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had from the intelligence community
were not consistent with Secretary
Rumsfeld.

I am going to put that exchange in
the RECORD, and that will stand in
terms of 3 weeks ago.

I want to draw attention to this let-
ter. ‘“The American intelligence com-
munity has provided extensive intel-
ligence’’—extensive intelligence. It
does not say ‘‘all” or ‘‘complete intel-
ligence.”” It says ‘‘extensive intel-
ligence.” That is what my letter says.

Mr. WARNER. Go on to the second
paragraph.

Mr. KENNEDY. I know, but why do
they say—I will be glad to read this
and go through it, Mr. President, but I
want to stick with the facts I know
about. The facts I know about are the
testimony of the Secretary of Defense
and the exchange that he had with Sen-
ator LEVIN in open session in the
Armed Services Committee where Sen-
ator LEVIN had been told the evening
before, and it was represented that a
complete list of these sites had been
provided, and he had the materials that
demonstrated it had not been com-
plete. Those are security matters, as
the Senator well knows. That was 2%
weeks ago.

The point is, as to the intelligence
given to the inspector, whatever has
been given, is it the Senator’s state-
ment now as chairman of the Armed
Services Committee that all of the in-
formation the intelligence agency has
in terms of weapons has been given to
the inspectors? Is that what the Sen-
ator is telling us?

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I think
this letter answers Senator KENNEDY’S
first statement: We have just begun to
provide information.

Mr. KENNEDY. I did not say ‘‘just
begun.” No, the Senator is not correct.
There was a provision, there was a fil-
tering out of this material.

It was very slow in January. We are
getting close to classified. I remember
the briefing we had from the deputy of
the CIA at that time. It was clear they
were cooperating. It was also clear
there were a limited number of inspec-
tors and they were going to provide
more, and it would be soon. I think the
Senator would remember that briefing.
I remember it clearly. This has been a
process of filtering out.

The authority I have, I sat right next
to Carl Levin, 2% weeks ago, when he
looked in the eyes of the Secretary of
Defense and they reviewed documents,
and the Secretary of Defense leaned
over and shared various documents. At
the end of that, he had to agree with
the position Senator LEVIN had, that
all of the information had not been
provided. I will put that in the RECORD.

My point is, if we still, 2% weeks ago,
had a ways to go with intelligence in-
formation that would be advantageous
to the inspectors, it strengthens those
who believe we should make sure our
inspectors have all of the relevant ma-
terial that will help them do the job
which we all agree should be done.
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, in fair-
ness, this letter is part of a very com-
plex and long dialog between Senator
LEVIN and various members of the ad-
ministration. Were he here today, he
would say he is still not satisfied with
regard to this issue.

At one point I recognized that one
member of the administration said to
him, Senator, I gave you incorrect
numbers at one time and I am now cor-
recting them. I think a good-faith ef-
fort has been made by the administra-
tion to resolve such differences as Sen-
ator LEVIN has had.

Having been in most, if not all, of the
discussions with Senator LEVIN at the
time he raised these important ques-
tions, the preponderance of the facts
shows unequivocally our Nation has co-
operated fully on the matters of intel-
ligence. I stand by that. I heard the Na-
tional Security Adviser state that, the
Director of Central Intelligence state
that, and others. We have cooperated.

Have there been some disjoints of
timing and perhaps numbers? I cannot
say it is perfect, but there has been
overall sincere cooperation.

We have had an excellent debate
today. I thank my colleagues for join-
ing me on the floor, both on my side of
the aisle and the other side of the aisle.
We have met the test of the Senate ad-
dressing this question.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SUNUNU). The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

IRAQ

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, on this
day in the halls of the United Nations
Security Council and in the distant
lands of the Middle East, the United
States is making a stand for the causes
of freedom and democracy, for order
and peace.

The President and the Congress have
made clear that we will no longer tol-
erate Saddam Hussein’s production or
possession of weapons of mass destruc-
tion. Further, it is our solemn belief
that the people of Iraq deserve to live
in freedom. They have suffered long
enough under the tyranny and the op-
pression of the day.

As is so often the case, challenging
the status quo is not easy even if that
status quo is a dictator pursuing and
possessing weapons of mass destruction
that are explicitly prohibited by the
United Nations Security Council.
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We are fast approaching that mo-
ment of reckoning with Saddam Hus-
sein. If he were to voluntarily disarm,
it would be welcomed. But he will not.
If he flees his country, the chances for
peace are much better. But he will
never flee unless he is absolutely con-
vinced that there are no other options
for his survival.

If individuals within Saddam’s re-
gime rise up and overthrow him, there
will be an opportunity for a new begin-
ning in Iraq. But none will take this
brave step if they doubt the fortitude
of the United States and the inter-
national community.

