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from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean
and points in between, and I am hope-
ful that it echoes into that courtroom
and the courtrooms of San Francisco
and New York where any activist judge
in this country realizes that the legis-
lative power belongs to the United
States Congress. That is defined in the
United States Constitution. If we allow
judicial activism to run its course,
there is no point in this body existing.
They will have taken away all of the
legislative power of this Congress if we
do not draw the line.

I would have said a year ago that the
line was blurred between the judicial
and the legislative branch of govern-
ment. Today I will say it is obliterated.
It has been obliterated in a number of
cases not particularly relevant to the
ban on partial-birth abortion.

We have the authority as Congress to
rein in the run-away judiciary, to slap
the wrists of judicial activism. In fact,
all Federal courts, with the exception
of the Supreme Court, exist because
they have been established from time
to time by the Congress. Whatever the
Congress establishes, they can take
away.

So it is conceivable that any of these
Federal lower courts are not a require-
ment of Congress, we could do with
them as we wish. We want to do what
is prudent and appropriate, but we also
have an obligation to preserve the sep-
aration of powers. I will continue to do
that.

Mr. Speaker, I want to speak to the
fetal pain issue as well. I do not think
that is hard for any of us to under-
stand. We have heard testimony during
hearings of this Congress of a baby
that was almost to the last moment of
its life reaching its arm out with that
fear-of-falling reflex. It is unrealistic
to believe that baby did not feel the
pain at that moment, at that moment
when they are trusting into the hands
outside the womb instead of the protec-
tion of the womb, to have those hands
take the life and drain the brains from
that innocent, most innocent Ilittle
child.

If Members have seen the pictures
that have been up on the Internet, par-
ticularly on the Drudge Report, during
intrauterine surgery, a little hand
reaching up, grabbing ahold of the fin-
ger of a doctor. Imagine a little hand
grasping the hand of the surgeon that
is there to protect and save its life, and
that little hand and that little body
cannot feel pain? Of course it does. For
a doctor to say, I have never thought of
such a thing, it did not occur to me
whether there was pain there, that
would not be the case if this were hap-
pening with an animal. There would be
a national outrage, and there should be
a national outrage on this.

We have to play this out in the
courts in New York, Nebraska and San
Francisco. We are going to see these
three inferior courts come with a deci-
sion. Those decisions will find their
way to the United States Supreme
Court where the Supreme Court will in
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the next year or so be obligated to
makes a decision on whether Congress
can actually declare findings and de-
clare fact. We have done so.

There are only two questions before
the court, I understand. One of them is
do congressional findings determine
that a partial-birth abortion is never
necessary to protect the health of the
woman; and the other question is did
we define partial-birth abortion accu-
rately and precisely enough that one
who is providing that procedure, and
that is hard for me to say, understands
clearly at what point they would be
breaking the law?

I think we have a precise definition
of partial-birth abortion. It is clear
whether it is a head delivery or wheth-
er it is a breech delivery. We define
that moment when it becomes a par-
tial-birth abortion, and Leroy Carhart
or any of those practitioners under-
stand that, and they are simply trying
to confuse the American public.

I will stand for life. I stand with the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE)
and the hundreds of people in this Con-
gress and the millions across this coun-
try that understand that innocent life
begins at the instant of conception.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) for his
statements, and again want to express
my gratitude for the gentleman’s te-
nacity in defending life and the proc-
esses of an institution. Our colleague,
literally at a time when many Mem-
bers of Congress with their families
were stealing away to someplace warm,
our colleague was headed to a court-
house to defend the integrity of an in-
stitution and the processes of this in-
stitution which the American people,
many of whom may be looking into our
conversation today, have a right to
know that the Partial-Birth Abortion
Ban Act signed 5 November, 2003, by
this President was thoughtfully consid-
ered and carefully prepared and based
upon findings of fact that are demon-
strable.

I thank the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) for his leadership and for his
courage on behalf of the unborn and as
truly a remarkable contributor to this
institution in a very short period of
time.

By way of closing this installment of
the case for life, abortion and the prob-
lem of pain, I would reflect on those
words from the ancient text that say
whatsoever you do to the least of
these, you do to me, and that for mil-
lions of Christians, me included, those
were the words of God Himself. They
express a principle that has been mani-
fested throughout the 2,000-year his-
tory of Western civilization that soci-
eties and their justice and their defini-
tion of justice is defined on the manner
in which the strong deal with the
weak. That is the essence of justice.

At its very core, in my judgment,
whether it is partial-birth abortion or
abortion in any of its permutations,
justice demands that we reconsider
this practice. As the evidence that the
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gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) de-
fended in Lincoln, Nebraska, over-
whelmingly attested in the case of par-
tial-birth abortion, this is a procedure
that is never medically necessary. In
fact, we, from south of Highway 40 in
Indiana, like to use common sense on
things. It hardly seems like it could
ever be in the interest of the health of
a woman to deliver a child and to bru-
talize it in the birth canal, and that
would somehow be safer for the mother
than a simple caesarean section that is
done countless times in America and
has been done since Caesar, after whom
it was named. It is never medically
necessary.

Beyond that, it is my hope and my
ambition, and I may even say my pray-
er, that the problem of pain becomes
more widely known in this country.
Just judging the intensity that abor-
tion rights activists use to keep Dr.
Anand’s testimony about fetal pain out
of the courtroom in these proceedings
suggests to me that our opponents in
this debate understand the political
vulnerability because at our core I be-
lieve, as the President says so often,
the American people are a deeply com-
passionate and caring people.

That is why I said at the beginning of
this discussion today that in the case
for life, the problem of pain is a prob-
lem for advocates of abortion rights.
To the extent that these court cases
and the attempts to challenge and pull
down the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban
Act ultimately result, whatever their
outcome, in the American people hav-
ing a broader understanding of the re-
ality of what Dr. Anand called so chill-
ingly that prolonged and excruciating
pain to the fetus in a partial-birth
abortion, then we may be making
progress.

So I conclude this case for life, Mr.
Speaker, with gratitude for your for-
bearance and those of my colleagues,
with renewed appreciation to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING), who,
along with his lovely bride, are stal-
warts on the case for life. I close this
case for life with gratitude.

———————

PRESIDENTIAL MISTAKES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BURNS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL-
LONE) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, last
week during President Bush’s press
conference, he had a difficult time with
a question from one reporter asking
him whether or not he had made any
mistakes as President since the fateful
events of September 11, 2001. Today I
would like to basically join with some
of my Democratic colleagues who have
already spoken today during their 5
minutes in trying to help out the
President to answer the question about
any mistakes he has made as President
since 9/11.

I think one of the President’s biggest
mistakes over the last year was signing
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a so-called prescription drug bill into
law which he knew would benefit the
pharmaceutical companies a lot more
than the millions of seniors who need
help now with their prescription drug
bills.

