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great metaphor for what | am saying.
We looked down. Here was the port of
entry with a line of cars maybe a mile
deep into Mexico waiting to come into
the United States, everybody being
checked, but, of course, Nogales is in a
desert area, very flat area, and we were
flying in a helicopter, and so we looked
at that, and it was ironic to say the
least that not more than a mile on ei-
ther side of that port of entry where
everybody was being stopped, you
could watch people walking across,
sometimes simply driving off of a road
in Mexico and into the United States
through our national park down there,
Organ Pipe Cactus National Park.
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It looks like a racetrack. It is not a
national park any more; it is a com-
bination of a dump and a racetrack,
where everywhere you look tracks have
come through. People have simply
driven over into the deserts, driven
into the United States. You can fly
over and see all these tracks looking
like spiderwebs every place.

They have ruined the environment.
They have destroyed much of the envi-
ronment to the point that | cannot be-
lieve the Sierra Club does not go down
there and really go ballistic. But of
course they will not, because this is a
politically incorrect thing for them to
do, to complain about the degradation
of the environment being done by ille-
gal immigration.

And so we watched as people came
into the country, of course completely
undetected, except for the fact we hap-
pened to be flying over and watching
it. But certainly we do not know who
they are and, for the most part, of
course, they are coming for the benign
reason of a job. Absolutely true. But
how do | know all of them come for
that purpose?

And | guaranty you all of them do
not come for that purpose, because of
course we could also see the remnants
of the drug trafficking, which is enor-
mous. We picked up sacks all over the
landscape where people had carried
them in because they were coming in
illegally and they were being used as
what they call mules to bring the stuff
in on their backs. And by the way, this
is observable certainly on the southern
border, but it is absolutely as rampant
on the northern border, especially the
drug traffic. So it is not just a southern
border problem. It is a huge problem
for America.

We do not know who is coming. We
know that there are cartels in South
and Central America that have now
specialized in the importation of peo-
ple, not drugs any more. They have
changed their marketing tactics, their
sales or whatever, because they are
now importing people because it is
more lucrative. It is $1,500 to $2,000 for
a poor Mexican peasant to come into
the United States paying a coyote; it is
up to $55,000 for someone coming from
the Middle East or Asia. It is a very lu-
crative endeavor.
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And what do they have invested in it?
Hardly anything. It is not like they
need to pay the grower to take care of
the plants and all that kind of invest-
ment there is in drugs. You do not have
that in people. And if they lose a load,
there is plenty more where they came
from, so it is no big deal.

So now there is a cartel in what is
called the tri-border area. This is in
southwestern Brazil, the corner of
Brazil, Paraguay, Argentina. The tri-
border area is a very lawless area, and
it is the site of an enormous amount of
smuggling activities and that sort of
thing, but it is also the site of this
Mexican mafia cartel that no longer
deals in drugs specifically, it deals now
primarily in people, and it wants to
concentrate on Middle Easterners com-
ing in because they pay the most,
$55,000.

So Middle Easterners will come into
South and Central America, coming
into what is called the tri-border re-
gion, be acclimated there in Brazil for
a little bit, and then they are moved
into Mexico and then into the United
States. Some of them may be for jobs.
Maybe they are all coming to do jobs
Americans just will not do. | hear that
all the time, of course. That is the only
reason why we have illegal immigra-
tion; it is because we have so many
jobs Americans will not do.

So therefore we have to bring in
Saudis and Pakistanis and Iranians and
Chinese? Well, no, Mr. Speaker, there
are other reasons people are coming
here, and some of them are nefarious.
Some of the reasons are very, very
scary. But our borders are porous, and
they can come across at their will. And
we are shirking the most basic respon-
sibility we have in this body.

It may be bizarre to say such a thing
here, but our primary responsibility in
this House is not to educate America’s
children, it is not to provide welfare
benefits to America’s disenfranchised
and poor, it is not to provide highways,
and it is not to provide recreational
services. Those things are not any of
the identified responsibilities of this
body in the Constitution of this coun-
try, which is supposed to be our guid-
ing light.

Every Member takes an oath. We
stand here at the beginning of the ses-
sion, and we do not take an oath to the
President. And we do not take an oath
to our party. We take an oath to the
Constitution. And when you look at
the Constitution, what does it say
about educating children or any of the
other things? At least you are going to
have to sort of interpret. But what does
it say about our responsibility to de-
fend America? What is the Federal
Government’s role here? Clear, unam-
biguous, it is our primary role. It is the
one thing we are supposed to do: defend
the Nation.

And, therefore, | say to you, Mr.
Speaker, we shirk our primary respon-
sibility here when we refuse to defend
our own borders because of the politics
of cheap labor. And that is the reason
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we do not defend our borders. That is
it. As ugly and as uncomfortable as
that is to deal with, here, 2 years after
the most devastating attack on our
shores we have ever experienced, we
still do not defend our own borders and
enforce them because of that fear, the
fear that we would stop cheap labor. It
is politics. It is unacceptable. It is dis-
gusting, in many ways.

So, yes, | am here tonight, as | am on
the floor many nights, and | am speak-
ing on this, which | have spoken on
hundreds of occasions. And | will con-
tinue to do so because | believe with all
my heart that this issue warrants our
attention, our concern, and at least,
Mr. Speaker, a debate.