Let there be no mistake about our
Nation’s purpose in confronting Iraq.
Saddam Hussein’s regime poses a clear
threat to the security of the United
States, its friends and its allies. And it
is a threat that we must address, and
we must address now.

Recall that in 1991 we were concerned
Saddam would use weapons of mass de-
struction to further his expansionist
desires in the Middle East. Now, a dec-
ade later, we live with the reality—the
reality—that terrorists may acquire
and use such weapons on our soil.

I have no doubts that terrorists seek
such weapons to use against this Na-
tion. I am equally certain that Saddam
Hussein possesses such weapons and
would provide them to terrorists, if he
has not already. And it is this nexus of
a tyrannical dictator, those weapons of
mass destruction, and terrorists who
seek to inflict harm—grievous harm—
upon the American people that compels
us to act now.

The Senate—this body—and the
House of Representatives voted over-
whelmingly last fall to authorize the
President to use force, if necessary,
against Iraq if Saddam Hussein did not
disarm. In those votes, the Congress
stated unambiguously that the United
States will not tolerate the pursuit and
possession of weapons of mass destruc-
tion by Saddam Hussein.

Nothing has fundamentally changed.
I guess one could say the possible ex-
ception to that statement would be we
have even further evidence, because of
the passage of time, that Saddam Hus-
sein will not voluntarily disarm.

Last fall, to reaffirm the broad inter-
national commitment to disarm Iraq,
President Bush successfully pursued a
United Nations resolution that offered
Saddam Hussein a final chance to meet
the demands of the world community
or face the consequences. Saddam has
missed his final chance.

Now we are told the United States
must pursue a second resolution before
Iraq can be disarmed. The United Na-
tions Security Council, on 17 separate
occasions, over a 12-year period, de-
manded the disarmament of Iraq. For
the record, this will not be a second
resolution, but this will be an 18th res-
olution over this 12-year period. Noth-
ing in history has been made more
meaningful by repeating it 18 different
times.

In the end, it is not a multilateral
approach our opponents seek—for the
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United States is already joined by a
multitude of others who share our com-
mitment to disarm Saddam. No, it is
the false comfort of unanimity to
which they aspire. When everyone is
responsible, no one is accountable.

My friends, the hour has arrived for
democratically elected leaders to stand
up and be counted. Will the free world
tolerate Saddam Hussein’s continued
brutality, his possession of weapons of
mass destruction, and his continued de-
fiance of the international community,
or will we act to stop it now?

To those who would suggest we are
acting in isolation to confront
Saddam’s evil, I remind you we are not
alone in the conviction. In the past
month, the leaders of 18 European
countries have publicly endorsed the
U.S. call for final action, including
force, if necessary, to disarm Saddam
Hussein.

Over two dozen countries are pro-
viding basing for our troops, access for
our aircraft, and material support in
preparation for a possible conflict with
Iraq. And if it comes to that, with al-
lies such as the United Kingdom, Aus-
tralia, Spain, Italy, Denmark, as well
as many of the new democracies of
Eastern Europe all on our side, we will
not carry this burden alone.

America is at its strongest when it is
standing in common cause with our
friends and allies. The inverse, of
course, is that America’s allies are at
their strongest when they are standing
with the United States.

To those leaders who have spoken
out with us against the threat posed by
Saddam Hussein, I commend your cour-
age. As America has risen to challenge
the threats posed and supported by
Saddam Hussein, you chose to stand by
her side. And such loyalty and such
leadership will not soon be forgotten.

Some of our erstwhile allies would be
well advised to recall their own free-
dom was regained by such courage and
conviction. I remind them their own
liberation in World War II was a less
popular undertaking than a possible
war in Iraq.

What about popular opinion at the
time? If one goes back and looks at
surveys and polls from the time, in Oc-
tober 1939, when asked whether the
U.S. should enter the war in Europe,
only 16.8 percent of Americans re-
sponded yes. And 17.2 percent said yes
in December 1939. In July 1940, 26.9 per-
cent said yes.

After winning reelection in 1940,
President Roosevelt tried to move pub-
lic opinion toward greater U.S. involve-
ment, while offering significant mate-
rial support to the allied war effort.
Yet asked again in January of 1941
whether they would support a declara-
tion of war, only 14 percent of the
American people responded yes.

And as late as October 1941, President
Roosevelt commented that 70 percent
of Americans wanted us to stay out of
the war in Europe.

Sadly, at that time, many around the
world recoiled at the thought of con-
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fronting Nazi Germany head on. After
all, it was Europe’s war, not ours, and
Hitler was Kkilling foreign Jews, not
Americans. Many leaders of the day de-
manded we look after America first.
They called for our country to stay
within its borders, protected by the
false security of two oceans. But then,
as now—on December 7, 1941, and Sep-
tember 11, 2001—we were reminded that
America is most vulnerable to attack
when it is in retreat.

