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breadwinner in a most horrible way;
and now, they were facing the threat of
deportation.

Mrs. Hasan and her teenage daugh-
ters think of themselves as Americans.
The daughters are growing up here.
Mrs. Hasan and all but the youngest
daughter hold down jobs to make ends
meet. One daughter attends Rutgers.
Another daughter is studying at Kean
College to become a teacher. They are
the type of hard-working, reverent, pa-
triotic, studious, industrious people
that we want here in America; and
they deserve to stay.

For the past 2% years, I have been
working with government agencies to
keep the Hasan family in this country.
I have pursued and exhausted every
possible legal remedy to help the Hasan
family stay. My Private Relief bill is
the Hasan family’s last hope of attain-
ing permanent legal residency and
eventually citizenship. Today, the
House of Representatives passed that
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that there is
no more crucial time to demonstrate to
Muslims in America and around the
world that we are a tolerant and sym-
pathetic people. We must seize oppor-
tunities to showcase America’s com-
mitment to the democratic values that
we are making great sacrifices to pro-
mote overseas.

This bill, of course, does not make
everything all right. Duri Hasan and
her daughters have lost their husband
and father. Their lives have been given
a severe blow. But with this bill, we
avoid doing any further injury to them.
I am very pleased to report the happy
news to the Hasan family to whom
today we here in the House have said,
You belong here in America with us.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. McCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——

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

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

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

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

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

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

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

———
OUR GREATEST RESOURCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thought
we would talk tonight about several
things, about our recent several
CODELs to Iraq, to the theater, and
also about the defense bill, and lastly,
about the resources, the great Amer-
ican asset that ties all of our defense
issues together, and that is the men
and women who wear the uniform of
the United States.

I thought, Mr. Speaker, maybe I
would just start off with my great col-
leagues, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HAYES) and the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON), in just talking about a couple of
those great men and women in uni-
form.

I wanted to read a citation, Mr.
Speaker, because we have had a lot of
talk, lots of discussion and enormous
publicity about the prison mess over
the last several months. And one way
we have countered that image that I
think has wrongfully been splashed
against lots of folks in uniform is by
talking about the great heroism of a
number of those people. And I remind
my colleagues that we had some 16,000
Bronze Stars awarded in Iraq, some 127
Silver Stars, and I thought that to-
night just to start off I would talk
about a couple of the commendations
that have been given to heroes in that
very difficult theater in Iraq.

This is a Silver Star that was pre-
sented by order of the Secretary of the
Navy to Staff Sergeant Adam R. Sikes,
United States Marine Corps. I wanted
to read this, Mr. Speaker.

“For conspicuous gallantry and in-
trepidity in action against the enemy
while serving as Platoon Sergeant, 1st
Platoon, Company G, 2nd Battalion,
bth Marines, Regimental Combat Team
5, 1st Marine Division, I Marine Expedi-
tionary Force on 12 April 2003. During
the Battle of At Tarmiyah, Staff Ser-
geant Sikes’ platoon was pinned down
by heavy small arms and rocket pro-
pelled grenade fire in the opening mo-
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ments of the fight. Without orders,
Staff Sergeant Sikes quickly rallied
two of his squads and set them into po-
sition to suppress the enemy and pre-
pare them to counter attack. With the
squads in position, Staff Sergeant
Sikes charged alone across the 70 me-
ters of fire swept ground to close on
the first enemy strongpoint, which he
cleared with a grenade and rifle fire.
Moving to the roof of a three-story
building that was exposed to enemy
fire, Staff Sergeant Sikes skillfully ad-
justed 60-millimeter mortar rounds
onto nearby enemy positions. The
rounds isolated the town from enemy
reinforcement and decimated an enemy
position in the nearby tree line. Upon
learning that the other squad had
taken causalities, Staff Sergeant Sikes
moved to their position. With wounded
Marines in a small compound, cut off
by the enemy, Staff Sergeant Sikes sig-
naled an amphibian vehicle and di-
rected their evacuation while under a
hail of small arms and rocket propelled
grenade fire. By his bold leadership,
wise judgment, and complete dedica-
tion to duty, Staff Sergeant Sikes re-
flected great credit upon himself and
upheld the highest traditions of the
Marine Corps and the United States
Naval Service.”