———

MAKING IN ORDER ON THURSDAY,
SEPTEMBER 25, 2003, CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.J. RES. 69, CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS, FIS-
CAL YEAR 2004

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that it be in order
at any time on September 25, 2003,
without intervention of any point of
order, to consider in the House the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 69) making
continuing appropriations for the fiscal
year 2004, and for other purposes; that
the joint resolution be considered as
read for amendment; that the joint res-
olution be debatable for 1 hour equally
divided and controlled by the chairman
and ranking member of the Committee
on Appropriations; and that the pre-
vious question be considered as ordered
on the joint resolution to final passage
without intervening motion except one
motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARTER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

————

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3161,
RATIFYING AUTHORITY OF FTC
TO ESTABLISH A DO-NOT-CALL
REGISTRY

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that it shall be in
order at any time without intervention
of any point of order to consider in the
House H.R. 3161; that the bill shall be
considered as read for amendment; that
the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the bill to final pas-
sage without intervening motion, ex-
cept: number one, 1 hour of debate on
the bill equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce; and, number two, one
motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

——————

IRAQ/MILITARY/RESERVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from



September 24, 2003

Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, on March
19, 2003, the United States invaded Iraq
against the broadest international op-
position | had ever seen. President
Bush remarked the coalition invaded;
yet of the troops in combat theater, 94
percent were Americans.

Then on May 1 of this year, George
W. Bush, as Commander in Chief, flew
onto the deck of the USS Abraham Lin-
coln, after circling 30 minutes outside
the San Diego shipyards as the ship ap-
proached shore, dressed in a flight suit,
to announce that major hostilities
were over. The battle of Iraq, he said,
is one victory on a war on terror that
began on September 11, 2001, and still
goes on.

That is what the President said. But
now 5 months later, more U.S. citizens
have died in theater than before the
President declared victory. Our Na-
tional Guard and Reserve forces are ex-
periencing their longest deployments
in U.S. history, with the Department of
Defense extending their orders every
day, and indeed today announcing
more call-ups.

As of September 9, 2003, according to
Department of Defense officials, ap-
proximately 148,000 U.S. forces are in
Irag in support of combat operations.
There are also 21,700 non-U.S. coalition
forces from 29 countries in Irag. There
are 172,362 Guard and Reserve soldiers
on active duty during Operation lraqi
Freedom, the majority of those serving
in the Army, 108,000.

America’s Guard and Reserve forces
are being sent to Iraq for record-break-
ing deployments. It is obvious that the
war in lraq is not proceeding as we
were originally led to believe and
longer troop deployments in theater
have been necessary. But that is still
no reason to turn our National Guard
and Military Reserve into something
they were never intended to be, active
duty forces. Unfortunately, this is
what is happening.

At the beginning of September, the
Department of Defense extended the
tours of duty for Guard and Reservists
to 1 year. Because of the dynamic situ-
ation in theater, one Army official
said, asking he not be identified by
name, “We had to take a look at our
overseas forces to make sure we were
maximizing their deployment oppor-
tunity.”

What possible dynamic situation
could he be referring to? Could it be
the fact that since President Bush an-
nounced that hostilities in lraq were
over that in fact 164 U.S. soldiers have
been killed compared to the 138 who
lost their lives before May 1? Over 1,240
have been injured.

In our foolhardy rush to war, this ad-
ministration clearly missed the mark.
By relying on faulty intelligence, an
utterly ill-conceived notion of Iraqi re-
sistance and the total lack of an exit
strategy, our brave servicemen and
women are being placed in harm’s way
to face a new guerilla-style warfare.
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Active duty forces have been focused in
Iraq, which the President says is the
front in the battle on terrorism; yet
most people know that 15 of the 19 Sep-
tember 11 hijackers did not come from
Iraq; they came from Saudi Arabia.

The Taliban is now regrouping in
Pakistan and in Afghanistan, and Af-
ghanistan is a teetering tinderbox.
More U.S. troops are being called to Af-
ghanistan. Madrassas across the Is-
lamic world turn out hate-mongering
acolytes daily. And the Israeli-Pales-
tinian Killing fields have never been so
bloody. So what state of mind would
compel a President to say it is over,
and why would he define the front as
Iraq?

My primary concern this evening are
those who are dying, in our Armed
Forces and the innocent bystanders in
the Middle East and central Asia. On
““Meet the Press,”” before the war, Vice
President CHENEY told Tim Russert, “I
really do believe the war, that we will
be greeted as liberators. There is no
question that they want to get rid of
Saddam Hussein and they will welcome
as liberators the United States when
we come to do that.”

It is inconceivable that the adminis-
tration could commit our brave men
and women to battle with such a
flawed perception of Iragi sentiment.
The fact is our troops are being shot at
instead of welcomed with open arms.
And when they are not being shot at,
they are being price-gouged by profit-
eers because the administration has
not adequately provided for our troops,
ranging from telephone service to
goods and supplies to even Internet ac-
cess.

[0 2145

Mr. Speaker, one of my constituents
tells me that troops are having to ask
family members to send them cash in
one-dollar-bill increments, so they can
pay to call their families back home by
going to Iraqi establishments to make
phone calls stateside. It costs them $1
a minute, our troops, the people who
are putting their lives on the line. To
me, that is totally unacceptable.

And if they cannot afford $1 a
minute, they are being told you can
pay $3 an hour to use e-mail. The prob-
lem is the lines are so long, they can-
not wait to do it. The administration
has asked Congress for $87 billion more
to fund nation-building in Irag. Let me
ask where has the $79 billion that was
voted on last year gone? We cannot get
reports back to the Congress line item
by line item on where that money has
been expended.