President Roosevelt demonstrated
then, as President Bush does today,
that the essential measure of a world
leader is not in his ability to chase
public opinion—no—but, rather, his
courage to make the country safer by
leading public opinion.

President Bush deserves much credit
for confronting the grave and growing
threat posed by the mad pursuit of a
ruthless tyrant for the world’s most
deadly weapons. The President is right
when he says that neither more time
nor more inspections will stop Saddam.

The consequences of war with Iraq
cannot be certain and those feelings of
uncertainty we felt as the issues sur-
rounding Iraq and the future have been
discussed on the floor today. But our
goals and our motives must be under-
stood for what they are. We seek to de-
fend our own people. We seek the lib-
eration of the Iraqi people. We seek the
foundation of a democratic government
in Baghdad, and we seek the spread of
peace in the Middle East. These are
worthy goals of a great nation, and
they are goals worth fighting for.

————————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

MR. HENRI LANDWIRTH

e Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I rise today to acknowledge the
accomplishments of Mr. Henri
Landwirth, a great philanthropist from
my home State of Florida. Mr.
Landwirth, a Holocaust survivor born
in Belgium in 1927, has beaten the odds
to live the true American dream. In ad-
dition to his success in the hotel indus-
try, Mr. Landwirth has founded several
charitable organizations. His countless
acts of charity continue to affect tens
of thousands of lives. Mr. Landwirth
has received numerous honors for his
contributions to society, and today I
rise to show my appreciation for all
that he has done for the state of Flor-
ida and for people in need.

Henri Landwirth spend most of his
teenage years during World War II in
death camps and labor camps in Nazi
Germany. He narrowly escaped with
his life after a Nazi firing squad
marched him into the woods to be shot
and decided at the last minute to spare
his life. After the war, Mr. Landwirth
immigrated to the United States in
1950 with only $20 to his name. He was
drafted into the United States Army
within three years. After serving in the
military and learning English, he en-
rolled in a course in hotel management
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and found entry-level employment in a
New York hotel, quickly mastering his
job and learning every job in the hotel.

Mr. Landwirth moved to Florida in
1954, and became Manager of the 100-
room Starlite Motel in Cocoa Beach
near Cape Canaveral, home of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration, NASA, Kennedy Space Center.
The original seven astronauts, referred
to as the ‘“Mercury Seven’”—M. Scott
Carpenter, L. Gordon Cooper, Jr., John
Glenn, Jr.; Virgil ““Gus’ Grissom; Wal-
ter Schirra, Jr.; Alan Shepard, Jr.; and
Donald ‘‘Deke” Slayton—chose the
Starlite Motel as their temporary resi-
dence. During this ©period, Mr.
Landwirth developed strong friendships
with these astronauts, which still bind
them together.

Mr. Landwirth is now a partner in a
successful Central Florida hotel com-
pany, with John Glenn and others, and
he has spearheaded several initiatives
to help those in need. He and the Mer-
cury Seven astronauts founded the
Mercury Seven Foundation, now
known as the Astronaut Scholarship
Foundation, which provides scholar-
ships to young science students. In the
1970’s, Mr. Landwirth founded an orga-
nization in honor of his mother, the
Fanny Landwirth Foundation, through
which he built a school and a center for
senior citizens in Orlando, Florida. He
also created a scholarship program,
which allowed underprivileged Israeli
students to come to the United States
as visiting scholars.

In 1986, Mr. Landwirth founded Give
Kids the World, a non-profit resort in
Kissimmee, Florida, that provides ter-
minally ill children and their families
an all-expenses paid week-long vaca-
tion to central Florida and its popular
attractions. Give Kids the World has
served over 55,000 children throughout
the United States and worldwide. The
organization has grown from serving
329 children in its first year to a 5l-acre
resort that can accommodate 7,000 fam-
ilies a year.

In 1999, Mr. Landwirth founded Dig-
nity U Wear, a Jacksonville-based
foundation that provides new clothing
to children and families who are home-
less, abused, abandoned, or neglected.
The operation donates new clothing,
shoes and personal hygiene items to 98
shelters in 16 states, and is currently
working to expand into 30 states across
the nation.

In 2001, Mr. Landwirth founded Build-
ing for Life based in Jacksonville,
which works in collaboration with
other organizations, Operation Hope
and FreshMinisters, an interfaith orga-
nization, of which Mr. Landwirth
serves on the Board of Trustees. This
most recent charitable organization
aims to refurbish neglected homes
while providing an opportunity for the
homeless to learn new job skills.

I am proud to have Henri Landwirth
as a citizen of the great state of Flor-
ida. On behalf of all Floridians, I offer
him thanks and appreciation for all
that he has done to help those in need.®
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