That is one of many, many com-
mendations, Mr. Speaker, that have
come out of Operation Iraqi Freedom.
Here is another citation that I thought
I would read tonight. This is a Navy
and Marine Corps Commendation
Medal to Staff Sergeant Brian Porter,
United States Marine Corps for heroic
achievement while serving as tank
commander, 3D Platoon, Company B,
1st Tank Battalion, Regimental Com-
bat Team 7, 1st Marine Division in sup-
port of Operation Iraqi Freedom. ‘‘Staff
Sergeant Porter’s actions against the
enemy were quick and deadly. Upon
initial contact with the enemy near
Imam Anas with two of four tanks in
the platoon temporarily unable to fire,
he guided his tank to the right of the
platoon and destroyed an Iraqi T-55
tank with main gun fire. He personally
engaged and destroyed numerous ar-
mored personnel carriers and tanks to
ensure the safety of the company. Dur-
ing a reconnaissance operation in Ad
Diwaniyah, he secured the southern
flank of the company. During the ensu-
ing firefight involving mortar fire, ma-
chine gun fire, and rocket-propelled
grenade fire, he destroyed a technical
vehicle that was firing upon the pla-
toon at close range. Staff sergeant Por-
ter’s initiative, perseverance, and total
dedication to duty reflected credit
upon him and were in keeping with the
highest tradition of the Marine Corps
and the United States Naval Service.”

Mr. Speaker, these are obviously just
a few out of thousands of citations that
have been given to our soldiers and air-
men and Naval personnel and United
States Marines in theater in both Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom and in Operation
Enduring Freedom.

Mr. Speaker, if we have time at the
end of our special order, I would like to
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read a few more of those. But right now
I would just like to introduce two of
my great colleagues who also have
been really working the issues that
arise from this operation in Iraq and
the operation in Afghanistan. I would
like to yield first to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, first let me
thank my good friend and chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), who spends every waking
hour and then some doing everything
he can to make sure our fine men and
women in uniform have the support,
the equipment, and the backing they
need. So we are all owing a debt of
gratitude to our chairman and to our
good friend, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. WILSON). He and I have a
lot of common friends in this fight. The
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) represents Ft. Jackson, a fine
training facility, Parris Island, Marine
Beaufort Air Station.

Every time I visit my troops at Ft.
Bragg or Pope Air Force Base in North
Carolina, I am constantly, continu-
ously and consistently amazed at the
attitude, the ability, the commitment,
and the performance of these men and
women who ask but little in return ex-
cept the support of this Congress and
the American people.

I have been to Iraq on a number of
occasions. I was with the first group
that went in. What our soldiers, sail-
ors, Air Force, Marine and Coast
Guardsmen put up with in terms of
conditions, the things that they did not
have but still came through, and won
the fight in a remarkably short period
of time with virtually no collateral
damage to civilians and to other prop-
erty is an incredible tribute to the
servicemen and women that serve this
country.

President Bush said something in
Istanbul, Turkey just a week ago, and
that was, In order to have justice, you
had to have democracy. What our men
and women in uniform are doing is pro-
viding for the Iraqi people and other
surrounding nations the opportunity to
see, to taste and to experience the de-
mocracy that equals freedom and ulti-
mately justice. That is what we want
for people all around the world, the
privileges that we enjoy and, unfortu-
nately, take for granted.

As I have been to Iraq and as I have
visited our soldiers in training facili-
ties, the amount of time and energy
and effort that they put into making
America safe, secure, and ultimately
free is something that we can never
repay. But I think for us to stand up
and to stand tall and talk about the
things that they are doing, whether it
be in Fallujah, Baghdad, Najaf,
Nasiriyah, and Afghanistan, these men
and women 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week, are out there doing the things
that we call on them to do, tirelessly,
without any idea of selfishness.