Why can our troops not make free
phone calls without having to pay $1 a
minute to an lIraqi citizen. Dozens of
tales like this tell me that military
morale will become lower in Iraq. Yes,
our men and women are gutting it out,
and we are proud of them, but it did
not have to be this way. Here are
quotes from soldiers deployed and their
families. A letter | received on June 24
from a soldier stationed in lraq, “If
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morale was any lower, this soldier, my
mother’s son, would have taken his
own life a week ago. There ain’t noth-
ing you can do but read the sorrow
through my pen. | hope between us
something can be done to alleviate
some stupid mistakes the Army has
unraveled on us.”

Another letter from a soldier reads,
““Mom, things here have just hit a new
low. Go ahead, have a seat. Here is a
small list of things going on here. Our
deployment papers were cancelled be-
fore we left, but they still sent us. No-
body knew our unit was overseas until
our tent burned down in Kuwait. We
have enough bulletproof plates for half
of our battery, front and back during
the day. They give us one day’s supply
of water, and expect it to last 3 days.
We receive mail once a week, Wednes-
days, plus they lost two bags of mail. If
morale was any lower, your son would
not be writing you any more. What is
happening?”’

Another letter from a mother of a
servicewoman writes, ‘“We bravely
watched as our soldiers left, not know-
ing what the future held. And surpris-
ingly enough, we could not believe one
of the first requirements from us would
be to send such a basic item as toilet
paper. Whenever | pack my care pack-
ages, | would use rolls of toilet paper to
fill out the box. For anyone who says
there is toilet paper in a soldier’s MRE,
don’t be fooled. There are six squares,
four inches by four inches. If you save
all day, you will have 18 squares to
handle your problem. Oh, and by the
way, pray you do not get diarrhea. We
sent our son mosquito netting, calcium
and snacks. Today, we continue with
our packages and ignore the cost of
shipping. An average package costs
around $15 to send. Two a week, 4
weeks a month averages about $120 a
month. Oh, by the way, that does not
include the cost of what goes into the
package.

“Many families took considerable
pay cuts when their soldier left, and
today almost 7 months to the day,
there are still families that are not
getting the full benefits their soldier is
entitled to. As families struggle to jug-
gle all of their responsibilities at
home, our soldiers are forced to strug-
gle without many of the basics needed
to survive. They are in heat averaging
around 120 degrees with full gear on.
Every day they face the risk of being
shot. What is an issue and seems to be
the most puzzling thing to me is their
treatment by regular Army. In most
cases, they are considered second-class
citizens because they are Guard. As
families, we go through the Guard
ranks to inquire about help with this
problem. We are told that the National
Guard cannot help us because our sol-
diers are regular Army now. Well, if
they are regular Army, why are they
treated as if they are National Guard?
And there is the ever-changing return
date. Our soldiers have been deployed
twice in 2 years, so we wait and we
pray for a return date.
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“Every time our leadership appears
on the news and without blinking an
eye, they say our soldiers’ orders are
for 1 year, and that is what they should
expect, but how can we keep up the
morale of our soldiers without a real
date of return to look forward to?”’

Mr. Speaker, this week the Bush ad-
ministration has asked Congress for
another $87 billion in American tax-
payer money for the President’s na-
tion-building experiment in Iraq. What
I want to know as one Member is why
the troops from our region do not have
the supplies and do they not have the
services we should be affording them
with the billions we have already sent?

Yes, our Nation is being asked to do
nation-building in lIraq. In fact, it is
the mother of all nation-building ex-
periments. Eighty-seven billion dollars
in request is more than we send around
the world for all of our foreign assist-
ance in any year. In addition to that, it
is more than we spend on all veterans’
costs in a year, plus all of our housing
programs around the country, plus all
of the costs of NASA, plus all of the
costs of transportation, plus all of the
costs of environmental cleanup, all
rolled together.

It is an enormous amount of money.
How ironic that the President, who was
a candidate in 2000, bitterly denounced
the practice of nation-building, but he
is now engaged in the largest nation-
building experiment in history. Make
no mistake, this is an extremely expen-
sive experiment in nation-building, es-
pecially when we stop to consider that
the United States Government is al-
ready digging a hole of debt deeper and
deeper every day.

Those $87 billion being requested will
come out of the Social Security trust
fund. Why? Because the fact is there is
no more money to go around. We have
huge deficits, and so we are going to
have to borrow the $87 billion from
somewhere and there is only one place
to get it. This is the most fiscally irre-
sponsible administration that | have
ever seen.

Now, how much is $87 billion? | do
not think the American people really
realize how huge this request is.
Eighty-seven billion dollars equals
$3,480 for every man, woman and child
in Irag. How would you like to get a
check for $3,480? Eighty-seven billion
dollars is more than all of the State
budget deficits across this country
combined.

Our States are raising taxes and cut-
ting programs like education with col-
lege tuition going up, cutting jobless
benefits, Medicaid, library services, so-
cial services. Our States are choking
from a lack of tax revenue because of
unemployment in this Bush economy.
We have $87 billion for Irag, but not
even half of that for our States in this
union? Eighty-seven billion dollars
more is double what we are investing
here in homeland security right here in
the U.S.A.

| can travel to any community in my
district and hear from first responders,
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fire departments, police departments,
emergency personnel, and port security
who are desperate for funds to protect
their communities. | hear from our per-
sonnel from the Port of Toledo who
need funds to upgrade the security of
our port, and that is true of every port
in America. Eighty-seven billion dol-
lars is eight times what we invest in
Pell Grants for our college students.
Ask any middle-class family about eco-
nomic anxiety, and they will tell you
they worry about job security, eco-
nomic security and pension security.
And they worry about how to pay for
their kids’ college.