Mr. Speaker, seniors have done the
math. I had some opportunities during
the district work period, during Easter
and Passover, to meet with senior citi-
zens, and they have done the math with
regard to the President’s so-called pre-
scription drug plan. They realize that
the President’s law was a mistake be-
cause it will not help them with the
ever-increasing cost of prescription
drugs. I want to use an example be-
cause I know I have talked about this
many times on the floor about how the
so-called prescription drug bill will not
really benefit most senior citizens.
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If one would consider a senior who
now pays about $1,000 a year on pre-
scription drugs, who will pay at least
$857 a year out of pocket under the
President’s law, seniors with a bill of
$5,000 a year will still pay at least
$3,920 under the President’s Medicare
bill, and as we can see, the problem
with the President’s bill is that they
are going to have to pay so much
money out of pocket to get any kind of
a meager benefit that for most seniors
it is simply not worth the effort.

And I know from being back in my
district in New Jersey for the 2-week
break that the seniors see the minus-
cule help that they would receive under
this legislation, and they realize that
it is really not them, but the pharma-
ceuticals who are benefiting from the
law because of all the profit that the
pharmaceutical companies plan to
make. And as I have said before, one of
the reasons why the pharmaceuticals
were so involved in this prescription
drug legislation was because they
wanted to make sure that the govern-
ment did not do anything to lower the
price of prescription drugs, because if
the government got involved in negoti-
ating to lower prices, as does the gov-
ernment in almost every other Western
nation, they would not see the same
level of profit that they wanted under
the President’s bill.

And we, as Democrats, made a point
during the debate on the Medicare bill
that we wanted the Secretary of Health
and Human Services or the Medicare
Administrator to have the power to ne-
gotiate better prices, essentially what
we do now with the Veterans Adminis-
tration, what we do with our military
and our military retirees, but because
of the support that the President re-
ceives and the Republicans receive
from the prescription drug industry,
that would not happen. That was not
going to happen.

In effect, what was written into the
law was a clause that specifically said
that the Secretary of Health and
Human Services and the Medicare Ad-
ministrator could not negotiate lower
prices. That was prohibited by law. I
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would maintain that that was a mis-
take, a major mistake, on the Presi-
dent’s part not to allow the negotia-
tion of lower prices, but the bill itself
was a mistake because the bill, as I
said, does not really provide any mean-
ingful benefit to seniors who are look-
ing for their prescription drugs to be
paid for in a major way by the Federal
Government.

But the President and his adminis-
tration made a lot more mistakes than
these, Mr. Speaker. The President
made a big mistake also when he al-
lowed the Medicare Administrator,
Tom Scully, to negotiate the final pre-
scription drug legislation on behalf of
the administration here on Capitol
Hill. At the same time that Mr. Scully
was the Medicare Administrator nego-
tiating the legislation, he was also ne-
gotiating a new job with various com-
panies representing health care inter-
ests that stand to make millions from
this Medicare law. Tom Scully did not
do this, as I said, outside. He was doing
this at the same time that he was ne-
gotiating the Medicare bill.

And one might say to oneself, how
does he do that? How does someone
who is in charge of Medicare in the
Bush administration end up basically
negotiating a job for himself with
those same interests that are now
looking for some benefit in the Medi-
care bill? And the reason is because he
received a waiver from the Bush ad-
ministration that allowed him to par-
ticipate in job negotiations while he
was negotiating the Medicare bill. I
would maintain that that is not only a
conflict of interest, but also another
mistake in the context of this Medi-
care legislation that President Bush
made.

Administration officials should not
be allowed to interview and go on job
searches with the companies at the
same time that they are working on
legislation that directly impacts these
companies. That is why we have laws
that bar that as a conflict of interest,
and it should not have been waived.
That was a mistake of the President.

President Bush also knew that this
Medicare bill he signed into law had
passed Congress, in my opinion, under
false pretenses. Members of this House
did not know the true cost of the legis-
lation, and the reality is we probably
never would have known what the true
costs were were it not for the fact that
the President’s own Medicare actuary
actually came forward after the legis-
lation was passed and detailed what
the true costs were. But that Medicare
actuary was not allowed to give the
House Members, be they Democrat or
Republican, the true costs of this Medi-
care legislation when we were voting
and negotiating the bill because essen-
tially this actuary was told that his
job would be threatened, he might be
fired, or he would be fired if he gave
out the real information about the cost
of the Medicare bill.

Last year when Republicans were
writing their version of the prescrip-
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tion drug bill that eventually became
law, the Republican leadership made
assurances to many of the conservative
Members in the Republican Party that
the total costs of the program over 10
years would not be higher than $400 bil-
lion. That is what they put in the budg-
et, and that is what the Republican
leadership and the President told the
conservative Members that they would
be facing, a cost of $400 billion. When
the bill finally came up for a vote, the
Bush administration said the total cost
of the program would be actually $395
billion, close to the 400-. But as my col-
leagues know, last month we learned
that the administration’s own analysts
had concluded repeatedly that the drug
benefit could cost $100 billion more
than what they said publicly at the
time, not $400 billion, but $500 billion, a
big increase, about a 20 percent in-
crease, but they never made that infor-
mation public until the bill was signed
into law.

The individual who was the chief
Medicare actuary, Richard Foster, at
the time did come forward and say that
the administration knew and that he
knew at the time when the bill was
being voted on that the true cost would
be $100 billion more, that it would be
500- instead of $400 billion, but he was
warned that he would be fired if he told
his colleagues here in the House the
truth; so he never told us.

So here we go again. What Kkind of
mistakes did President Bush make in
the context of this Medicare bill? Quite
a few. In this case he knew, or at least
the administration knew, that this in-
formation was available about the true
cost, but they probably also knew that
if that cost had come out, it would kill
their chances for passing the bill. So
essentially they kept the facts from
coming out, and one could argue that
the House made a mistake in passing
the bill because it was based on misin-
formation, another mistake that the
President made which contributed to
the big mistake of this Medicare bill
when it finally passed.

I just mentioned this because many
of my colleagues on the Democratic
side would like to point out some of
the mistakes that the President made
in the last year, and hopefully when he
has his next press conference, he will
have a little more opportunity to talk
about some of those mistakes. If not,
we can just give him more information
ourselves along the lines of the Medi-
care bill, which was a huge mistake.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
bring up some other matters that re-
late to what I consider the ongoing
credibility problem that President
Bush and his administration faced, and
there are many. There are many cases
where information has been given out
that is essentially misleading, that
Congress relies upon it, as it did in the
case of the Medicare bill, or in the
case, one of the biggest that I would
mention, is the Iraq War. We know now
that much of the information that was
given to the Congress and they used in
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making a decision to go to war and to
pass a resolution to authorize the war
was essentially misleading, informa-
tion about the threat from Iraq, about
the weapons of mass destruction, about
links that did not exist between Iraq
and Saddam Hussein and al Qaeda and
those that bombed the World Trade
Center on 9/11. And I would like to talk
a little bit about the President’s credi-
bility gap with regard to the war in
Iraq.

