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made a stand against a similar par-
tisan power grab. Just as the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) called
the Federal Aviation Administration
to track down those Democrats, just as
the Department of Homeland Security
went after a cotton farmer from Texas
to find out about his airplane, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS)
today diverted the Capitol Police from
their important work in preserving
public safety here in the Nation’s cap-
ital for partisan political purposes.

This attempt to break up a meeting
of Ways and Means Democrats is un-
precedented for either party | believe
in the history of this Congress. We did
not walk out as our Texas State legis-
lative colleagues so justly did. We at-
tempted to walk into the process, hav-
ing been handed moments before a bill
that affects the pensions and the re-
tirement security of millions of Ameri-
cans, Republicans and Democrats,
across this country, but yet as we at-
tempted to walk into that process and
develop and present our alternatives,
the police were called here in the Cap-
itol to stop us from doing that job.

Americans who share the concern of
the abuse, indeed of the extremism, of
the majority need to be concerned
about what happened here. It was not
some fight among Members of Congress
acting childish was a serious infringe-
ment on our democracy. Americans
who are worried about us becoming a
Nation of citizens who are supposed to
choose between saying ‘““me too’ and
shutting up, these Americans cannot
afford to be silent. No party, no person
has a monopoly on the truth.

Dissent is not some inconvenience in
this Congress or in this country, and it
certainly does not warrant calling out
the Feds, whether it is the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY) calling out for
the G-men in Texas or the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMAS) calling
out for the Capitol Police in Wash-
ington.

It is the cornerstone of our democ-
racy that we have dissent and dif-
ferences of opinion in this country, and
yet it is the strength of our democracy.
We will not be intimidated. We will not
back down. Too many Americans,
working families who need our help,
also need our voice.

——

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

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

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

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

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from Texas (Mr. SANDLIN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

———————

ANTI-AMERICANISM ACCORDING
TO NEWT GINGRICH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, on
Wednesday this House of Representa-
tives passed legislation to authorize
funding for the Department of State,
for the conduct of U.S. foreign policy,
and to provide direction and guidance
in the area of foreign policy. We are
fortunate indeed to have hundreds of
men and women working for the State
Department here and around the world
who have dedicated their lives to pub-
lic service and are committed to serv-
ing our country at home and abroad.

These public servants had been re-
cently subjected to outrageous and un-
warranted attacks by the former
Speaker of this House, Newt Gingrich.
In a scurrilous article in the current
issue of Foreign Policy, entitled Rogue
State Department, and in an earlier
speech he gave before the American
Enterprise Institute, Mr. Gingrich ac-
cuses the men and women of the State
Department of nothing less than under-
mining the status and respect of the
United States around the world.

In his article, Mr. Gingrich asserts
that the cause of rising anti-American
sentiment around the world is that the
men and women of the State Depart-
ment have ‘“‘abdicated values and prin-
ciples in favor of accommodation and
passivity.”” He accuses them of prop-
ping up dictators, coddling the corrupt
and ignoring secret police abuse around
the world. This from the man who was
Speaker of this House, led this body in
a three to one vote against President
Clinton’s Bosnia policy, a policy that
started the process leading to the over-
throw of the war criminal Mr.
Milosevic.

Mr. Gingrich’s article piggybacks on
an earlier speech he gave before the
American Enterprise Institute here in
Washington in which he claimed the
State Department was engaging in a
quote ‘“‘deliberate and systematic effort
to undermine President Bush’s foreign
policy.” These are extremely serious
charges. Before making such serious
charges, one would think that a person
who wanted to be taken seriously
would provide some credible evidence.
He does not.

Let us start with the fact that it is
the President of the United States, not
the foreign service or any other career
civil servants, who selects the top pol-
icy-makers at the Department of
State, beginning with the Secretary of
State. Indeed, the top jobs in State De-
partment are awarded to political ap-
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pointees of the President, starting with
Secretary of State Colin Powell. They
are the captains of the ship. They set
the vision, they establish the policies
and they give the orders.

If Mr. Gingrich believes what he
writes, that the State Department is a
culture that props up dictators, coddles
the corrupt and ignores secret police,
then his complaint is with President
Bush who appointed the political team
at the Department and who are
charged with ensuring that the policies
of the President are carried out.

The fact of the matter is Mr. Ging-
rich provides not one single example in
his article of where the career foreign
service or other civil servants of the
Department of State have refused to
carry out the policies established by
the Secretary of State and the Presi-
dent.

What does he refer to as exhibit A in
his capital case against the men and
women of our State Department? He
points to an internal analysis done by
the Bureau of Intelligence and Re-
search. That is the bureau within the
Department of State responsible for
analyzing intelligence information we
collect and analyzing that information,
and he suggests that the Bureau of In-
telligence and Research and that that
information, that some of the informa-
tion collected, that our post-war chal-
lenges in Iraq are more daunting than
President Bush’s sunny rhetoric sug-
gests.