Our young people leave college with
tens of thousands of dollars of debt.
Some of them will be in debt for the
rest of their lives just to pay for col-
lege. The United States Government
just does not have $87 billion laying
around. We have budget deficits as far
as the eye can see. Our next Federal
budget deficit is probably in the neigh-
borhood of half a trillion dollars, the
largest in the history of the Republic.
Where does it stop? The administration
has no idea. We had a subcommittee
hearing today and heard testimony
from Ambassador Paul Bremer and also
from General Abizaid, both men who
live the words honor, duty and country.
They do not know, they do not have a
clue what it is going to cost our Nation
to stabilize Iraq.

This additional $87 billion is only a
down payment until next year when
the money runs out. The ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. OBEY) asked them for a ballpark
figure, how much ultimately? They
could not provide an answer. It is an
open-ended commitment. They even
said during the hearing, well, the waste
water systems of lraq are so bad that
only 6 percent of the people are accom-
modated.

I thought, oh, all right, so the $400
million that might be needed for waste
water treatment in Toledo, Ohio will
have to be put on hold because we have
to transfer those dollars there, even
though the waste water treatment sys-
tem in my home community is spewing
pollution into Lake Erie every day.
There are some important trade-offs we
have to think about.

We have no exit strategy militarily,
and that is a violation of the Powell
Doctrine, in case anybody remembers,
and we have no exit strategy fiscally.
Irag is a fiscal black hole becoming
bigger every day. We can pour as much
money as we want down that hole, and
we have no idea, no idea where it ends.

I have never seen pallets of U.S. cash
being flown to a country and handed
out on the streets, but that is exactly
what we are doing in Irag. One of my
questions is as money, as U.S. dollars
are being distributed to lragis to pay
their pensions, to pay them for doing
police work, and I am not sure what all
this money is going for, why is it being
distributed in dollars? Why are dinars,
their home currency, not being used?
What is this business of pallets of U.S.
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dollars being flown over? We have
flown over plane loads of $20 bills to
hand out to people. In my life, | have
never seen this happen. We have seen
rice and flour and beans being handed
out to hungry people. We have never
seen pallets of money being distrib-
uted. It looks like what some people
might call street money, walking
around money. Maybe if we hand out
enough $20 bills, the lIraqi people will
suddenly fall in love with America and
with our confused policy of nation-
building.

How strange that a neoconservative
administration and Republican Con-
gress, who are hostile to social pro-
grams such as Medicare and Social Se-
curity and students loans, would adopt
a policy of handouts to the lIraqi peo-
ple. Are we creating a Middle East
version of a welfare state where people
get money for doing nothing? While we
cut benefits for Americans, we hand
out $20 bills to Iraqis? Is this the leg-
acy of the Bush policy? Free money for
Iraqgis, is this really what the adminis-
tration wants?

Meanwhile, the Bush administration
is charging our troops in the Middle
East in Iraq $1 a minute to call home
to their families, yet they are handling
out $20 bills in Iraqg. Is this really U.S.
policy in Iraq? It is happening. Fami-
lies in my district are sending one dol-
lar bills to their loved ones. One moth-
er sent $75 in one dollar bills, put on
the postage and sent it over there so
her son could call home. At the same
time, our government is handing out
$20 bills to Iraqis.

Is it too much to ask that our gov-
ernment provide a seamless commu-
nication system for our troops in the-
ater, including Guard and Reserve
forces, without whom we could not
conduct this campaign, who are experi-
encing the longest deployments in U.S.
history, and their families are missing
them? So it goes in the war on ter-
rorism.

Yesterday, President Bush said that
Irag is the major front in the war on
terrorism. But on Friday, he said that
Saddam Hussein had nothing to do
with 9/11. The administration cannot
seem to get its story straight. Did Sad-
dam Hussein have anything to do with
9/11? President Bush says no. Vice
President CHENEY says yes. Secretary
of Defense Rumsfeld says no. Paul
Wolfowitz did not appear. Secretary of
State Powell seems to be laying kind of
low lately. The administration policy
is confused about where the front is.
The President says the front is lIraq,
but let us look at the facts. Fifteen of
the 19 hijackers were not from lIraq,
they were from Saudi Arabia.
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Now we see the Taliban forces are re-
grouping and fighting again in Afghan-
istan. Afghanistan is far from over, far
from lockdown. Madrassas in Pakistan
continue to churn out thousands of
hate-filled young men each year. And
the Israeli-Palestinian Kkilling fields
are bloodier than ever.
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Think about this. Think about where
the front is. When President Bush nom-
inated Texan Phillip Carrol, the former
chief executive officer of Shell Qil, to
oversee oil operations in post-war lraq,
was it merely coincidental that over
one dozen Shell gas stations in Paki-
stan were bombed by terrorists? Think
about it. Where is the front? Yet Presi-
dent Bush insists that Iraq is the
frontlines in the war against terrorism.

