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this month to Iraq, saying he was touched by
the northern city of Halabja.

Powell said he spoke with Iragis whose
family members were killed in that town in
March 1988, when Hussein’s regime used
chemicals to kill an estimated 5,000 people.

He urged the American public to be patient
with Irag, reminding reporters that it took
the United States more than 12 years—from
1776 to 1789—to draft a constitution.

“It isn’t easy”’ to draft a governing docu-
ment, he said.

Besides Iraq, Powell addressed the conflict
between the Israelis and Palestinians. He
said Palestinian Authority President Yasser
Arafat “‘is not a partner for peace.”

Powell said he has made it clear to Arafat
that he must change his leadership approach.

Powell also questioned Israeli settlements
and the way lIsrael is constructing a new se-
curity fence near its border.

Powell tried to quell concerns about how
Arabs traveling to the United States will be
treated at airports and by the government.
He conceded there has to be balance between
liberty and security in admitting new visi-
tors and immigrants.

Said Powell: “We want to be a welcoming
society.”

———

JUMP-STARTING IRAQI ECONOMY

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

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, in the next few weeks Congress will
be shaping and hopefully passing legis-
lation aimed at jump-starting the lraqi
economy, hopefully laying the founda-
tion for prosperity and democracy in
that troubled land. The administration
is proposing a $23 billion package out
of an $87 billion program; and the ques-
tion now is, what form will our support
take in this first $23 billion assistance
package to lIrag? Will it be given to
Irag in the form of a loan or will it be
given in the form of an investment or
will it be given in the form of a grant?

We are being told in Congress that it
must be given in the form of a grant.
We are being told that the people of the
United States must give to Iraq $23 bil-
lion because if we try to give it in the
form of a loan instead of a grant that
it will hurt the Iragi economy and they
will not be able to prosper.

This is so much nonsense, State De-
partment nonsense which is not taking
into consideration the well-being of the
people of the United States of America
and taking the easy way out. Yes, let
us just shovel money over there. That
would not be good for the people of Iraq
or the people of the United States.
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The objection the State Department
has is based on the idea that if we have
any more debt accumulated on the peo-
ple of Iraq, they will not prosper be-
cause they already have so much debt.
In fact, their debt is estimated at $120
billion. That is no reason for us to just
give away $23 billion of the money of
the people of the United States. No.
What we should be doing is saying, who
loaned that money to lIraq? And, in
fact, what we are talking about here is
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$120 billion given not to the people of
Irag but to Saddam Hussein, to Sad-
dam Hussein’s regime by our supposed
allies, by big international banks.

Our position should not be that the
Iragi people have to repay that debt.
We should be encouraging the new de-
mocracy in Iraq to repudiate the debt
of countries that gave money to Sad-
dam Hussein which he then used to buy
weapons to repress and oppress his own
people. Repudiation of that debt will
permit the lIraqi people to prosper and
permit us rather than to penalize our
own people in order to repay, yes, the
money is not going directly back to
those big international banks, but it
will be going back to them if we simply
shovel our money into Iraq right now.

No, we should help Iraq establish the
foundation for prosperity by insisting
that the loans that were given to Sad-
dam Hussein are not the responsibility
of the people of Iraqg who want a demo-
cratic government. If those big bankers
in France and Germany want their
loans back which they gave to Saddam
Hussein, let them find Saddam Hussein
and collect those loans from Saddam
Hussein, not the people of Iraq. Our as-
sistance should be based not on giving
money to the people of Iraq because we
have no choice because Irag already
owes so much money. What we should
do is help them get out of that debt sit-
uation by repudiating that illegal debt
and, instead, structure our support as
loans when we can, or even invest-
ments.

Much of what is being suggested for
Irag is upgrading their post office,
their water system, their oil produc-
tion, their electric system. All of those
things are based on services that are
provided to the Iraqgi people which they
will pay for. Let us structure the $23
billion we give to Iraq as an invest-
ment in those things rather than just
giving them the money and expecting
no repayment for the American people
in return. This would be actually more
efficient in the end because it would
put a profit-type of incentive into the
mix when people are setting up the
post office and the water system and
the oil production and the electric sys-
tem in Iraqg. No, let us reconfirm to the
world by supporting the repudiation of
Saddam Hussein’s debt; let us recon-
firm the principle that anyone who
loans money or does business with dic-
tators does so at their own risk and the
American people should never bail
them out if that dictatorship is over-
thrown. We should be on the side of the
democratic forces and give them an in-
centive to get rid of the dictator and
by doing so, get rid of their debt rather
than have to bear the burden of their
Own Oppressor.