Again, some of my colleagues men-
tioned earlier that 100 of our U.S. sol-
diers have died this month, and not
that I want to emphasize that, because
I certainly do not, but I do think that
this credibility gap has cost lives, and
it is not just something that we can
sort of toss aside and say, okay, well,
we had this misinformation, and what
was the impact? It had a major impact
on our decision to go to war and upon
the people who have lost their lives or
have been injured during the war.

As concerns rise about the lack of
planning for the war in Iraq, it is im-
portant that we determine how Amer-
ica got into the mess in Iraq, and prob-
ably even more important, because
that is the past, how are we going to
get out? Concern about the situation in
Iraq crosses party lines. The House Re-
publican leadership continues to block
any congressional oversight. And, Mr.
Speaker, we have heard some of my
colleagues on the Democratic side of
the aisle talk earlier this day during
the Special Orders about the need for
congressional oversight.

We have congressional oversight on
everything. I am the ranking member
on the Subcommittee on Fisheries,
Conservation, Wildlife and Oceans. We
have congressional oversight on what
the agencies do with regard to fisheries
management. If that is true, why
would we not have it for something so
important like the war in Iraq?

The House Committee on Armed
Services and the House Committee on
International Relations are not holding
hearings to ask important questions
that must be asked about the Bush ad-
ministration with regard to the war in
Iraq. Essentially House Republicans
are allowing the President and his ad-
ministration to do anything they want
in Iraq, no questions asked. And I just
find that simply unacceptable given
the responsibility of this House and the
committees of jurisdiction to have
oversight over any important matter
that we deal with.

Yesterday in the other Chamber, the
Foreign Relations Committee held a
hearing where Members of both parties
asked the tough questions about Iraq.
Yet here in the House, Republicans
have completely abdicated their power
to President Bush and essentially said
that he as Commander-in-Chief can do
anything he wants without any over-
sight.

Mr. Speaker, the problems in Iraq, I
believe, are the direct result of the
Bush administration’s failure to ade-
quately plan for what would happen
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after the initial U.S. incursion in Iraq.
We know what happened when the U.S.
first went to war. We know that it was
largely successful in a very short pe-
riod of time. But what planning was
done about the aftermath after the ini-
tial incursion and after essentially
Saddam Hussein and his forces were de-
feated and forced to flee? President
Bush and his national security team
assured the world that Iraq would be a
swift and easy mission where U.S.
troops would be greeted as liberators.
This assessment proved dead wrong and
is now costing Americans greatly in
terms of lives, funding, and inter-
national support. And I do not think
there is any question when we listen to
some of what has come out the last few
weeks both before the 9/11 Commission
and other venues that the Bush admin-
istration was caught off guard.

Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld said
last week that he was surprised by the
recent level of violence in Iraq. Sec-
retary Rumsfeld said, “If you said to
me a year ago, describe the situation
you would be in today 1 year later, I
don’t know many people who would
have described it. I would not have de-
scribed it the way it happens to be
today.” Those are Secretary Rums-
feld’s very words.

The fact is that the Bush administra-
tion was warned before the war of the
possibility that events might not play
out as well as the administration was
telling Congress and the American peo-
ple. General Anthony Zinni, the former
CENTCOM Commander, questioned
how the escalating war in Iraq could
have caught Rumsfeld off guard, and
General Zinni said that he was sur-
prised that Secretary Rumsfeld was
surprised, because General Zinni said a
lot of other people were telling him
that it was going to be similar to what
we are now seeing.

The administration’s coalition of the
willing is quickly unraveling, meaning
more burdens on American troops. We
had Secretary Rumsfeld saying that
this was going to be quick, and our
troops were not going to have to be
there that long essentially. But obvi-
ously the opposite is the case. The coa-
lition of the willing, of those forces
from other countries that are willing
to support us, seem to be dissipating.
Spain, Honduras, and the Dominican
Republic have announced plans to
withdraw troops as soon as possible.
Poland is also considering withdrawing
from Iraq. Lacking troop support from
other countries, about 20,000 American
soldiers who were due to come home
will now have their tours extended,
breaking a Pentagon commitment to
limit assignments in Iraq to 12 months.
Again, the President’s credibility is at
stake.

Mr. Speaker, this is not a war that
we had to fight. It comes from an ad-
ministration that from its very first
days in the White House was preparing
to take out Saddam Hussein. And I join
my colleagues here today to highlight
the misrepresentations that the Presi-
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dent and his administration included in
their public comments. If the Members
are interested in reading this com-
prehensive report, they can find it, and
I will give out the information at
www.reform.house.gov/min.
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We can go into that a little more if
some of my colleagues want to. But the
bottom line is that this misinforma-
tion that was given out seriously
makes us question the credibility of
this administration and what they
were doing then and now in terms of
the future and what we are doing in
Iraq.

I see that some of my colleagues have
arrived. I would like to yield to the
gentleman from Washington, who has
been down on the floor on a regular
basis talking about this issue of credi-
bility, particularly with regard to the
war in Iraq. I thank him for joining us
this afternoon.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank the gentleman from New
Jersey for coming out here and giving
us an opportunity to talk about the
abuses of power of this administration.

I think we have had so many that it
is really hard. You sit in your office
and say, which one should I come out
here and talk about? Well, the most re-
cent and striking one to me was on ‘60
Minutes” last Sunday night when they
talked about the book by Mr. Wood-
ward in which he describes the run-up
to the war.

Now, anybody who knows anything
about the Congress knows it is our job
to collect the taxes. I sit on the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. We collect
the taxes, and then the Committee on
Appropriations says this is how it is
going to be spent, and the President is
supposed to spend it that way. He does
not have the freedom to just spend it
anywhere he wants. Otherwise, what do
you need a Congress for? Why do you
not just give him the money and say,
Mr. President, do whatever you want?
If it looks good to you, buy it. Do it.
See if you cannot make it work.

So with that background, the revela-
tions that came out of this book on
Sunday on ‘60 Minutes” were abso-
lutely mind-boggling. The President
secretly diverted $700 million from the
war on terror in Afghanistan to begin
building airstrips in Kuwait, starting a
war that nobody knew anything about,
that was hidden totally from view.
They took $700 million appropriated for
dealing with the war on terror.

We just had two enormous buildings
in New York knocked down and the
Pentagon attacked, we were over there
trying to find Osama bin Laden, and
the President decided, on his own, I do
not know, sitting there talking to I do
not know whom, maybe he was pray-
ing, for all I know, and he came up and
said, I am going to use $700 million to
start a war in Iraq. Now, the question
is whether that is not only not con-
stitutional, but whether it is illegal for
the President to have done that,
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whether he has broken the law, and we
hear nothing of it.

