti-
cles, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, the dis-
tortions of the other side are out-
rageous. I did not want to get up and 
do this. But I, Mr. Speaker, was sick 
and tired of sitting in my office listen-
ing to Members parade down here, 1-
hour special orders, talking about how 
they were misled. What a crock, Mr. 
Speaker. 

First of all, if any Member of Con-
gress was misled by President Bush’s 
State of the Union speech, then there 
has got to be something wrong with 
them, because the vote to give the 
President the use of force was in Octo-
ber of last year. What did they do, read 
the speech 3 months before it occurred? 
The vote did not come after the Presi-
dent’s speech. These Members on the 
other side who voted to give the Presi-
dent the use of force to remove Saddam 
Hussein voted in the fall of last year, 3 
months before President Bush made 
the State of the Union speech here. 

Mr. Speaker, it is all partisan rhet-
oric, and I am sick of it. I am sick of 
it because it has no place. It has no 
place in this body on such a serious 
issue as our effort to fight the war on 
terrorism. 

We saw the same thing with the 
agreed-upon framework, the lies about 

how we had stopped the nuclear pro-
gram, and we found out just last sum-
mer that the North Koreans publicly 
admitted that they now had a highly 
enriched uranium program, were build-
ing nuclear bombs, reprocessing rods 
and could have cared less about an 
agreement signed in 1994. Yet the Clin-
ton administration told us all along, 
don’t worry. 

Mr. Speaker, the North Korean advi-
sory committee that issued a report to 
this body in 1999 had all of that docu-
mentation contained inside of it. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I mentioned before 
the President’s most famous line in the 
nineties, President Clinton’s most fa-
mous line, that he did two times from 
that podium, was to stand up to the 
American people, look in the camera 
and bite his lip and say, you know, to-
night the American people can sleep 
well because their children are pro-
tected, because no longer are Russian 
missiles pointed at America’s children. 

Mr. Speaker, that was a lie. It was a 
lie because the leader that I quoted 
from the Russian media said it, that it 
was purely for political purposes.
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Jim Woolsey, who was Clinton’s CIA 
Director, repeatedly said he wished the 
President would stop making those 
statements because there was no way 
to verify a detargeting practice. Did I 
hear my colleagues stand up and say 
what are they doing? Let us have an in-
vestigation of the President? Let us 
ask for an inquiry about what he is 
saying? Did I hear one Member on that 
side besides Jim Woolsey stand up pub-
licly and say that Bill Clinton was mis-
leading the American people? All of a 
sudden now it is election time, and 
they are attempting to tear George 
Bush down. 

Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely sick-
ening. It is disgusting, and I am not 
going to let it stand. If I have to get up 
here every night and repeat this infor-
mation and ask my colleagues where 
they were during the 1990s, then I will 
do that. 

On February 12, 1998, President Clin-
ton’s former CIA Director, Jim Wool-
sey, in testimony before Congress, 
strongly condemned as ‘‘misleading’’ 
the President’s repeated claims that 
missile detargeting had reduced the 
Russian nuclear threat. 

Let me read what Jim Woolsey said, 
Mr. Speaker. This is what Jim Wool-
sey, Bill Clinton’s hand-appointed CIA 
Director said about the President: ‘‘I 
wish he (President Clinton) would not 
continue to make that statement 
(about Russian missile detargeting) be-
cause though it may be technically 
correct . . . it is misleading . . . These 
missiles, (based upon) everything I 
have known about them over the years, 
could be retargeted’’ in a manner of 
minutes or seconds. ‘‘It is almost like 
saying . . . if I had a revolver here in 
my pocket and I took it out and point-
ed it at the ceiling, saying I am not 
targeting’’ it, ‘‘it is true. I would not 

be . . . I am pointing it at the ceiling. 
But if I lowered it,’’ within a matter of 
seconds, ‘‘I would be. It just takes a 
few seconds.’’