I cannot help but remember Daniel
Metzdorf. I was in Iraq just a couple of
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months ago and was there with our
good friend, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) from the other
side of the aisle and the minority lead-
er, the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. PELOSI), and they too share our re-
spect for what they saw these men and
women doing.

As we were headed back we stopped
in Germany and visited our hospital at
Landstuhl. We saw a number of folks,
but the one I particularly remember
because he looked like my son, Bob, as
I walked in the door was Daniel
Metzdorf of the 82nd Airborne. He had
lost his leg. His concern was for the
rest of his team. As he came back and
has recovered, been at Walter Reed, he
is a native of Florida but is back at Ft.
Bragg now, his biggest concern was
that his squad leader was not given suf-
ficient recognition for the heroism that
he exhibited in saving other members
of his team when they were under at-
tack by the enemy and the terrorists.

So as I think of him and the count-
less other men and women, a couple of
whom the gentleman has referred to in
those citations, I think we must con-
tinue to remind ourselves of how im-
portant these sacrifices are. And these
are not sacrifices made at the whim of
an individual or a Congress or a group
of people. If we look at the record, the
record is very clear from the past ad-
ministration, from news media who
now seem to have an extremely dif-
ficult time getting the facts right, re-
porting the actual conduct and the
progress and wonderful things that our
troops are doing for the people in Iraq,
but as we look at that it is very clear
and consistent, we have no choice. If
we were to live up to the responsibil-
ities of being a free and freer Nation,
then we had to step in and stop these
terrorists abroad before they could
come to us.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to bring-
ing a few more of these facts to light as
we move on, but without dwelling too
long at this time, I would like to turn
over to a dear friend, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON). And
we have supplied the gentleman with
Abe Turner from Ft. Bragg to look
after Ft. Jackson. So we are definitely
a team and we work well together.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to say before the gentleman yields, I
know he has been to Iraq and we really
appreciate that great tour, and also the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) has spent a lot of time in Iraq.
And I want to thank also the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CALVERT),
a great member of the committee, and
the gentleman from El Paso, Texas
(Mr. REYES) who was there with me
over the last couple of weeks. So we
have had great members of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services going over. 1
think that gives us some insight of
what the troops need when we are put-
ting together our bill to get the tools
so they can get the job done.

I thank the gentleman for his re-
marks, and I yield to the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON).
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Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, 1 appreciate the chairman’s
leadership so much. We can all be
proud of the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER), as the chairman of the
Committee on Armed Services. With
his perspective as a veteran and with
his devotion to the military, having a
son serving in Iraq now, by his extraor-
dinary leadership, I appreciate his
coming and visiting Ft. Jackson last
December. That was a highlight of my
brief career here in Congress, to see the
gentleman firsthand meeting with
troops getting ready to deploy over-
seas. They were so honored to have the
gentleman come and show his interest.

Mr. HUNTER. I want to thank the
gentleman. I just want to remind the
gentleman that my job here is lots of
inside work and no heavy lifting.

It is interesting, we do a lot of things
here that have some import and affect
the ways our troops operate. But see-
ing those guys and ladies in 120 degree
heat in Iraq and cheerful is an extraor-
dinary experience.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. They
can be cheerful because they know
they have a chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services who is per-
sonally interested in their safety and
security and in promoting democracy
and protecting the American people.

Additionally, I am very grateful to be
here with my colleague from the north,
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HAYES).

I had an opportunity to visit with the
gentleman at Ft. Bragg and visit with
the Special Forces. It is so reassuring
to see this new generation, to see how
dedicated they are. Many of us had
somewhat dismissed them as the
Nintendo generation. Well, that is ac-
tually very positive because the equip-
ment that they use is so high tech, it is
crucial that they be able to operate
equipment that is almost inconceivable
in terms of advances in just a few
years, and particularly even over the
first Persian Gulf War, and the success
of our troops and dedication is so heart
warming.