Specifically, in a portion of his arti-
cle entitled Out of Sync, he contrasts
statements made in a speech given by
President Bush to statements made in
an internal, confidential assessment by
the Bureau of Intelligence and Re-
search. In a speech in Dearborn, Michi-
gan, the President stated, ‘I have con-
fidence in the future of a free Iraq. The
Iragi people are fully capable of self-
government.” The internal State De-
partment analysis reportedly stated
that “‘Liberal democracy would be dif-
ficult to achieve in Iraq,” and that
““electoral democracy were to emerge,
could well be subject to exploitation by
anti-American elements.”

One does not have to be a rocket sci-
entist to understand that the state-
ments made in the INR memo are rea-
sonable conclusions. The facts on the
ground in Iraq have demonstrated
clearly that liberal democracy would
be difficult to achieve in Iraq, not im-
possible, but certainly difficult. It is a
challenge ahead.

It is also obvious that elections in
Iraq could be exploited by anti-Amer-
ican Islamic fundamentalist forces.

0 1730

That does not mean we should not
support elections. Of course we should.
But we should be clear-eyed about the
possible consequences.

The important point here is not so
much that Mr. Gingrich is blind to the
obvious accuracy of these assessments
that were made in the Bureau of Intel-
ligence and Research. The issue is
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whether we want our policymakers to
receive objective and independent anal-
ysis about the situation in Iraq, or any-
where else in the world, or do we want
our nonpartisan experts to tailor, to fit
their analyses to the political and ideo-
logical platform of the President,
whether that President be a Repub-
lican or whether that President be a
Democrat.

Mr. Gingrich would like the profes-
sional analysts to manipulate the facts
to fit the policy, rather than have a
policy informed by the facts. He would
have the taxpayers support a cadre of
professional yes men and women to
make sure that their internal and con-
fidential analyses of the facts were in
sync with the President’s policy. Any-
one else, any other conclusions, he ap-
parently considers a traitor to the
cause.

What is amazing, what is amazing is
that Mr. Gingrich would choose this
moment to make this criticism. We are
now learning more each day about how
intelligence officials felt pressured to
manipulate their assessments about
the alleged links between al Qaeda and
Saddam Hussein and how their refuta-
tion of the claim that Iraq was seeking
nuclear material from Niger was ig-
nored by the White House. Indeed, the
State Department’s analysts in the Bu-
reau of Intelligence and Research, the
very officials that Mr. Gingrich con-
demns in his article, determined last
year that the report about Iraq import-
ing nuclear material from Niger was
not credible.

The President admitted recently that
claims about Iraq seeking nuclear ma-
terial from Africa should never have
been included in his State of the Union
speech this year. However, by Newt
Gingrich’s logic, the fact that the Bu-
reau of Intelligence and Research
reached a contrary finding that con-
flicted with the President’s statement
in the State of the Union address would
be evidence that the State Department
seeks to undermine Bush foreign pol-
icy.

It is a sad, sad day for our country
when Mr. Gingrich would attack accu-
rate and truthful statements made by
career State Department officials as
part of a systematic effort to under-
mine foreign policy. We should be
working hard to create a bigger, a bet-
ter firewall between intelligence ana-
lysts and the policymakers rather than
weaken that wall, as proposed by Mr.
Gingrich.

Let us consider another example: In a
speech in Cincinnati last October, the
President stated, and | quote, ““Iraq has
attempted to purchase high-strength
aluminum tubes and other equipment
needed for gas centrifuges, which are
used to enrich uranium for nuclear
weapons.’’

We now know that intelligence ana-
lysts in the State Department, as well
as experts at the Department of En-
ergy, concluded that the tubes’ charac-
teristics made it much more likely
they were suited for artillery rockets.
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British intelligence and subsequently a
team of American, British, and German
experts convened by the International
Atomic Energy Agency, with 120 years
of cumulative experience, agreed that
the thickness of the aluminum tube
walls made them unsuitable for ura-
nium enrichment purposes. And yet
again, by Mr. Gingrich’s logic, the ex-
perts at the State Department would
be viewed as undermining U.S. foreign
policy for reaching any conclusions at
odds with what the President says.

The fact that certain intelligence as-
sessments from INR, or any other gov-
ernment agency for that matter, may
be out of sync with the President’s pol-
icy does not mean, does not mean that
those intelligence analysts are engaged
in some kind of deliberate and system-
atic effort to undermine our foreign
policy. The President may always
choose to ignore or disagree with the
independent assessments of experts,
but it is folly and shortsighted to sug-
gest that he should not have the ben-
efit of those independent assessments.