Ask yourself just for a minute, what
would $700 million have bought in Af-
ghanistan? It is fascinating. Just today
the Pentagon came out and said it
needs another $700 million to keep
20,000 troops in Iraq for another 90
days. So effectively what the President
of the United States did was, in the
middle of this war on terrorism in Af-
ghanistan, he said, I am taking $700
million, I am taking 20,000 troops for 90
days out of the country. I am reducing
our ability to deal with the war in Af-
ghanistan, because I want to start this
war over in Iraq.

It was not inconsequential what he
did. Remember, this is when the Sec-
retary of War, Mr. Rumsfeld, was quick
to point out that they knew, it was not
even close, that we suspect or anything
else, we knew that bin Laden was hid-
ing in the Tora Bora area of Afghani-
stan. Right in the middle of our dealing
with Tora Bora, the President says,
hey, Rumsfeld, out of my way. I want
that money, and I want to put it over
here.

Now, we were still in the shock of the
attacks of 9/11, and all America
watched and waited for the word that
bin Laden would harm us no longer.
The President still has not found bin
Laden. He still is out there, still orga-
nizing, still sending out tapes, still
having impact on us. And the President
decided, I am tired of this, I do not
want to chase bin Laden anymore. Be-
cause when this was happening, right
in the middle of having him located in
Tora Bora, the President said, I have
lost interest in this, and I am going
somewhere else.

Now, he acted unilaterally and with-
out the Congress or the people of the
United States understanding what he is
doing. The President reduced Amer-
ica’s resources in the hunt at the very
moment when we had the best informa-
tion about where bin Laden was.

Now we are talking about maybe he
is in the border areas with Pakistan, or
maybe he is here, maybe he is there.
We knew apparently where he was at
that point, but the President was not
interested in getting him, I guess. I do
not know.

He must have a short attention span
to just say I am going to walk away
from this. My belief is that unilater-
ally reducing American resources in
the hunt for bin Laden really raises
questions the President must face with
the families of every 9/11 victim and
with the Congress and with the Amer-
ican people and the mothers and fa-
thers and brothers and sisters and hus-
bands and wives of the 700 Americans
who have died in Iraq.

What was he thinking about? Now,
none of us think that the President was
stupid, none of us think that Rumsfeld
is dumb. But the question is, why were
they so intent on going to Iraq? It
clearly was not about weapons of mass
destruction. It clearly was not about al
Qaeda. There is no connection.
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Yet we are now mired down in the
war, and the question is, how do we get
out of it? The fact was that the State
Department predicted all of this in a
big study, and the War Department
just ignored it.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, if my
colleague would yield for a minute, you
talk about the misappropriated or
misallocated $700 million. One of the
issues that I have repeatedly talked
about, and I think has come to affect
all Americans, is larger than the $700
million, although that is an adequate
question, and it is we passed a budget
here for $2.3 trillion that had a $500 bil-
lion deficit here at home; and in that
budget, there were some priorities set
for America. But it is very interesting
how you contrast those priorities for
Iraq, which I think raises a lot of ques-
tions about the misappropriated values
by this administration.

I will give you an example. In the
area of health care, in Iraq there are
150 clinics that have been rebuilt, serv-
ing 3 million Iraqis that provide 100
percent prenatal care and infant cov-
erage in Iraq. In America, there are 43
million uninsured Americans, of which
10 million are uninsured American
children of parents who work full-time.
In the President’s budget, we have cut
the dollars for health care training for
doctors and nurses and professionals.

If you expand that, in the area of vet-
erans, we have provided Iraqi veterans
$60 million for job training. Yet in the
United States, the President’s budget
cuts $2567 million for medical care for
American veterans.

In the area of education, we built
2,300 schools in Iraq, rebuilt and refur-
bished the schools. Yet in America,
under the President’s budget, $8 billion
for Leave No Child Behind has been un-
derfunded by this year alone.

Iraqi universities are receiving $20
million for higher education job train-
ing, yet Pell grants here in the United
States, the biggest assistance for
Americans to go to college, have been
frozen for 3 years in a row while college
costs have risen by 10 percent on aver-
age.

In the area of law enforcement, the
President has dedicated $500 million for
training of law enforcement and the
police in Iraq. As you know, they did
not perform too well the last 2 weeks.
Yet the President’s own budget for the
United States cut $657 million for the
police program to train our police on
community ©policing on America’s
streets.

In the area of housing, $470 million
has been allocated for Iraq’s housing
program, yet we have cut $700 million
out of section 8 here at home for our
housing.

It is true about the environment, one
last area. We are rebuilding all of
Iraq’s water and sewage for drinking
water to the tune of $3.6 billion, yet
the revolving fund in the United States
for water treatment and drinking
water has been cut by $500 million.

When the President said in 2000, not
said, he declared he was opposed to na-
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tion-building, who knew it was Amer-
ica he was talking about? So as we talk
about the $700 million of allocated
money, where it went from Afghani-
stan to Iraq and the theater of war, we
have allocated well over $150 billion to
that mission, of which $20 billion is for
rebuilding Iraq’s society, and we have
made a commitment.

What worries me, because the Amer-
ican people have been very generous
and have been very committed, what
worries me is when you start to talk
about a future for Iraq and their chil-
dren that is better than the one we are
providing here at home for our own
families and our own children. We will
continue to be generous, we will con-
tinue to ©provide, but we have
misallocated, in my view, billions of
dollars. The $700 million on the war
front in building an airport in Kuwait
is only the tip of the iceberg, in my
view, of the misallocated dollars that
raises real questions about the com-
mitment.

When you look at the two budgets,
the one here at home for America and
America’s future and the one in Iraq,
you realize this administration is not
only running two sets of books but
they have two principles and two value
systems. We need to have the same val-
ues at home that we are talking about
for Iraq, the same type of investments
we are talking about, law enforcement,
education, health care, the environ-
ment, policing; and we need to make
that commitment here so the Amer-
ican people maintain that the future
for their families and their children is
one for a good tomorrow, a better to-
morrow, not one that is less than the
one we are talking about overseas.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, if I
could reclaim my time, I just want to
stress, if I can briefly, that this did not
have to be. I do not want to keep talk-
ing about the past, because I believe
the President made a huge mistake in
going to war. But it was not only that
he made the mistake. It is also the way
he went about it, and, even more so,
the way he continues to go about it.

Not only would we have saved tre-
mendous resources if we had not gone
to war, as well as the lives of those who
have been lost, but also if this had been
done in an effort to try to internation-
alize the war, so that we had our allies
not only fighting the burden in terms
of their own soldiers, but also the bur-
den of the cost of the war, which was
what was done in the case of Bosnia
and the Persian Gulf War before. I was
here, so I remember. But not only did
the President not want to do that, but
he continues along the same path.