More troops from Ohio have just been
deployed to Afghanistan because of
uprisings in the border area between
Pakistan and Afghanistan. Where is
the front in this war? The President in-
sists he needs another $87 billion to
clean up the mess in Iraq and build a
stable nation, but the American people
are deeply skeptical about where the
front is and the administration policy
in Iraq. And for good reason. Not only
is there no coherent plan for the recon-
struction of Iraq, there are serious
doubts about where the front in ter-
rorism really lies, and there is no clear
road map, no exit strategy. Now more
of our Reserve and Guard forces are
being called up, without the ones cur-
rently in theater being given a certain
rotation date out. It appears to me
that the administration is making up
their plan as they go along.

In terms of the cost of all this in the
President’s $87 billion new request on
top of the billions and billions already
appropriated last year, Secretary
Rumsfeld told us back in January of
this year that we would not have to do
this. In fact, his words were, ““Well, the
Office of Management and Budget has
come up with a number that’s some-
thing under $50 billion for the cost.
How much of that would be the U.S.
burden and how much would be with
other countries is an open question.”
But he said, “‘l don’t know that there is
much reconstruction to do.” He said
that in April of 2003. The story must
have changed because now we are being
asked for $87 billion more.

Deputy Defense Secretary Paul
Wolfowitz said, ‘“There’s a lot of money
to pay for this that doesn’t have to be
U.S. taxpayer money, and it starts
with the assets of the Iraqi people . . .
and on a rough recollection,” he said,
““the oil revenues of that country could
bring in between 50 and $100 billion
over the course of the next 2 or 3 years
. . . We’re dealing with a country that
can really finance its own reconstruc-
tion, and relatively soon.” | think the
question | would ask there is, then,
why are we appropriating hard U.S.
dollars? Why are we not making loans
that can then be repaid back once the
oil fields begin to operate again?

Secretary Rumsfeld told us back in
the fall of last year, “‘If you worry
about just the cost, the money, Iraq is
a very different situation from Afghan-
istan because Irag has oil.”” And again
the Secretary said in March of this
year, ‘“‘I don’t believe that the United
States has the responsibility for recon-
struction because In a sense recon-
struction funds can come from those
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various sources such as frozen assets,
oil revenues, and a variety of other
things including the Oil for Food pro-
gram, which has a very substantial
number of billions of dollars in it.”

Clearly, this administration really
does not know what it is doing. Sec-
retary Powell, in answer to my ques-
tion this year in an appropriations
hearing prior to the invasion of lIraq,
assured me that the United States
would be welcomed in lIrag as a lib-
erator, because | had been questioning
him, “Mr. Secretary, how do we know
when we are a liberator versus when we
are an occupier?”’ Secretary Powell,
with all due respect, was wrong.

Vice President CHENEY said the same
thing on TV on ‘“Meet the Press” in
March when asked by Tim Russert, and
I will repeat Mr. Russert’s question: ““If
your analysis is not correct, Mr. Vice
President, and we’re not treated as lib-
erators but as conquerors and the
Iraqgis begin to resist, particularly in
Baghdad, do you think the American
people are prepared for a long, costly,
and bloody battle with significant
American casualties?”” And the Vice
President responded, ‘““Well, | don’t
think it’'s likely to unfold that way,
Tim, because | really do believe that
we will be greeted as liberators . . .
there is no question that they want to
get rid of Saddam Hussein and they
will welcome as liberators the United
States when we come to that.”

I think Vice President CHENEY was
wrong. At best, Iraq is a cauldron of
competing interests, much as it has
been since it was created by the British
Empire. At worst, the Bush adminis-
tration has succeeded only in creating
another failed state that can serve as a
staging ground for more international
terror war.

Before another $87 billion in cash is
directed at lIraq, we had better get
clear answers on how the current situa-
tion can yield a governing structure
that is representative. Of the 25 mem-
bers the United States has appointed to
Iraq’s governing council, 11 are exiles,
11 of 25. These are people who had been
living outside of Iraq for some 3 and 4
decades. That means 44 percent of the
people on the governing council were
not even there, some for decades. What
do we really know about these people
on the governing council? How rep-
resentative are they of the lraqi peo-
ple? Indeed, whose interests do these 25
represent?

We should ask how can exiles be
more representative of Iragis than
those living in the country now, those
who endured the suffering of the Hus-
sein regime. Indeed, many new sources
have reported the current president of
that council, appointed by the United
States Department of Defense, Ahmad
Chalabi, was a convicted felon who em-
bezzled over $350 million and counting
in Jordan, who was then exiled, es-
caped in the trunk of a car, and subse-
quently took up residence in London
for years. He had been associated with
the former monarchy of Iraq. So whom
does he represent?
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In the RECORD tonight | am going to
place two compelling news stories
about who is this man, how democrat-
ically was he chosen? | am submitting
for the RECORD also the names of all
persons on the governing council of
Iraq. The world community should as-
sess them and their ability to represent
the people of Iraq. From my study of
the list, it appears lraq’s indigenous
Shia majority is seriously underrep-
resented as is its Sunni minority. Trag-
ically, one of the council’s Shia mem-
bers is the brother of the famed Aya-
tollah Hakim, who was just assas-
sinated. And another Shia representa-
tive, Aquila al Hashimi, a woman, was
shot a few days ago but survived.

With two thirds of Iraq’s population
composed of Shia Muslims, but only
about a third of the council comprised
of Iragi Shias who actually have been
living in the country, one can question
how representative the governing coun-
cil is. Further, the Sunni minority’s
underrepresentation is worrisome as
well. Somehow the world community
and our Arab friends must weigh in on
creating a governing structure that is
more representative and moves Iraq to-
ward free elections as expeditiously as
possible. After all, the Iraqi people are
a literate people. An unrepresented
governing council cannot possibly suc-
ceed in transferring democratic prin-
ciples to Iraqg.