———————

SUPPORT OUR TROOPS: $1,500
BONUS BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is recognized
for 5 minutes.
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Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, this
week as the other body takes up the
President’s request for an $87 billion
supplemental appropriation bill for
Irag, we must do more for our troops
and their families who are under in-
creasing duress. Specifically, Congress
should grant a $1,500 bonus to all those
who serve in Iraq and Afghanistan. Not
since Vietnam have such a large num-
ber of troops been deployed for so long.
The pressure this puts on our troops
and their families is tremendous. This
summer, the Department of Defense in-
creased deployments for troops serving
in Iraq and Afghanistan to 1 year, and
not until last week did the Department
of Defense offer these troops who are
living under highly primitive and
stressful conditions a 2-week leave for
rest and recuperation. And tragically
this month, our U.S. casualties in Irag
surpassed the number of those killed in
the first gulf war. We now have lost
more than 300 soldiers, sailors and air-
men.

Recognizing the increasing gravity of
U.S. military involvement abroad, | in-
troduced H.R. 3051 to qualify all active
duty military personnel deployed for
any length of time in Iraq and Afghani-
stan for a $1,500 bonus. This bonus pro-
posal should be made part of the sup-
plemental appropriation bill. As Mem-
bers of Congress, we may have different
ideas about the U.S. policy in Iraq, but
we can all agree our service- men and
-women deserve our sincere recognition
for their courageous efforts. $1,500 will
not only help boost morale but will
send a strong bipartisan message to
our troops that Congress is unified be-
hind them.

The Bush administration is lobbying
Congress for $21 billion in direct grants
to support infrastructure developments
in Iraq in this $87 billion supplemental
appropriations bill. First of all, | see no
reason why we cannot separate this $87
billion into two separate bills: one, the
$66 billion defense portion, which |
think we all support, and $21 billion for
the reconstruction portion and then let
us as a Congress require lIraqi oil to be
used as collateral for international
loans to finance lIraqi infrastructure
projects and ensure that Iraq construc-
tion contracts are competitively bid.
Either way, U.S. citizens should not be
expected to support Iraqi development
while many Americans are facing
shortfalls in funding here at home, in
health care, prescription drug cov-
erage, schools, road construction, and
other critical infrastructure improve-
ments. Congress must continue to
work to restore Irag to a stable and
self-governing state, but not at the ex-
pense of Americans here at home and
our troops abroad.

I also question several items con-
tained in the administration’s supple-
mental bill for Iraq, like the $4 million
to develop a set of telephone numbers
and $150 million for a national 911 sys-
tem; $100 million to build seven
planned communities with 3,258 houses;
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$10 million to finance 100 prison-build-
ing experts; $100 million for 2,000 gar-
bage trucks; $20 million for Afghani-
stan consultants; $850 million for
health facility construction and med-
ical equipment replacement; and $900
million to import petroleum products,
such as kerosene and diesel, to a coun-
try with the world’s second largest oil
reserves.

Instead of again coming back and
dipping into the pockets of working
Americans and risking veterans bene-
fits for our troops when they return
home, | support proposals to suspend
the tax cut for the top 1 percent of in-
come earners to pay for the Bush ad-
ministration’s $87 billion supplemental
appropriation bill for Iraqg. Again, |
urge Congress to consider my bill, H.R.
3051, to include support for our troops
in the supplemental aid package to
Irag. Again, my bill provides a $1,500
bonus to military personnel who serve
under the Army, Navy, Air Force, Ma-
rine Corps, Coast Guard, National
Guard and Reserves in a combat zone
in Irag or Afghanistan. In the coming
year, an estimated 150,000 young men
and women will not see their families.
They will be deployed overseas in Iraq
and Afghanistan. A record number of
Reservists and Guards- men and
-women will put their private sector
opportunities and jobs on hold, and
thousands of children from every part
of America will pray for their parents’
safe return.

These extraordinary times deserve an
exemplary measure. | urge my col-
leagues to support my bill, H.R. 3051, to
provide for our troops in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan and to make it a part of the
supplemental appropriations bill. Give
our troops the $1,500 bonus they de-
serve.

———

REPORT OF WASHINGTON WASTE
WATCHERS

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

Mr. FEENEY. Madam Speaker, | am
delighted to rise tonight and join the
gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HENSARLING) and the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART) as we
have established the Washington Waste
Watchers. Ronald Reagan once defined
the American taxpayer as somebody
who works for the Federal Government
but does not have to take the civil
service exam. Unfortunately, he was
far too correct. According to Ameri-
cans for Tax Reform, the average
American family has to spend 193 days
working to pay their total cost of gov-
ernment: Federal, State and local taxes
and the regulatory burden. 130 of those
193 days are the cost of funding the
Federal Government. Imagine working
193 days for the average American.
That is more than half the year by far.
It is time that our families were able
to spend most of their time working for
their families and themselves and not
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for the Federal Government, the Fed-
eral bureaucracy.