Additionally, I was happy to hear the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HAYES) reference Pope Air Force Base.
I have a nephew who is currently still
in the Air Force, and I am really proud
that he served at Pope. But the per-
spective I would like to make tonight
is indeed as a veteran, I retired after 31
years of service, it was last July, with
my service with the Army National
Guard, and I saw again firsthand the
capable people who are protecting our
country, because my job was as pre-
mobilization legal counselor and addi-
tionally mobilization counseling. Peo-
ple did not whine. They knew, men and
women, that they would be serving to
protect the American people.

O 2015

Additionally, I am happy to be the
parent of three sons who are serving in
the military. My oldest son is a young
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attorney from Lexington, South Caro-
lina. He has been mobilized. He is serv-
ing in Iraq. I am in touch with him vir-
tually every day by BlackBerry, by
satellite phone. It is very reassuring.

My second son is a graduate of the
naval academy, an ensign in the Navy.
I am very proud of him being in med-
ical school.

My third son was just commissioned
a month and a half ago at Clemson
University, in the Army ROTC; and he
will have a career in the signal corps
with the Army National Guard.

I am just so proud that they have on
their own seen that one of the best
ways to promote our country is to
serve in the military; and then, finally,
as a Member of Congress, it has already
been referenced by the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES), I am very
grateful to represent Fort Jackson,
ably commanded by General Abe Turn-
er.

General Turner is so well known here
in Congress because he was Army liai-
son to Congress and did a masterful
job. I then ran into him, of all things,
in Kuwait where he was one of the
leaders there and helping us protect
and promote our troops.

Additionally, I represent the Marine
air station at Beaufort. We are very
proud of their service. It is a joint
Navy and Marine facility with squad-
rons of both; and I also represent Par-
ris Island, where the training takes
place of our troops on the east coast,
and I have been there in 3 days of par-
allel training; and it was an extraor-
dinary opportunity again to see the
dedication of these young people.

I also represent the Beaufort Naval
Hospital adjacent to McIntyre Air Na-
tional Guard Base, Sully Air Force
Base. I, again, over and over again, had
the opportunity to meet young people,
to meet people who are so dedicated in
protecting our country.

Indeed, it was 2 weeks ago today that
I had the opportunity to go on a dele-
gation with the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) with the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence,
and we had the opportunity to meet
with the incoming Iraqi police being
trained. We had the opportunity to
meet with the new government offi-
cials, the Prime Minister, Ayad Allawi,
and also President Ghazi al-Yawer. It
was very encouraging.

The Prime Minister is a real hero. He
himself was a victim of Saddam Hus-
sein’s attempted assassination a num-
ber of years ago. I have heard it de-
scribed he was virtually cut in half, but
he recovered. His wife, though, did not.
She had a permanent nervous break-
down. And so we have a very brave per-
son serving as Prime Minister in Ayad
Allawi promoting the people of Iraq to
build a civil society.

Many of us had the opportunity,
thanks to the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT), to meet with President
Ghazi al-Yawer. He is a graduate of
George Washington University; and he
announced to us that he is an optimist,
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that he believes a civil society can be
established in Iraq, and I believe that
we have seen in the past 10 days, since
he took power and since the Prime
Minister took power on the 28th, that,
indeed, they are working to rebuild a
civil society in Iraq.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would yield, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) and
I were in on the same meeting, and
that was a wonderful opportunity.
What he and I heard in terms of the ap-
preciation of the Iraqi people, the de-
sire of their people and their govern-
ment to be free, the incredible grati-
tude that they feel towards our sol-
diers. Does the gentleman read any-
thing like that in our national media?
Does the gentleman hear that on the
news at night?

What my colleague and I heard both
there and in Iraq, we do not hear it.
That is what the people of America
need to hear and see, because that is
true. That is what is happening in Iraq.
That is the contribution. That is how
the people who are receiving this help,
particularly from men and women in
uniform, that is the true response.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. It
really is, and particularly with Presi-
dent al-Yawer. He was so outspoken in
his appreciation for the dedication of
our young people, of families who have
lost heroes, who are protecting Amer-
ican people; and it was just heartfelt.
It was the same heartfelt feeling that
we actually did see, thank goodness,
with President Hamid Karzai of Af-
ghanistan, who was here about 3 weeks
ago to express the appreciation of the
people of Afghanistan for their libera-
tion and their ability now for probably
the first time in history to establish a
civil society.