I know he is saying he is going to go
to the United Nations; but the atti-
tude, and, in my opinion, the arrogance
of the President and the administra-
tion in wanting to go it alone, even
when they talk about going to the
U.N., it does not seem real. I think that
is why countries like Spain and some
of these others are pulling out.

In other words, instead of seeing
countries get more involved, not only
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in terms of men but also resources, we
see less. I think that continues. I really
question, as much as I would like to
see and I think this needs to be, that
the U.N. needs to get into Iraq and the
situation needs to be internationalized.
This whole idea of other countries
sharing the burden is very much, I
think, something that the President
opposes.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I know
we want to get back to our friend from
Washington State, but people remem-
ber in the first Gulf War, which cost $60
billion, the United States paid $5 bil-
lion of that $60 billion and we were part
of a larger international effort that in-
cluded members of the armed services
of Syria, Egypt, and other Arab-Mus-
lim countries. Today we are bearing 95
percent of the cost and well over 90 per-
cent of the, shall we say, the blood and
the force presence in Iraqg. So the con-
trast is stark.

What is also stark is if you look at
both the war in Kuwait, the first time,
Bosnia, Kosovo, East Timor, all have
been very successful strategies in the
post-Cold War era, where America with
its allies fought the war, but America
was a partner in the rebuilding of the
society. And it worked successfully, es-
pecially in Bosnia, Kosovo and East
Timor.

Why you would take a successful
playbook like that, throw it out, when
everybody, regardless of what their po-
sition was on the war prior to the war,
everybody said the war would be easy,
the peace would be hard, you need a
plan. How you commit 150,000 to 175,000
American troops, $180 billion worth of
our resources, and not have had a plan
on the peace, this was not Monday
morning coaching. Everybody knew
that peace would be hard and that you
went to war with no plan, when Demo-
crats and some Republicans, but all
Democrats, regardless of what their po-
sition was, said the war will not be
hard, it will be the peace and rebuild-
ing once you own it that will be hard.
And you did it without that, when the
President has an obligation to have
asked questions. Not to have asked
questions and not have a plan was a
miscarriage of responsibility, in my
view.

O 1545

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, one
of the things that the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) raised was
the issue of arrogance. And certainly it
takes a certain amount of self-con-
fidence to be a national leader. I mean,
a President has to be a confident per-
son and act confident and so forth. But
there are times when one needs to ask
forgiveness for making mistakes.

This administration has absolutely
blanket not asked for a bit of forgive-
ness on anything. The dismantling of
the entire Army they now say was a
terrible mistake. The dismantling of
the police was a terrible mistake. The
dismantling and driving out everybody
who was a Ba’ath Party member, uni-
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versity professors, doctors, lawyers, ev-
erybody, they threw them out of work.
They threw the whole country out of
work. And then they are surprised by
the chaos.

Now, it would be bad enough, as that
was a long time ago, but the viceroy we
put in there, Mr. Bremer continues to
do these stupid things on his own. I was
talking to some people who are in Iraq
at the moment who said it is abso-
lutely inconceivable that he shut down
a newspaper.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, he did not do
these things on his own.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Bremer?

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, he is in
constant contact with both the State
Department, the White House, and De-
fense.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, he
never talked to the Iraqi Governing
Council. No Iraqi would have given him
that advice. I mean, it is the Presi-
dent’s mistake for putting a guy like
that there.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, my col-
league is obviously referring to the
mistakes the President was asked at
his press conference, and he could not
think of a mistake.

The first lesson in life your parents
teach you and your first grade teacher
teaches is one learns from their mis-
takes. That is the first lesson in life.
Usually by 8 in the morning my wife
has identified four of them for me. By
5 when I am heading home, I come to
the conclusion she may have some-
thing there.

But to not have known, as my col-
league identified four in literally a
minute, the first lesson is you learn
from your mistakes. Saying that he
cannot think of one is why we got the
situation we got both in the war and on
terror. In 3 years 3 wars, and he cannot
think of one thing he would do dif-
ferent, even if he did not want to call
it a mistake.

Mr. McDERMOTT. This most recent
one I spoke about, this closing this
newspaper, now, we are bringing them
democracy, right? Free speech. News-
papers should be able to say whatever
they want to say. Well, we do not like
somebody, so we go over and shut it
down. These Iraqis say, hey, what is
this about? I thought we had free
speech now that we had democracy.

Now, clearly we want them to have
free speech as long as they say what we
want them to say. The conflagration
that has come out of the Shia commu-
nity was provoked by Mr. Bremer. That
did not come from the outside. It did
not come from foreigners. It came from
the United States Government going in
and saying, you shut your mouth.

We put gasoline on the fire of a guy
who was a nobody. He had been talking
6 months before, and he lost all of his
oomph. So we go down and throw some
gasoline on the embers, and now we
have a flame.

We have the worst month we have
had in the entire war. More people have
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died this month. They have not learned
anything from their mistakes. They
continue to make them because they
are arrogant. They think because they
are from the United States, and they
come over with all this knowledge in
their head, that they could not pos-
sibly know anything about what was
exactly the right thing to do.

We are doomed as long as the Presi-
dent of the United States and Mr.
Bremer and Mr. Rumsfeld and Mr.
Wolfowitz who cannot ever reexamine
what they have done are in control. We
have no chance if they do not go to the
United Nations and get the United Na-
tions actively involved and in control
so that the United States is not the
sole occupying force.

There is a wonderful article in the
Atlantic Monthly by James Fallows
that I think everybody ought to read
from almost 6 months ago that lays it
all out. It is called ‘“‘Blind into Bagh-
dad.” It is a statement about every
mistake we have made. And we still
continue to make them, and our Kkids
are dying. That is the worst part.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman for his com-
ments and certainly join in them, be-
cause I think you have it right on
point that this administration simply
is not capable of conducting this war.
Whether you are for the war, which I
voted against it, or you are against it,
it does not matter. Bottom line is the
administration is just not capable of
carrying it out.

I now yield to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE), who has been one
of the most vocal persons on the Iraq
war from the very beginning. I appre-
ciate what she has been saying for the
last few years.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, let me thank
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) for his continuing leadership
and his quest to pursue the truth. Our
democracy is standing at a crossroads,
and he is helping us move in the cor-
rect direction. Hopefully we are not too
late.

I also want to thank the distin-
guished chair of the Congressional
Black Caucus, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS), for being a
leader on this issue and on so many
issues that we are confronted with here
in our country and for continuing to
try and every week now attempt to
wake up America.

And at this moment in time, our Na-
tion is confronting a growing credi-
bility gap from the highest reaches of
power. So I am glad that my colleague
continues to keep on this because there
is no way we should rest until the gap
between the administration’s rhetoric
and reality become closer together. I
think people deserve to know the
truth.