The intelligence analysts at INR and
elsewhere in the government have a
duty to provide the Secretary of State
and ultimately the President with
their best assessment and their best
judgment. It would be irresponsible for
them to do otherwise when the lives of
American men and women are at stake;
and it is outrageous that Mr. Gingrich
would have nonpartisan public servants
betray their mission, violate their in-
tegrity and pander to the politicians.

Mr. Gingrich titles his article the
““Rogue State Department.” | suggest
he focus his gaze across the Potomac.
There at the Pentagon certain political
appointees of President Bush have sys-
tematically undermined the independ-
ence and professionalism of our intel-
ligence services. There, in the lead-up
to the war in Iraq, they created a so-
called Office of Special Plans, a rump
group set up to manipulate the intel-
ligence to fit the policy. This truly was
a rogue operation, and apparently Mr.
Gingrich, who sits on the Defense Advi-
sory Board, believes that operation
should become the model for the State
Department and other intelligence
agencies.

Another remarkable part about the
Gingrich foreign policy article is the
extent to which he believes that anti-
American sentiment abroad is the re-
sult of inadequate PR, inadequate pub-
lic relations, and inadequate spin con-
trol, rather than the substance of the
policies themselves. He states, and |
quote, ‘““One can hardly overstate how
poorly the United States commu-
nicates its message and values to the
world. Large majorities in France, Ger-
many, and South Korea oppose the
United States’ perspective on lraqg, not
to mention the 95 percent disapproval
rate in Turkey.”

In other words, he sees these dis-
approval ratings as the result of our
failure to explain our actions, rather
than stemming from the actions them-
selves. Yes, says Mr. Gingrich, if only
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we had a better PR machine to explain
to France, to Germany, South Korea,
Turkey and others around the world
our theory of preemptive wars, our the-
ory of the nuclear first-use doctrine,
and our claims that Iraq’s WMD posed
an imminent threat, then they would
be enthusiastic supporters of our lraq
policy.

And how would he do this? How
would he put together this trans-
formation? What is his solution?

Bring in ‘‘professional help.”” 1 kid
you not. It is on page 46 of this article.
To address the anti-American senti-
ments around the world, we need not,
according to Mr. Gingrich, reconsider
any of our policies. We need not con-
sider working in partnership with
other nations to resolve international
challenges. Rather, we should ““bring in
business advisory groups drawn from
internationally sophisticated corpora-
tions to advise the State Department
on how to improve U.S. communication
strategies.”

Apparently, the world, according to
Newt, is just one big game of spin con-
trol. Yes, bring in the big boys from
Madison Avenue and the executives
from multi-national corporations to
explain our foreign policy and the
world will love us.

Just as amazing is whom Mr. Ging-
rich chooses to blame for what he per-
ceives as a failed public relations
game. It is not Secretary of Defense
Donald Rumsfeld, whose incendiary re-
marks unnecessarily inflamed Euro-
pean sentiment against us. It is not the
President and his White House spokes-
men who command the bully pulpit and
wield the megaphone. No, according to
Mr. Gingrich, the culprits are the men
and women in the bowels of the State
Department. Yes, they, according to
Mr. Gingrich, are the ones who are re-
sponsible for the raging anti-American
sentiment around the world.

You know, these outrageous accusa-
tions leveled by Mr. Gingrich might be
dismissed as the wild rantings of a
former Member of Congress who, as a
private citizen, is free to express his
views without being held accountable
to anybody but himself. But he has not
surrendered all his public responsibil-
ities. He currently serves on the De-
fense Policy Advisory Board, which is
chartered to provide the Secretary of
Defense, the Deputy Secretary of De-
fense with advice on a range of na-
tional security matters.

The caption accompanying Mr. Ging-
rich’s article on foreign policy ref-
erences his position on the board, and
it is in light of the responsibilities of
that position that we should judge his
statements. The President, the Sec-
retary of Defense, and the Secretary of
State cannot allow Mr. Gingrich’s
McCarthy-like attacks against the pro-
fessionalism and integrity of the men
and women of the State Department to
stand. To do so would send a terrible
message at this very critical time.

First, as our Nation faces serious
challenges abroad, our foreign policy
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must be guided by the best informed
intelligence and analysis our diplomats
and intelligence officers can provide.
To suppress that information could
jeopardize the success of our policies
and endanger the lives of our citizens.

Second, it would be folly for our na-
tional security leaders to see American
problems abroad simply as PR issues to
be addressed through an aggressive ad
and spin control campaign. We cannot
afford to block out the insights and the
analyses and the assessments of our re-
gional and country experts in the State
Department and elsewhere in the
United States Government.