We are facing a time of a dramati-
cally expanding new deficit. We under-
stand the need on homeland security.
We understand the aftermath of Sep-
tember 11. We understand the need to
support our troops over in Iraq. But the
bottom line is that, here at home, we
have a lot of spending that is simply
out of control. The best place to attack
this spending, in our view, in the Wash-
ington Waste Watchers Caucus, is to go
after wasteful spending, is to look at
programs that simply are not being
well run, are not efficient or are mean-
ingless altogether. There are many,
many examples of this. Over time, the
Washington Waste Watchers will be re-
minding not just our constituents but
we will be reminding people who are
the stewards of the American tax-
payers in all of the different Federal
agencies that they do not want to be
the next group or the next individual
embarrassed because of what they have
done on their watch with the taxpayer
dollars.

There are lots of examples. | want to
go through a few tonight. In the Pell
grant program, for example, if ideally
run, it helps empower many thousands
of American men and women get
through college. An administrator at
the Beacon Career Institute in my
home State of Florida, however, de-
frauded the Department of Education
of nearly $1 million. The administrator
submitted false documents to justify
the disbursement of $720,000 in im-
proper Pell grants. This money could
have been used to pay for some 600 Pell
grants when combined with the other
$2.4 million in fraud. The Department
of Education estimates that in the year
2001, some $336 million in Pell grants
were improperly disbursed, given to the
wrong people. That is wrong. Unfortu-
nately, some of our friends in the
Democratic Party still want to raise
your taxes.

If you look at the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, for example, there is a lot of
fraud that is denying legitimate Indian
needs out there in America. In New
Mexico, for example, a Bureau of In-
dian Affairs bookkeeper embezzled
$66,000 of Federal money intended for
the Wingate High School. Also in Ari-
zona, the neighboring State, two Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs bureaucrats
skimmed over $60,000 intended for In-
dian education programs. Again, a lot
of our Democratic colleagues still want
to raise your taxes.

In the Virgin Islands, if you look at
the Office of Insular Affairs, in the Vir-
gin Islands the Department of Health
failed to effectively administer grants
that total over $30.5 million. Errors in-
cluded failure to engage in competitive
bidding, improper land acquisition, un-
documented cost claims and even the
failure to complete a health clinic.
Again, a lot of our Democratic friends
still want to raise your taxes.

Finally, the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Administration. A lot of my
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colleagues understand in the aftermath
of tornadoes, wind storms, and the re-
cent hurricane that came up through
the east coast, we want an emergency
management agency to help people in
severe need as they are rebuilding their
communities. We want to make sure
that police and fire and fundamental
services are taken care of. But in re-
sponse to the most recent wind storm,
do you know what the Federal Emer-
gency Management Administration is
funding in this part of the world right
outside of the Capitol here? Free stress
reduction and personal growth classes
as a response to the hurricane. They
ask questions like, does stress make
you feel unbalanced? Do you some-
times feel sad, depressed or empty? Do
worrisome thoughts make you feel
overwhelmed? By the way, Iif so,
FEMA, the emergency management ad-
ministration, thinks it has got an an-
swer for you. What does it have? Multi-
cultural initiatives, presenting a series
that will allow discussion of who we
are, where we are from, why we are
here and how we are doing, a Federal
program supposedly responding to
emergencies in our States.

Multicultural town meetings. We
have future workshops to address the
issues of diversity, peace and violence
versus nonviolence. These may be
worthwhile things, but do you think
that your tax dollar in the emergency
management administration should be
spent on them? Finally, anger manage-
ment programs are being funded with
your tax dollars in the Federal Emer-
gency Management Administration.

Lastly, 1 will tell you that they are
using your tax dollars, supposedly used
to respond to emergencies, to do things
like a yearlong celebration of trees, of
gardens and other healing places. La-
dies and gentlemen, some of them on
the Democratic side still want to raise
your taxes.

We are going to go after the waste in
government.

—

THE SITUATION IN IRAQ

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

Mr. HINCHEY. Madam Speaker, ear-
lier this evening, one of our Republican
colleagues, a very fine and thoughtful
gentleman, came to the well here to la-
ment the fact that the dialogue here,
the discussion in the House, has be-
come somewhat partisan lately. | have
to agree with him that that is the case.
He also said that earlier, after Sep-
tember 11, 2001, immediately there-
after, there was a sense of unity and
purpose here, we were united. There is
no question that that also is true.
There are legitimate reasons for both
circumstances.

After the attack of September 11, of
course we were united. We were united
as a country and the Members in this
House were united purposefully to deal
with the problems associated with that
attack.
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