Let me just first start by talking
about the ongoing tragedy in Iraq. I
would also like to talk about how this
pattern of distortion about the most
fundamental issues of war and peace is
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really reflected in other foreign and do-
mestic policies also. This is a very con-
sistent kind of trend that we are see-
ing.

In Iraq, first of all, we have to begin
by recognizing that the latest and on-
going tragedies really, once again,
cause us to pause in terms of the ter-
rible loss of life and in a conflict that
is escalating every day out of control.
So our thoughts and our prayers go out
to all of those who have lost loved ones
or who really anxiously now watch the
news each night, each terrified night,
actually, and worry about what they
might hear.

The chaos in Iraq today is a direct
contradiction to the picture painted by
the administration before and during
this war. When it comes to Iraq, we see
an enormous gap between the truth and
the administration’s message to the
American people, the Congress, and the
world. As the Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace, also our ranking
member of the House Committee on
Government Reform, the gentleman
from California (Mr. WAXMAN) and
many others have found, this credi-
bility gap on Iraq emerges especially in
terms of claims about weapons of mass
destruction, claims about Iraqi connec-
tions to al Qaeda, and claims about
how much the war would cost and how
long it would take.

For instance, on the weapons of mass
destruction before the war, Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY stated that we believe
Saddam Hussein has, in fact, reconsti-
tuted nuclear weapons. Before the war
President Bush said that Iraq was buy-
ing aluminum tubes and African ura-
nium for nuclear weapons. Secretary of
State Colin Powell said, and these are
quotes mind you, that by conservative
estimates, he said, Iraq today has a
stockpile of between 100 and 500 tons of
chemical weapons agent. Secretary of
Defense Donald Rumsfeld stated that
Saddam Hussein has another, quote,
““large unaccounted for stockpiles of
chemical and biological weapons and
an active program to acquire and de-
velop nuclear weapons.”

Now, all of these statements are
frightening, and they present a por-
trait of an Iraqi Government that pos-
sessed enormous stockpiles of chemical
and biological weapons and even nu-
clear weapons. Well, even the adminis-
tration’s chief weapons inspector David
Kay said, ‘““We were almost all wrong.”

Well, the fact is there were many
people who were not wrong, many
countries who were not wrong, from
Members of Congress who voted for my
amendment that would have rejected
the war and would have said the U.N.
inspections process should move for-
ward, that is the way we find and de-
stroy weapons of mass destruction, to
IAEA Director Mohammed el-Baradei
who challenged the administration’s
interpretation.

In fact, it has really become increas-
ingly clear that there were voices in-
side the United States Intelligence
Community who also raised questions.
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But their questions and voices were si-
lenced, which, again, is a pattern that
we have noticed with this administra-
tion. Their shades of gray were re-
painted in stark black and white. So it
is not just that mistakes were made, I
believe the choices, deliberate choices
were made.

Secondly, we have the issue of al-
leged Iraqi connections to al Qaeda.
Nothing could frighten Americans
more than this combination of Iraq
with its supposed nuclear weapons and
al Qaeda with its proven terrorist agen-
da.

President Bush said that Iraq was the
central front on the war on terror. The
President also said ‘“You cannot distin-
guish between al Qaeda and Saddam.”
The administration could and should
have been able to distinguish between
al Qaeda and Iraqg.

And many argue that the war in Iraq
has seriously, seriously undermined
our efforts to bring al Qaeda to justice
and to make our people and our coun-
try safe. In fact, it appears that be-
cause of the Bush administration’s
policies, terrorists are now consoli-
dating forces. That is now. That did
not happen 4 years ago.

Finally, regarding credibility in Iraq,
there is the question of how long the
war would take and how much it would
cost in terms of blood and our treasure.
Before the war, Vice President CHENEY
predicted that the conflict would be
measured in weeks, this is what he
said, rather than months. Well, it has
been over 56 weeks since the fighting
started. Our casualties are still rising,
and our troops are continually being
told to expect longer and longer tours
of duty.

White House Budget Director Mitch
Daniels predicted in April of 2003 that
Iraq would be an affordable, he said, an
affordable endeavor that will not re-
quire sustained aid. This is coming
from the administration, the White
House.

When White House Economic Advisor
Larry Lindsey dared to speak the truth
and estimated that the war would cost
between $100 and $200 billion a year.
Remember, he got fired.

If you downplay the cost of war in
dollars and lives, then you deceive the
American people, and that is what has
happened. If we refuse to plan for post-
war chaos, then you will be poorly pre-
pared to deal with it, and our young
men and women and other Iraqis and
other international workers will die.

In May of 2003, President Bush landed
on that aircraft carrier under the ban-
ner of ‘“‘Mission Accomplished.” Well,
then, I ask why are American soldiers
still dying, and why is it Iraq is still in
chaos?

Why does the Washington Post, I be-
lieve it was this morning, why does the
Washington Post predict that the ad-
ministration will come back right
here, must come back to Congress, and
will come back for money for the esca-
lating war on top of the $166 billion al-
ready authorized, and also that is on
top of the $420 billion defense budget?
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We see here there is really a growing
and very clear credibility gap. Also
this extends far beyond Iraq. Let us
look at Haiti, for example, where the
administration claimed it was defend-
ing democracy while, in fact, it was un-
dermining that democracy and engag-
ing in regime change by other means.
That is why we need an independent
mission to investigate just what was
the role of the United States Govern-
ment in the overthrow of the demo-
cratically elected Government of Haiti.
That is also why we still need a truly
independent commission to investigate
the use and misuse of intelligence in
the war in Iraq.

And this same pattern of saying one
thing and doing another really per-
meates the domestic agenda of this ad-
ministration. The President said his
tax cuts for the rich would create jobs,
yet we have seen around 3 million jobs
disappear in our country. He said the
majority of those tax cuts would go to
those at the bottom end of the spec-
trum. Instead the top 1 percent of earn-
ers reap over a third of tax benefits all
by themselves.
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Of course, we know the President
said we would have greater resources
for education. What has happened to
Leave No Child Behind: 9.4 billion-plus
underfunded. Leave No Child Behind
has been a shame and disgrace.

I will conclude by saying that we
need to also look at the credibility gap
as it relates to another life-and-death
issue and that is the HIV/AIDS pan-
demic. In 1998, the Congressional Black
Caucus and the Clinton administration
worked together to establish the Mi-
nority AIDS Initiative, but of course
since President Bush came in, despite
the growing trends of infection in the
African American rate, which today ac-
counts for 39 percent of AIDS cases, de-
spite the fact that only 12 percent of
our population is African American,
once again he talks about increasing
funding, but we cannot even seem to
get the additional money not only for
domestic AIDS programs but also for
our international programs. It con-
tinues to be 600 million-plus under-
funded.