Mr. Speaker, in concluding this
evening, the path forward to me is
clear. Congress should not give a blank
check to the Bush administration on
its $87 billion request for more funds
for Irag. We must demand clear report-
ing of all expenditures to date in lraq
and demand clear explanations of why
more appropriated dollars are nec-
essary as opposed to loans that can be
repaid as lraq’s economy recovers. We
must clarify the front in this war on
terrorism and not lose focus on other
places where terrorism is spawning. A
major diversion of funds to Iraq can in-
deed draw attention and resources from
equally tender places where terrorists
are spawning. For example, the dete-
rioration of the Israeli-Palestinian sit-
uation feeds growing terrorism across
the region. Indeed, it is its clarion call.
The continuation of the madrassas
schools that foment violence by young
men continue to graduate thousands.
There is no money in this budget to
deal with that festering problem.

And Afghanistan is far from buttoned
down. Importantly, we must do more
for our troops and provide them with
what is necessary to complete their
mission and return them home soon.
We must assure the administration
provides them with clear rotation out
schedules. And we must enlist the
broader world community in assuming
a larger role in the massive task of re-
building. We must urge the composi-
tion of the governing council be more
representative, indeed more demo-
cratic, in order that a transition to a
more orderly society through free elec-
tions can occur soon. Doing any less
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will not yield an enduring victory for
freedom in Irag.
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Other

“Prince of the Marshes"—led opposition in the

Southern Marsh Region.
Served as Foreign Minister before the Baath

Party came into power. 80 years old.
Worked with UN programs in Iraq since 1991 in

the Foreign Ministry.
Exiled for the nearly 45 years. Educated at MIT.

Convicted of embezzlement in Jordan.

Woman. Led the Iraqi delegation to the New York
donor's conference. Worked in the Foreign Min-
istry under Hussein.

Served on the Court of Appeal until Hussein im-

prisoned him for ruling against the govern-
ment.

Had been living in Saudi Arabia where he was

president of Hicap Technology.

Party was banned in 1980 and he fled the coun-

Ty.
Exiled.

Lived in London.
c o

tens of tl of armed militia

fighters.
Fled Iraq in 1991. Headed charitable clinic in

London. Considered pro-US.
Author of more than 30 books on the interpreta-

Name Shiite/Sunni, etc. Organizational affiliation Rotating presidency Occupation
Abd al-Aziz Al Hakim ....... SNiite oo Political leader of the Supreme Council for Is- Yes
lamic Revolution.
Abdul Karim SNiite oo Guerrilla affiliated with Supreme Council for Is-
Mohammedawi. lamic Revolution.
Adnan Pachachi Sunni Yes
Ahmad al-Barak Shiite General Coordinator for the Human Rights Asso-
ciation of Babel.
Ahmad Chalabi Shiite Leads Iragi National Congress Yes
Aquila al-Hashimi ............ Shiite Diplomat. Holds doctorate in French literature .....
Dara Noor Alzin ............... Sunni Kurd Judge
Ezzedine Salim Shiite Head of the Dawa Islamic Party
Ghazi al-Yawar Sunni Civil engineer
Hamid al-Moussa ............ SNiite oo Secretary of Iragi C ist Party E
Ibrahim Jafari Shiite Spok for the Islamic Dawa Party ............... Yes—first to take post
Iyad Allawi Shiite Secretary-General of the Iraqi National Accord ... Yes
Jalal Talabani ... Sunni Kurd .. Leader of the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan ........... Yes Lawyer
Mahmoud Othman Sunni Kurd Founder of Kurdish Socialist Party Ind fent Kurdish politician ..........c.ccooeevvuenens
Massoud Barzani .. Sunni Kurd .. Leader of the Kurdistan Democracy Party ............. Yes
Mohammed Bahr Uloom ..  Shiite Yes Cleric
Mohsin Abdul Hamid ....... SUMNT e Secretary-General of the Iraqi Islamic Party ......... Yes
Muwaffaq al-Ruba Shiite ... Dawa Party Physician and author ...........ccccocvcoeveericerieniienenn
Nasir al-Chadirchy Sunni ... Leads the National Democratic Party Lawyer and busi

tion of the Koran.
Human rights activist. Educated in UK.
Lived in Iraq throughout most of Saddam’s re-

Heads maternity hospital in Diwaniyah

gime.
Woman. Studied and lived in the UK during the
60’s and 70's. Returned to Iraq in 1977.

Raja al-Khuza'i Shiite

Salaheddine Bahaaddin ...  Sunni Kurd .................... Founder of Kurdistan Islamic Union
Samir Shakir Mahmoud ...~ Sunni

Sondul Chapouk Turkmen Directs the Iraqi Women's Organization
Wael Abdulatif Shiite Governor of Basra

Writer and Entrepreneur

Engineer and teacher
Lawyer and judge .

Yonodam Kanna Assyrian Christian

Movement.

Secretary-General of the Assyrian Democratic

Engineer

Woman. Rep s the Turkmen community.

Served as Transportation the first Kurdish re-

gional assembly and as Trade Minister.

Note.—Spelling of names may vary.