When I say ‘‘civil society,” I am talk-
ing about one that looks out for the
people and the country, and one of the
highlights was to meet with the min-
ister of health in Iraq. He had pre-
viously been the minister of education,
and he was telling us one by one of the
progress being made in regard to edu-
cation.

Thousands of schools have been ren-
ovated. These are not elegant schools
with gymnasiums. These are largely
one-room schoolhouses that have been
repainted, many of them by the Amer-
ican military, with desks and with
blackboards. In fact, 1% million book
bags were distributed to the young peo-
ple of Iraq from the United States
Agency For International Develop-
ment.

Additionally, he told us that there
are 293,000 teachers in Iraq. What we
hear when we read the paper is that
people are unemployed. That is all we
hear; but there are 293,000 teachers, and
it was incredible to me.

I asked the minister what is the per-
centage of young people who are school
age going to school; and he told us it
was around 90 percent, maybe exceed-
ing 90 percent, and that, in fact, in
April when there was an upsurge in vi-
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olence, the young people still came to
school, and they were brought by their
parents.

I find this encouraging because we
know another fact is that there were 60
million new textbooks distributed in
the last year. This is incredibly impor-
tant. The textbooks previously had
been idolatrous of the dictator Saddam
Hussein. They had virtually identified
him as a reincarnated Nebuchadnezer.
That was an insult to their intel-
ligence; but if that is all they read,
that is all they read, that is all they
heard.

Now, of course, we have all seen, as
we have visited, the satellite dishes.
Those were illegal under the Hussein
dictatorship. Those of us who have vis-
ited, everywhere we look we see sat-
ellite dishes where it may not be all we
want them to see, but they do have
choices that they did not have before.
So a civil society, I think, is being es-
tablished.

Then the bravery that is exhibited.
The gentleman from Nevada (Mr. POR-
TER) was very interested that we visit
a hospital; and we visited a hospital,
and we visited with the American
troops, and we visited with Iraqi patri-
ots. In particular, there was a city
councilman who was there who had
been severely injured and his young
son was there, and he was telling us
that his brother had been killed in the
same attack a week ago prior to us
meeting with him and that another
son, somebody had left a package at
their home and when he picked it up, it
was a small bomb that blew his right
hand off. How brave that he persisted
in trying to build a civil society.

It just brings to mind, particularly
here in the week of the 4th of July, of
the sacrifices of the persons who signed
the Declaration of Independence. They
were not greeted with riches and with a
warm response by the ruling elite at
that time. They lost so much, and now
we have got people who are indeed pro-
moting the establishment of a democ-
racy.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I know
both the gentlemen mentioned going
through the air base in Germany,
Ramstein Air Base, and going to the
medical facility in Germany where our
wounded troops are taken before they
are brought back to Walter Reed or Be-
thesda; and in doing that this time,
just this last week, I was reminded
very strongly about what we displaced
in Iraqg when we got rid of Saddam Hus-
sein, because one of the lead surgeons
there had a videotape that was done by
Saddam Hussein’s agents as they am-
putated the hands of businessmen who
they brought to the prison and decided,
because Saddam Hussein had figured
that they had not done enough for busi-
ness lately and they had not brought
the economy up sufficiently in Iraq in
a certain period of time, he had their
hands surgically amputated to give a
little motivation to the other members
of the business community. I imagine



H5176

it did motivate them. It probably moti-
vated them to get out of there as
quickly as they could.

When I see the discussion about Iraq
peel off into some type of a debating
society over whether or not we have
found weapons of mass destruction
lately, I pull that picture out of my top
drawer that has all those Kurdish
mothers spread out across the hillside
dead, where they were killed in mid-
stride holding their children, holding
their little babies, where that chemical
hit them and appeared to Kkill them
just where they stood, and those pic-
tures were as poignant and dramatic as
any photos I saw of any of the death
camps in Germany.