Let me conclude by saying that I be-
lieve this country is deeply divided
today. Actually, it is more divided
than when President Bush came in
even though he said he would be a
uniter, not a divider. I think we must
once again communicate directly to
the American people what we know and
that is the fact that their tax dollars
are going from misplaced priorities of
waging war rather than securing peace,
waging a PR campaign to try to instill
in the American people these notions
of facts that they want us to believe,
they want people to believe, when real-
ly they are not fact. They are really
distortions put mildly and, in fact, a
way to boost the foundation and the
debate and the rationale for waging
war which, unfortunately, has cost the
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lives of hundreds of our young men and
women.

I thank the gentleman for once again
giving us this opportunity to try to
convey what we know to the American
people. I want to thank the Congres-
sional Black Caucus for continuing to
be the conscience of the Congress and
for pushing this information forward so
hopefully we will be able to save our
democracy and save our young men
and women from more injuries and
more deaths abroad.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlewoman, and I want
to thank the members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus for this ongoing
debate that they have been putting
forth about the President’s credibility
gap, whether it relates to the war in
Iraq or other issues that have been
raised.

I just want to mention I think there
are about 11 minutes left, and I do not
know how many other speakers there
are. I think there are maybe three.
Please keep that in mind, we have 11 or
12 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Washington, D.C.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE), and I thank the Chair of our
own Black Caucus for his leadership in
coming forward.

I will try to be as brief as possible so
everyone can speak. I do want to say
that as we reach more than 700 Ameri-
cans now Killed in Iraq, more than
were Killed in the taking of Iraq itself,
we have the obligation to come to the
floor as we have, even if the President
did not fulfill his obligation to tell us
what we need to know, because we have
an obligation to ask the hard questions
and to pose those questions for the
American people.

The largest question in my mind has
to do with money. This President has
said he will not come to the Congress
for more money until January. Does
something not seem strange about that
date to you? As we are about to send
more troops to Iraq, as we were told
when the $87 billion was before us that
this was all they would need, is it cred-
ible to say that we can go until Janu-
ary without any sense that there may
be more money needed? Particularly
since Members have gone to Iraq and
told us that members in the service are
wanting for equipment, the very equip-
ment that could mean the difference
between life and death.

This is the question we should pose
over and over again. Is there enough
money? Are there enough troops? And
this without saying, I told you so, be-
cause, indeed, we did tell him so; but it
looks as though if these troops do not
have what they need that we are going
to be sacrificing the lives of troops
that could have been spared had they
been given what they were entitled to
there. This is not a question that the
Members on the floor are raising.

No one who heard Mr. LUGAR yester-
day, a member of the President’s own
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party, the Chair of the Foreign Rela-
tions committee, has ever heard stern-
er words from a member of his own
party. The Congress is no better in-
formed than the general public about
where we are going and how we will get
there because this President has re-
fused to come forward.

Mr. Wolfowitz came forward yester-
day and his half-hour speech was about
demonizing the demon, the demon that
has a hundred percent demonization
from all the American people without
giving us any sense of what the Presi-
dent’s plans were for stabilizing Iraq,
for getting out of Iraq, for turning over
power to somebody in Iraq.

I have been asked recently by the
press about these coffins that no one
can see at Dover, Delaware. I think
that is a matter for the family. If the
family wants to be in Dover, the family
should be in Dover. If the family wants
the hometown newspaper to be in
Dover, they should be in Dover. No one
should be telling the people that you
cannot come to Dover to get your own
folks. What is happening is that the ad-
ministration believes it can hide the
policy by hiding coffins. It will not
work.

This administration was willing to
embed photographers and reporters in
the scenes of battle because they want-
ed the American people to be with
them in battle. But they are not will-
ing to let us see folks who want to be
with their folks when they come home.
They want us to see the mission, but
they do not want to let us see the cost
of the mission.

It is very scary to hear these folks
act as though this is a bunch of thugs.
There have got to be thugs about them,
but this is an uprising. When you see it
here and everywhere, them fighting
back the way you saw them fighting
back in Vietnam and World War II, this
is a battle. This means we do not have
this place under control. We wake up
each morning, and there is some new
coordinated attack. This time, bomb
attacks in three different places on no
less than police stations.

Ultimately, I am going to continue
to look for ways that we can help our
country, but if I were to be absolutely
truthful, I would have to say that I do
not think the United States is going to
get back its credibility, is going to
draw allies to us from NATO or any-
place else until we start with a new
President of the United States.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I agree
with the gentlewoman. I was thinking
about this whole idea of getting our al-
lies involved, and what immediately
comes to mind is after the initial in-
cursion the U.S. had essentially routed
the Iraqi Army and Saddam Hussein
had fled. If you remember, both France
and Germany offered at that point to
get involved in the rebuilding of Iraq,
and the President said absolutely not.
He did not want them involved in any
way. That is the kind of arrogance we
face. I think if we do not have a change
of leadership at the top, there is no
way to conduct this war.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS).

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this afternoon in solemn recognition of
all the soldiers who have lost their
lives or who have been injured in the
war on Iraq. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
and the Congressional Black Caucus
who stood up for our soldiers in this
war.

As I am sure you are aware, Mr.
Speaker, April has been one of the
deadliest months in the war in Iraq.
Approximately 100 troops have lost
their lives and countless others have
been injured in the escalating violence.
I continue to pray for the families of
the deceased and wounded and for the
safe return of those fighting in the
Iraqi desert.

Mr. Speaker, as Members of Congress
we must ask the crucial questions that
go to the heart of our mission in Iraq,
namely, Mr. Speaker, we have the re-
sponsibility to our constituents and to
our American servicemen and -women
to ask what is the strategy for return-
ing Iraqi governance to the Iraqi peo-
ple. How long are our troops expected
to be in Iraq and at what cost in Amer-
ican tax dollars and human loss of life
must we expend?

Just last week, the President held a
prime-time press conference to address
the concerns of the American people
regarding the United States occupation
of Iraq and the resulting loss of life.
President Bush told the American peo-
ple that we must unequivocally stay
the course. But I must ask, Mr. Speak-
er, is this really a course worth stay-
ing? And most courses have an end. On
our current course, Iraq Shiites have
now joined forces with the Sunnis to
fight against the United States occupa-
tion of their country.

Mr. Speaker, the irony of this situa-
tion is that the United States expected
the Iraqi Shiite majority to be the
most grateful to the United States for
liberating them from years of oppres-
sion. But now they are literally united
with their former oppressors against
the United States.

Mr. Speaker, on our current course,
our servicemen and -women do not
have the necessary equipment and sup-
port necessary to succeed in their mis-
sion and furthermore to protect their
own lives. Week after week I hear from
my constituents and others in the mili-
tary that are lacking the proper re-
sources despite the fact that they face
real and present dangers every day.
When I hear these stories I am com-
pletely baffled. This Congress recently
appropriated $87 billion in addition to
the $79 billion in an original funding
request for the war efforts in Iraq and
Afghanistan. And we were assured that
these monies were being used to supply
the troops with equipment and other
needs.