In fact, Mr. Speaker, in an article 
written by Michael Waller for the 
American Foreign Policy Council 
about this whole issue of detargeting, 
it was actually not an article but it 
was testimony before the House Com-
mittee on Armed Services, he said 
about President Clinton’s claim: ‘‘This 
is a very serious claim. Yet technical 
experts say that the claim is impos-
sible to make truthfully because the 
detargeting agreement is inherently 
impossible to verify.’’

Mr. Speaker, I could go on and on. I 
did the research in 1 day. I could have 
gone on and probably spent weeks and 
weeks getting tons of additional infor-
mation about the misstatements, 
about the denial of the missiles that 
were sent to Pakistan, about the mis-
leading information leading up to the 
war in Kosovo. Yet we never heard one 
peep out of the other body. I raise all of 
these facts, Mr. Speaker, only as a de-
fensive response to my colleagues on 
the other side. They have made such 
outrageous claims, and I heard it in 5-
minute speeches tonight. I heard it in 
1-hour Special Orders last night. I 
heard it right before I spoke here to-
night like somehow this is not going to 
go refuted and, Mr. Speaker, I cannot 
do that. George Bush had the decency 
and honesty to say that when he made 
the State of the Union speech from 
that podium, perhaps that information 
given him, even though today he main-
tains it is still factually correct, 
should not have been included in the 
State of the Union speech. He was hon-
est. 

Where was the honesty of the pre-
vious President? Where was the other 
party that was down here railing about 
Bush and demanding a retraction? 
Where were these interest groups on 
the Internet demanding that we have 
accountability through petition drives? 
Where were they? They did not exist 
because they are a part of the Demo-
crat machine that did not care what 
Bill Clinton said, did not care about 
distortions, did not care about out-and-
out lies. 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot put this entire 
statement in the RECORD because it 
would not be acceptable. I am going to 
put the major thrust of it in the 
RECORD, and I am going to ask that the 
quotations that I have outlined be 
highlighted for my colleagues to read 
tomorrow and for the American people 
to see. 

Mr. Speaker, the vote on supporting 
the use of force for President Bush was 
not taken after the President’s State of 
the Union speech. The vote by my col-
leagues, and they claim they were af-
fected by what he said. I do not know 
how they could have been affected be-
cause that vote was taken last October, 
3 months before President Bush spoke 
here; and what is interesting, Mr. 
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Speaker, is the vote was not close. Col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle over-
whelmingly supported giving the Presi-
dent the use of force to remove Saddam 
Hussein from power. Why did we do 
that? Because Saddam Hussein for 10 
years had denied the demands of the 
unified world community. Everyone 
knew he had weapons of mass destruc-
tion. He used them on his own people. 
In a previous floor speech, I gave the 
numbers of the amount of innocent 
Iraqi people and Kurdish people that 
were killed. But what amazes me, Mr. 
Speaker, is this rhetoric coming from 
the other side. 

I heard one of my colleagues stand up 
and say never has a President used 
force to remove someone from office 
for human rights violations. And I re-
member who the speaker was, Mr. 
Speaker; but I am not going to name 
him tonight, but I know the gentleman 
and if I get pressed on it, I will name 
him and I will pull his comments out of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Where was 
that gentleman, who happens to be a 
Democrat, when President Clinton jus-
tified the use of our military to remove 
Slobodan Milosevic from power because 
of human rights violations? Where are 
my colleagues? In fact, that is exactly 
what happened. 

I think the administration made 
some mistakes in leading up to the 
Iraqi war. I remember being on this 
floor, Mr. Speaker, when Secretary of 
State Colin Powell was giving us a 
briefing, and he was talking about 
weapons of mass destruction. I had a 
chance to ask him a question. I said, 
Mr. Secretary, you need to talk more 
about the human rights abuses of Sad-
dam Hussein, which the American peo-
ple can relate to. After all, it was Bill 
Clinton who justified the use of force 
to remove Milosevic from power for 
human rights violations, and everyone 
in the world from the U.N. to Amnesty
International admits publicly that 
Saddam Hussein is far worse than 
Milosevic ever was. So why do you not 
bring out the human rights violations 
of Saddam Hussein? 