I was reminded once again of what we
displaced when we displaced Saddam
Hussein; and certainly, we are going to
have, as the years go by and more mass
graves are discovered and more people
come forth with their stories, it is
going to become very evident that the
United States of America acted when
others were afraid to act, when they
were intimidated or when they were
incentivized not to act because of eco-
nomic situations, like the French who
thought they were going to get all the
contracts for the big oil fields, and per-
haps others who thought that they
somehow would have a good political
or economic relationship with Iraq.

The United States acted, and we
acted on behalf of humanity because it
is humanity which rejects cutting peo-
ple’s hands off because they have not
raised the economic standard; or shoot-
ing thousands of Shiites in the back of
the head and bulldozing them into open
trenches because they would resist
Saddam Hussein’s regime; or gassing
Kurdish citizens in their little villages
in northern Iraq. That is resisted by
humanity, and the only nation which
really took action along with our great
British allies and Australia allies and
several others brought something to
the battle but not a lot, was the United
States of America, and I think we can
all be proud of that leadership.

It is going to be a rocky, tough road.
They live in a tough neighborhood, and
there is lots of danger for that new
government to face. In fact, I think the
biggest challenge for their armed
forces is, number one, just keep their
government alive, because there are
lots of predators out there that want to
take them down. I think we are going
to make it and we are going to have an
Iraq which is benign with respect to its
relationship with respect to the United
States, and that is going to accrue to
the benefit of lots of Americans in gen-
erations to come.

I would be happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, just a cou-
ple of quick points.

Again, the gentleman referred to the
Iraqi businessmen whose hands were
cut off. They came here to the Capitol
of the United States of America and
had a press conference. I did not see
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anything about that anywhere near the
front page, simply to make the point.

Mr. HUNTER. No. In fact, you know
what I saw, The Washington Post had a
front page article about the prison
mess, and what they devoted the front
and center to their front page on one
day was that some prisoners in Guanta-
namo had asked for sugar in their tea,
and they were told it was going to be a
while before they got sugar for their
tea. So they thought that was quite an
abuse, and so instead of putting in an
article about people who had their
hands amputated by Saddam Hussein,
they wanted to devote that very impor-
tant space to prisoners who did not get
sugar in their tea.

Mr. HAYES. The issue of weapons of
mass destruction, let me for just a mo-
ment quote what the administration
said about weapons of mass destruc-
tion.

The New York Times reported No-
vember 14, 1997, in a meeting that the
White House was deciding to prepare
the country for war. According to the
Times, the decision was made to begin
a public campaign to do interviews on
the Sunday morning television news
programs to inform the American peo-
ple of the dangers of biological warfare
and Saddam Hussein.

During this time, The Washington
Post reported that President Clinton
specifically directed Secretary of De-
fense Cohen to raise the profile of bio-
logical and chemical threat.

Again, I point out, this was the
former administration, not because of
partisan politics but because of the
unanimous consensus that existed
about the weapons of mass destruction.

On November 16, Cohen made a wide-
ly reported appearance on ABC’s ‘“This
Week” in which he placed a 5-pound
bag of sugar on the table and stated
that that amount of anthrax would de-
stroy at least half the population in
Washington, D.C.

Cohen began his November 25 briefing
on the ‘‘Pentagon Report” by showing
a picture of a Kurdish mother and child
that had been gassed by Saddam’s
Army. A bit later, standing beside the
gruesome image, he described death on
a mass scale: one drop of vx nerve
agent on your finger will produce death
in a matter of just a few moments.

Now, the U.N. believes that Saddam
may have produced as much as 200 tons
of vx; and this would, of course, be
theoretically enough to kill every man,
woman, and child on the face of the
Earth.

He then sketched a massive chemical
attack on an American city, on and on
and on.

[ 2030

Steven Hayes has written, by the
way, no kin of mine. So I am not pro-
moting my relative’s book. Not a rel-
ative. I want to make that clear for the
record.

Mr. HUNTER. He may make that
point to you when you try to get a part
of the royalty.
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Mr. HAYES. That is probably true.