At that time, I came to the House
floor to request a full and complete ac-
counting of what the funds would be
used for and received no such report-
ing. And now, Mr. Speaker, we see a
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story in today’s Washington Post
which reads, ‘“The Army has publicly
identified nearly $6 billion in funding
requests that did not make Bush’s $402
billion defense budget for 2005, includ-
ing $132 million for bolt-on vehicle
armor; $379 million for combat hel-
mets, silk-weight underwear, boots and
other clothing; $21.5 million for M249
squad automatic weapons; and $27 mil-
lion for ammunition magazines, nights
sights and ammo packs. Also unfunded:
$956 million for repairing desert-dam-
aged equipment and $102 million to re-
place equipment lost in combat.”

Mr. Speaker, the article goes on to
further say, ‘“The Marine Corps un-
funded budget request includes $40 mil-
lion for body armor, light weight hel-
mets and other equipment for ‘Marines
engaged in the global war on ter-
rorism.’”’

Mr. Speaker, this is simply out-
rageous. While the President tells the
Nation that we need to stay the course,
his own budget did not include the
funds necessary to accomplish that
goal.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman. We started
this Special Order today talking about
the lack of planning and the cost of the
war and how we are getting all kinds of
misinformation in that regard, and it
continues. This is the problem. We are
hearing now the President saying that
he wants to go to the U.N. and inter-
nationalize the war, but we are still
not getting any adequate information
about what the strategy is, what the
cost is going to be. And I think those
are answers that the American people
want.

I think, again, whether you sup-
ported the war in the beginning or you
did not, I did not, I know most of us
who spoke today did not, but that is
not the issue any more. The issue is
where are we going from here. We are
still being given inaccurate informa-
tion about where we are going.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly the issue
is accountability. We simply want ac-
countability. We are asked to appro-
priate large sums of money, but the
question is, where does the money go?

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank all of our speakers that joined
us today.

———
CREDIBILITY GAP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BURNS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. OWENS) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, in concert
with the theme that has just preceded
me in the 1-hour session, I wanted to
talk about the credibility of our
present administration with respect to
the war in Iraq also.

A 1ot of us have chosen in say that
we are into a second Vietnam. And
there are some people who are quite
upset that we compared the war in Iraq
to the war in Vietnam. It is true that
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the war in Vietnam cost us 58,000 lives,
and so far we have only loss 700 offi-
cially in Iraq. But should that be the
barometer? 58,000 have not died; 58,000
wives, mothers, sisters have not yet
cried.

But why wait until that happens?
Why not see every human life as being
sacred? Every life is sacred. The men
and women who die on the battle field
give us their total, and we ought to ap-
preciate that by not jeopardizing it for
goals that are questionable.

This is a war that should never have
been. This is a war that does not have
much to do with fighting terrorism.
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Yes, Saddam Hussein is gone. He is
out of office now, and that is a great
benefit for the world, as well as the
people of Iraq, but is the price worth
it? Are we not paying too great a price
just to get rid of Saddam Hussein?

We were never told that was just the
objective. We were told it was a ques-
tion of weapons of mass destruction,
and it was a question of Iraq operating
in concert with the al Qaeda terrorists.
We were told that there were stock-
piles of chemical weapons. We were
told other reasons other than just get-
ting rid of Saddam Hussein.

Saddam Hussein is gone. The price is
too high. We are paying financially
more than $1 billion a week to keep the
war in Iraq going. We are building
schools in Iraq while we are denying
construction funds to school districts
here in America. We are doing a lot of
other things in Iraq which drain money
away from badly needed programs here,
despite the fact that Iraq has oil depos-
its which should be able to pay the cost
of any rebuilding of Iraq eventually.

So what do we do at this point? Do
not ask us to keep begging our troops
to remain loyal and steadfast and sac-
rifice their lives unless you have an
exit strategy, a reason for it. We do not
want to see 58,000 die.

Our Vietnam memorial wall is one of
the greatest monuments of its kind. It
does not celebrate one general or a
handful who led the war. It celebrates
and makes us remember every indi-
vidual who died. All of our war memo-
rials in the future should do that.
Every individual gave their life for
their country, for the cause. Regardless
of what you think of the cause, they, as
individuals, are heroes. We do not want
another memorial wall of heroes unless
it is absolutely necessary.

Vietnam turned out not to be nec-
essary. The domino theory was not cor-
rect. We lost Vietnam, and we still won
the Cold War with the Soviet Union.
We still won the Cold War with the So-
viet Union. We did not go on from Viet-
nam to other areas.

We have a great affinity and alliance
with Communist China right now,
which baffles me. Why are we so kind
to accommodate China and have so
many business dealings with them if
we fought and died in Vietnam to keep
communism from extending itself
across the world?
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So my plea is that let us understand
the lessons of Vietnam without having
first to see 58,000 die. Fifty-eight thou-
sand should not have to die for us to
understand that we need to work back-
wards and understand that eventually
we are going to settle this war in Iraq
like we settled the complex war in
Vietnam.

There was an argument about what
the shape of the table would be. Let us
look at the same table they used in
Vietnam, and let us begin right now to
negotiate backwards exactly what our
terms are going to be and how we are
going to get out and maintain law and
order. And I am in favor of maintaining
law and order until we do have a strat-
egy and exit that can leave the people
of Iraq in better shape than we found
them.

Let us do it now. Let us share that
plan with Members of Congress. Let us
share that plan with the public. Let us
share power with all of the members of
the United Nations Security Council
and all the members of NATO. Let us
challenge them to come forward and
help us bring it into this. We need more
troops. Let them come from Russia, let
them come from China, let them come
from France, let them come from Ger-
many, but give them the power to help
make decisions and exit from Iraq be-
fore we have 58,000 of our loyal soldiers
die.

——

APPROPRIATING MONEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BURNS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH)
is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, today I am going to discuss what
Congress is doing in the last several
weeks and the next several months,
and that is appropriating money.

A week or so ago, most of the people
in the United States were completing
their tax bills. This is sort of a tutorial
on what happens to the tax dollars of
American taxpayers and what happens
to the FICA tax, the payroll deduction
tax, taken out of American workers.

I start with a pie chart, if you will,
Mr. Speaker, and this pie chart rep-
resents how we are spending the $2.4
trillion that we are budgeting for this
coming year. We see the biggest piece
of pie is Social Security at 21 percent.
The previous speakers were talking
about defense. Defense and national se-
curity, they are probably the prime ob-
jectives of the Federal Government
compared to what State governments
do, and yet we have diminished the
share of total Federal spending of de-
fense since World War II down to 20
percent of the total expenditures of
Federal Government.

I want to especially pay attention to
the 14 percent that says interest. The
interest of the Federal Government
now is $240 billion a year. That is the
interest that we are paying on the na-
tional debt. It is an interest rate that
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