Why would my colleagues on the 
other side think it was okay to support 
President Clinton in using military 
force to remove Milosevic from power, 
and, by the way, they did not go to the 
U.N. for that vote because France knew 
Russia would veto a U.N. resolution? 
How could they support that military 
action, but then question President 
Bush when he uses military action to 
remove the worst human rights viola-
tor since Adolph Hitler from power just 
this year? And that claim of Saddam 
Hussein’s being the worst human rights 
violator since Adolph Hitler does not 
come from me. It comes from the U.N. 
Special Rappateur for human rights 
when he was comparing the human 
rights record of Saddam Hussein. 

Mr. Speaker, enough is enough. Mem-
bers of the other side have whined. 
They have cried. They have screamed. 
They have been absolutely out-
rageously loud in saying that George 

Bush needs to be held accountable. Mr. 
Speaker, George Bush is accountable. 
The U.S. Congress supported the Presi-
dent in his actions against Saddam. Al-
most 50 nations of the world supported 
George Bush in our actions against 
Saddam. Many of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle supported George 
Bush in his actions against Saddam. 
And they did not do that because of 
any speech made here. They did it be-
cause of the facts. And for my col-
leagues to run around this city, for the 
contenders for the Presidency on the 
Democrat side to go to a national 
forum and declare that George Bush 
has misled the American people is gar-
bage. It is poppycock. There has been 
no misleading. If my colleagues on the 
other side and if the nine candidates 
for the Presidential nomination of the 
other party want to take and look at 
some misleading statements, I invite 
them to get the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
from tonight. 

Look at the facts, Mr. Speaker. Look 
at the facts on the Balkan mass death 
claims, those hundreds of thousands of 
people that Bill Clinton said were mur-
dered that justified our use of military 
action. Look at the President’s state-
ments about new missile threats and 
how the national intelligence estimate 
in 1995 was politicized, the only na-
tional intelligence estimate ever 
changed by the CIA because of the 
Rumsfeld Commission, 3 years after 
Bill Clinton vetoed our defense bill 
based on his misstatements; the 
agreed-upon framework with North 
Korea where the Clinton administra-
tion, until it left office, said that it 
was in fact successful in accomplishing 
the objective of eliminating the North 
Korean nuclear program. Lies and dis-
tortions. The detargeting agreement, 
President Clinton’s famous statement 
of over 100 times. In fact, we used to 
have a contract to keep track of him.

b 2350 
It got up to 135 times, that we could 

count, that President Clinton’s speech-
es made the same statement he made 
twice here from this pulpit, distorting 
the facts to the American people for 
his political benefit, or the story about 
the M–11 missiles not being in Paki-
stan, when everyone knew they were 
there. These are just a few, Mr. Speak-
er. 

Mr. Speaker, I will make this com-
mitment to my colleagues. If this par-
tisan rhetoric continues on the floor, I 
will be back here every night and I will 
refute it, and I will bring out more of 
the gross Clinton lies and distortions 
which that side remained silent on 
year after year after year. I challenge 
them to end this garbage. Enough is 
enough, Mr. Speaker.

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. HAYWORTH (at the request of Mr. 

DELAY) for today until 1:00 p.m. on ac-
count of medical reasons.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WAXMAN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HONDA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. SOLIS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. FLAKE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
today and July 21, 22, and 23. 

Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, for 5 

minutes, July 17. 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, July 17. 
Mr. NORWOOD, for 5 minutes, July 17 

and 21. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 

for 5 minutes, July 17. 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes, 

July 17. 
Mr. FEENEY, for 5 minutes, July 23. 
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 

for 5 minutes, July 17.
(The following Members (at their own 

request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. STENHOLM, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi, for 5 min-

utes, today.

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows:

S. 764. An act to extend the authorization 
of the Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant 
Program; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
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