The book is very accurate, very con-
cise, and there is also a condensed 7- or
8-page article on where the connection
between terrorists around the world
was so clearly made and tied into Sad-
dam Hussein, his government, and
their effort to promote, to build, and to
harbor terrorists. So clear. So if any-
body has any doubt in their mind, sim-
ply read that article, which is in the
Weekly Standard, or read the book.
The evidence is clear. It cannot be de-
nied.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, it should be pointed out
that, indeed, a certain gas projectile
was discovered, that is a chemical
weapon, and, additionally, mustard gas
has been discovered, projectiles in the
country of Iraq, which had previously
been in the jurisdiction, obviously, of
Saddam Hussein. It was clearly indi-
cated that, of course, chemical weap-
ons were being used against the Kurd-
ish population by Saddam Hussein.

It is equally significant that the an-
thrax that was never explained as to
what happened to it or where it may
be, could fit in the back of a medium-
sized U-haul, but yet it would be suffi-
cient to have a horrible impact. More
than the known population on the East
Coast could have been killed by such
an attack if it were widely dispersed,
which would be difficult, but we would
not want to find out. That is why we
took this action. And this war in Af-
ghanistan, the conflict in theater in
Iraq, this is to protect the American
people.

My colleague from California
brought up our allies, but this needs to
be brought out. We have 32 nations
that have sent troops to Iraq. I am par-
ticularly grateful that 2 weeks ago I
had the opportunity to meet a soldier
from Latvia. Not in our lifetime would
we ever dream that we would be meet-
ing with a soldier from the Independent
Republic of Latvia, which is now a free
republic. Not any longer is it a forced
member of the U.S.S.R., the Soviet
Union. Now Latvia itself is a member
of NATO.

It should also be noted, and it is just
amazing how this is not picked up,
when we express concern about NATO’s
involvement, we should be pointing out
that 16 of the 26 members in NATO
have troops serving in Iraq today. I
want to particularly congratulate, be-
cause I have worked very closely as the
co-chair of the Congressional Bulgaria
Caucus, I want to thank the Republic
of Bulgaria. I had the opportunity in
Kabul, Afghanistan, to meet with the
Bulgarian ambassador and commander
of Bulgarian troops serving in Afghani-
stan.

I am very pleased there is a battalion
of 495 Bulgarians serving in Iraq today.
That is the largest foreign placement
of troops in the nearly 1,300-year his-
tory of Bulgaria. For the first time,
Bulgaria has invited a foreign country,
the United States, to establish a base
in their country, an air base at Burgas.
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This is incredible, because every other
base that has been established in Bul-
garia has been done involuntarily, not
at the request of the national assem-
bly.

So this is an historic time where, be-
cause of the veterans who have made
this possible, I believe there is a great-
er spread of democracy today than in
the history of the world. The way I
phrased it, too, I have had the oppor-
tunity to visit with our troops, and
Dutch troops and Australian and Pol-
ish troops at Bishkek, Kyrgystan; at
Kharshi-Khanabad, TUzbekistan; and
Bagram, Afghanistan, and all of these
are former Soviet air bases that had
been built to fight the United States,
which are now American and coalition
air bases fighting the terrorists and
winning the war on terrorism.

I think it is a remarkable time for us
to celebrate the successes of the Amer-
ican military that are unparalleled in
history, and I am very proud of what is
being done. I am very proud of the suc-
cesses, and I am confident the young
people who are today on the front lines
are going to persist and, with the re-
solve of the American people and
around the world, succeed.

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is abso-
lutely right. And this Cold War was
won by American service personnel. I
look at Korea and Vietnam as two of
the important battles in that war and
battles which helped to bring that war
to a successful conclusion.

The gentleman makes a great point
about people who used to be behind the
Iron Curtain now serving side-by-side
with Americans. And I am reminded
also that troops from Nicaragua and El
Salvador, which were the centers of the
so-called Contra wars during the 1980s,
when America’s liberals said Ronald
Reagan should stay out of Central
America; that if the Soviets want to
have an influence in Central America,
which they were having with the Com-
munist Sandinista and the FMLN in
Salvador, let them have it, said the lib-
erals, and let us stay out of Central
America; we cannot possibly win that
war. And of course they brought back
the old Vietnam thing, they said you
are going to get bogged down in an-
other Vietnam. Today, we have fragile
democracies in each of those countries,
and they have sent troops to stand
side-by-side with Americans in Iraq to
try to bring freedom to yet another
country.