[From the New York Times, Sept. 20, 2003]
LISTENING TO THE WRONG IRAQI
(By David L. Phillips)

Critics say the Bush administration had no
plan for postwar Iraq. In fact, before the war,
hundreds of Iragis were involved in discus-
sions with Washington about securing and
stabilizing their country after military ac-
tion. Today’s difficulties are not the result
of a lack of foresight, but rather of poor
judgment by civilians at the Pentagon who
counted too much on the advice of one
exile—Ahmad Chalabi of the Iraqi National
Congress—and ignored the views of other,
more reliable Iraqi leaders.

Last year the State Department, joined by
17 other federal agencies, put together the
Future of Iraq Project, which was supposed
to involve Iragis from the country’s many
ethnic and religious factions, including rep-
resentatives from the exile community. The
project had working groups on topics rang-
ing from agriculture to the economy to new
government structure. | was adviser to the
democratic principles working group, which
the Iragis called the ““mother of all working
groups.” Anticipating many of the problems
playing out in Irag today, participants
worked on plans for maintaining security,
restoring services and making the transition
to democracy.

On security, the participants envisioned a
key role for reformed elements of the lIraqi
Army. They insisted on the dissolution of
agencies involved in atrocities—like mili-
tary intelligence and the secret police (the
Mukhabarat)—and proposed setting up a
body to investigate war crimes, prepare a
“most wanted’” list, and prosecute war
criminals. They envisioned a military coun-
cil vetting and then taking steps to profes-
sionalize the armed forces.

Representatives of the Iragi National Con-
gress, however, claimed to control a vast un-
derground network that would rise in sup-
port of coalition forces to assist security and

law enforcement. They insisted that the en-
tire Iragi Army be immediately disbanded.
The Pentagon agreed, in the end leading
many Iraqi soldiers who might otherwise
have been willing to work with the coalition
to take up arms against it. Mr. Chalabi’s
promised network didn’t materialize, and the
resulting power vacuum contributed to
looting, sabotage and attacks against Amer-
ican forces.

The working group also emphasized win-
ning hearts and minds of average lIraqis,
largely through improving living conditions.
It urged cooperation with Irag’s existing
technocracy to ensure the uninterrupted
flow of water and electricity. Though civil
servants and professionals for the most part
were required to be Baath party members,
the working group maintained that not all
Baathists were war criminals. The group pro-
posed so-called lustration laws to identify
and remove officials who had committed.
atrocities.

On the other hand, the Iraqgi National Con-
gress was adamant that all former Baath
party members were inherently complicit in
war crimes. Siding with Mr. Chalabi, the co-
alition provisional authority decided that
the Baath party would be banned, and dis-
missed many party members from their jobs.
As a result millions of Iragis are still with-
out electricity and fresh water, necessities
they could at least count on under the crimi-
nal regime of Saddam Hussein.

Most important, the working group in-
sisted that all Iraqis needed a voice in the
transition to a stable, democratic Iraq. Par-
ticipants agreed that exiles alone could not
speak for all Iraqis, and endorsed discussions
with leaders inside and outside the country
as the basis for constituting a legitimate and
broadly representative transitional struc-
ture.

Before the London opposition conference
in December, Mr. Chalabi lobbied the United
States to appoint a government in exile,
dominated by his partisans, to be installed in

Baghdad at the moment of liberation. Con-
cerned about legitimacy, the Bush adminis-
tration ultimately rejected this proposal.
Still, Mr. Chalabi’s supporters in
Washingotn—particularly civilians in the
Pentagon—relentlessly promoted him as
Irag’s future leader. Exceptional treatment
included airlifting Mr. Chalabi and his Amer-
ican-trained 700-man paramilitary force to
Nasariya in the middle of the war. He is now
a member of the lraqi Governing Council,
serving as its president this month.

Why such devotion to a man whose prewar
advice proved so misguided? For one thing,
Mr. Chalabi has shown himself amenable to
those in Washington who want to reshape
the entire Middle East. They envision Iraqg as
a springboard for eliminating the Baath
party in Syria, undermining the mullahs in
Iran and enhancing American power across
the region.

There are benefits to spreading democracy
in the Middle East, but hegemonic ambitions
are sabotaging the shorter-term project of
turning lIrag into a viable state. The other
day, a Sunni participant in the democratic
principles working group told me he is reluc-
tant to speak up about how its recommenda-
tions have been ignored lest criticism dis-
courage the coalition. In frustration, he
asked: “‘So this is liberation?”

The Iragi people have suffered a generation
of tyranny and deserve better. To succeed in
Irag, and be constructive elsewhere in the
world, the Bush administration must listen
to all voices, not just those that are ideologi-
cally compatible. Liberation cannot be im-
posed.

[From the New York Times, Sept. 23, 2003]

IRAQ COUNCIL HEAD SHIFTS TO POSITION AT
ODDS WITH U.S.

(By Patrick E. Tyler and Felicity Barringer)

BAGHDAD, IRAQ, Sept. 22.—Ahmad Chalabi,
the president of Irag’s interim government,
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is in New York this week to press alter-
natives to the Bush administration’s occupa-
tion policy in postwar Iraq, he and his aides
say. In the process, he may complete a per-
sonal transformation from protegé of Pen-
tagon conservatives to Iraqgi nationalist with
a loud, independent voice.

In an interview today in New York, Mr.
Chalabi professed gratitude to the Bush ad-
ministration for toppling Saddam Hussein’s
government, but his specific proposals were
directly at odds with the policies Wash-
ington is pursuing in Baghdad and at the
United Nations. He demanded that the Iraqi
Governing Council be given at least partial
control of the powerful finance and security
ministries, and rejected the idea of more for-
eign troops coming to Irag.