Mr. Gingrich has openly and loudly
attacked the integrity of the men and
women in the State Department. More-
over, he has advocated positions that
would weaken our ability to confront
the challenges we face abroad. Allow-
ing him to remain on the Defense Pol-
icy Advisory Board would send a ter-
rible signal. It would send a message to
the men and women who work every
day to protect our national security
and advance our interests abroad that
his statements are acceptable to this
White House and this administration.

Mr. Gingrich should do the right
thing now and resign from the board. If
he does not resign, the President, the
Secretary of Defense, and the Sec-
retary of State should hold him ac-
countable for his statements, and they
should demand his resignation from
the board. The Bush administration
can either stand by the statements of
Mr. Gingrich or they can make it clear
that those statements are unaccept-
able.

Mr. President, Secretary Rumsfeld,
Secretary Powell, where do you stand?

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. DAvIs of Tennessee (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOsSI) for today on ac-
count of attending the funeral of Sgt.
Roger Rowe who was Killed in Iraqg.

Mr. DEFAzIO (at the request of Ms.
PELOsI) for today after 2:30 p.m. on ac-
count of official business in the dis-
trict.

Mr. McCNULTY (at the request of Ms.
PELoOsI) for today after 12:55 p.m. on ac-
count of personal 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 Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MENENDEZ, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. DEFAZzI0, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.
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Mr. DOGGETT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SANDLIN, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. WOLF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MARIO DiAz-BALART of Florida,
for 5 minutes, July 23.

Mr. HENSARLING, for 5 minutes, July
23.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida,
for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, July
21, 22, 23, and 24.

———————

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 314. An act to make improvements in
the Foundation for the National Institutes of
Health, to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

S. 499. An act to authorize the American
Battle Monuments Commission to establish
in the State of Louisiana a memorial to
honor the Buffalo Soldiers; to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

S. 546. An act to provide for the protection
of paleontological resources on Federal
lands, and for other purposes, to the Com-
mittee on Resources; in addition to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

S. 643. An act to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior, in cooperation with the Univer-
sity of New Mexico, to construct and occupy
a portion of the Hibben Center for Archae-
ological Research at the University of New
Mexico, and for other purposes, to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

S. 651. An act to amend the National Trails
System Act to clarify Federal authority re-
lating to land acquisition from willing sell-
ers for the majority of the trails in the Sys-
tem, and for other purposes, to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

S. 677. An act to revise the boundary of the
Black Canyon of the Gunnison National
Park and Gunnison Gorge National Con-
servation Area in the State of Colorado, and
for other purposes, to the Committee on Re-
sources.

S. 924. An act to authorize the exchange of
lands between an Alaska Native Village Cor-
poration and the Department of the Interior,
and for other purposes, to the Committee on
Resources.

S. 1076. An act to authorize construction of
an education center at or near the Vietnam
Veterans Memorial, to the Committee on Re-
sources.

S. 1399. An act to redesignate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 101 South Vine Street in Glenwood, lowa,
as the “William J. Scherle Post Office Build-
ing”’, to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, |
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 44 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday July 21,
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2003, at 12:30 p.m., for morning hour de-
bates.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3263. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Dried Prunes Pro-
duced in California; Changes in Reporting
Requirements [Docket No. FV03-993-1 IFR]
received July 10, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3264. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Tart Cherries
Grown in the States of Michigan, et al.; In-
creased Assessment Rate [Docket No. FV03-
930-2 FR] received July 10, 2003, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

3265. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Irish Potatoes
Grown in Colorado; Increase in Membership
on the Area No. 2 Colorado Potato Adminis-
trative Committee [Docket No. FV03-948-1
FR] received July 10, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

3266. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Changes in Fees
for Federal Meat Grading and Certification
Services [Docket No. LS-02-06] (RIN: 0581-
AC13) received 10, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

3267. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s ‘““Major”’ final rule — Control
of Listeria monocytogenes in Ready-to-Eat
Meat and Poultry Products [Docket No. 97-
013F] (RIN: 0583-AC46) received July 14, 2003,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

3268. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, transmitting a re-
port on orders issued to protect Safeguards
Information; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

3269. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting notification that effective June
1, 2003, the 15% Danger Pay Allowance for
Jordan was terminated due to the ending of
authorized departure status, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 5928; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

3270. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting a report on
“Overseas Surplus Property,” pursuant to
Public Law 105—277, section 2215; to the
Committee on International Relations.

3271. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting notification that the export to
Iraq of the certain body armor, nuclear, bio-
logical and chemical protective equipment,
and military equipment (such as small arms
and ammunition) for use in reconstituting
the Iraqi military or police forces, is in the
national interest of the United States
(Transmittal No. DDTC 011Z-03), pursuant to
Public Law 108—11, section 1504; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

3272. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Natural Resources and Environment, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting notifica-
tion that it is in the public interest to use
procedures other than competitive proce-
dures for a contract involving the National



		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-18T13:39:02-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