Mr. Chalabi’s strategy, he says, is to get
from the United Nations General Assembly
sovereign status for the unelected 25-member
Governing Council. This move to lobby other
nations for a swift transfer of some sov-
ereignty is going down poorly in Wash-
ington, according to the Iraqgi leader’s aides.

Mr. Chalabi has sent representatives to
France and Germany to discuss putting
Iragis back in charge under a new United Na-
tions mandate that would end American con-
trol of the occupation, even if American
troops remain in Irag. His aides say he also
plans to tell the Senate that the United Na-
tions could save billions of dollars on Irags
reconstruction by allowing an Iraqi adminis-
tration to handle it.

“People in D.C. are accusing us of ‘con-
spiring with America’s enemies,””” one aide
said, describing the reports of his advance
men on the mood in Washington.

Mr. Chalabi insists that he is not changing
diplomatic sides. ‘““The last thing we are
going to do is fall into the trap of France,”
he said this weekend. He said that he was
looking forward to seeing the president at a
reception Mr. Bush is giving for visiting gov-
ernment leaders on Tuesday evening, and
that his strategy was intended to make it
easier to maintain the American presence in
Iraq.

? am fighting to keep Americans in Iraq,”
Mr. Chalabi said before leaving Baghdad.
“We are afraid that they will lose their re-
solve and go home if the current situation
continues.”

Yet Mr. Chalabi’s arrival in New York with
a delegation determined to advance the
clock on sovereignty puts him and the in-
terim government he heads in direct con-
frontation with Mr. Bush.

“We want to claim lIraq’s seat at the
United Nations,”” Mr. Chalabi said today.

He also declared that ““we are not at cross
purposes’ with the Americans, but his words
seemed so.

The United States is seeking a new United
Nations resolution that would help bring for-
eign troops into Iraq in a newly constituted
multinational force. At lease one major po-
tential troop donor, Pakistan, says it wants
an invitation from the Governing Council
first.

“We cannot be expected to solicit foreign
troops in Iraq,” Mr. Chalabi said. ‘“We can-
not be expected to do that.”

He said some aspects of governance should
be handed over immediately.

“They can start by putting lIraqgis to be in
joint control, with the coalition, of Iraqi fi-
nances,”” he said. ‘“All of these are measures

that would demonstrate increasing sov-
ereignty in lIraq.” Asked when, he replied,
“Right away.”

He also sought an immediate role in com-
manding security forces, saying, ‘“We think
that internal security in Irag cannot be
maintained unless lIraqgis are far more in-
volved than they are now.”’

A senior Bush administration official reit-
erated over the weekend that “‘we’ll stay on
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the same schedule” of keeping Irag under a
strong American-British occupation while
proceeding with drafting a new lIragi con-
stitution, to be followed by national elec-
tions sometime next year.

That extended debate over sovereignty and
the end of the occupation is part of a polit-
ical struggle that neither side feels it can af-
ford to lose.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. OsSBORNE (at the request of Mr.
DELAY) for September 23 and today on
account of his mother-in-law’s funeral.

————

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. BROwN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DAvis of Illinois, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms.

Mr.

Ms.

NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.
KIND, for 5 minutes, today.
BALDWIN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BERRY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZI0, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina)
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material:)

Mr. SOUDER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PENCE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. BLACKBURN, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, for 5 minutes,
today and October 1.

—————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

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

S. 1404. An act to amend the Ted Stevens
Olympic and Amateur Sports Act; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

——————

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, 1 move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 12 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, September 25, 2003,
at 10 a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

4396. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
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riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Importation of Pork-Filled Pasta
[Docket No. 02-003-2] received September 16,
2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

4397. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Asian Longhorned Beetle; Quar-
antined Areas and Regulated Articles [Dock-
et No. 03-018-2] received September 16, 2003,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

4398. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting report
concerning His decision regarding the Singa-
pore Technologies Telemedia in Global
Crossing Ltd; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

4399. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Food Additives Permitted in Feed and
Drinking Water of Animals; Selenium Yeast
[Docket No. 1998F-0196] received September
16, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4400. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Orthopedic Devices; Classification for the
Resorbable Calcium Salt Bone Void Filler
Device [Docket No. 01N-0411] received Sep-
tember 17, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4401. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Procurement, National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule—Format
and Numbering of Award Documents (RIN:
2700-AC61) received September 16, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Science.

4402. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
notification concerning the Department of
Navy’s Proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance (LOA) to the Taipei Economic and
Cultural Representative Office in the United
States for defense articles and services
(Transmittal No. 03-23), pursuant to 22 U.S.C.
2776(b); to the Committee on International
Relations.

4403. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
notification concerning the Department of
the Air Force’s Proposed Letter(s) of Offer
and Acceptance (LOA) to Pakistan for de-
fense articles and services (Transmittal No.
03-22), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the
Committee on International Relations.

4404. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
notification concerning the Department of
Army’s Proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance (LOA) to Egypt for defense articles
and services (Transmittal No. 03-24), pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Committee on
International Relations.

4405. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
notification concerning the Department of
the Army’s Proposed Letter(s) of Offer and
Acceptance (LOA) to Pakistan for defense ar-
ticles and services (Transmittal No. 03-25),
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

4406. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
notification concerning the Department of
Army’s Proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance (LOA) to Greece for defense articles
and services (Transmittal No. 03-33), pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Committee on
International Relations.
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