I was told, incidentally, that the Sal-
vadorans in particular have fought
fiercely in the Iraq theater; that they
are excellent fighters and they very
much support the coalition, and that
they have brought a measure of strong
support to our operation there. So I
thank the gentleman for bringing that
up because I think that is an important
one.

When Ronald Reagan was bringing
down the Wall, and when he met that
first move of force by the Russians dur-
ing his administration, when the So-
viet Union started to ring Western Eu-
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rope with SS-20 missiles and Ronald
Reagan started to push in ground
launch cruise missiles and Pershing
missiles into Europe, the liberal com-
mentators across the world said, essen-
tially, now you have gone and done it;
we will never have peace with the So-
viet Union, and we have to get this
Ronald Reagan out of there.

Yet, by meeting the strength of the
Soviet Union with American strength,
the President produced a situation
where at one point the Russians picked
up the phone and said, can we talk?
And when they started talking, they
talked not about a negotiated settle-
ment but they talked really about the
disassembly of the Soviet empire
brought about by American strength.

I think this operation in Iraq, while
it is tough and hard and very dan-
gerous, is going to produce a good re-
sult in that very difficult part of the
world.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, as we sit
here and call attention to our incred-
ible allies, I think that we may have
forgotten momentarily the Italians,
who have been incredibly courageous,
along with the Hungarians, the South
Koreans, and the list, as the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON)
pointed out, is 32-plus members.

My colleague was talking about these
agents, biological weapons, chemicals,
but what I mentioned was the previous
administration in the 1990s. What has
happened in June 24, of 2004? Charles
Duelfer, head of the Iraq weapons in-
spection team, announced his group
had uncovered at least 10 more artil-
lery shells filled with banned chemical
weapons from the regime of Saddam
Hussein. I have not read that promi-
nently in any paper or heard it on the
nightly news.

Duelfer announced that his team is
finding new WMD evidence almost
every day, and I quote. ‘“‘A roadside
bomb, discovered May 15, contained
chemicals that when combined formed
sarin gas. All such weapons were sup-
posed to have been destroyed. Chemical
munitions were probably stored with
conventional arms at some of the thou-
sands of weapon depots located
throughout Iraq. Military officials
have uncovered some 8,700 weapon de-
pots and continue to find new ones, and
estimate the weapon depots in Iraq
contain between 650,000 and 1 million
tons of arms.”’

How do you kill 400,000 people and
not refer to weapons of mass destruc-
tion? It defies common sense.

Mr. HUNTER. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for pointing that out, and I
think that the American service per-
sonnel who are serving in Iraq, because
of what the gentleman has mentioned,
are undergoing enormous hardship be-
cause they always have to be on guard
for the possibilities that other shells,
for example, that have nerve agents
like the one that was picked up as an
IED in Baghdad and was partly ex-
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ploded to the point where the people
who were the team that were neutral-
izing the shell got sick, there is always
a possibility that more shells are going
to be taken out of that particular load
or cache of weapons. And that will be a
danger to American troops. So I thank
the gentleman for bringing that point
up.
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
wonder if my chairman would kindly
yield to me for 30 seconds.

Mr. HUNTER. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Chairman, I
notice that you have about 20 minutes
more left in this hour, and I believe
that the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. INSLEE), myself, and the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT), as well as a couple of other
Members have an hour coming up. I
found it very interesting, the conversa-
tion. Obviously, we may have some dif-
fering views on this, but I wonder if the
chairman might consider that perhaps
next week or the balance of the week
at some time, that we could, those of
us interested in this issue and have the
articulate views, as my colleague and
the other Members do, might consider
combining our hour sometime and hav-
ing a discussion?

Mr. HUNTER. I would be happy to. I
would say to my friend that I would be
happy to.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Maybe we could
discuss that off the floor and perhaps
we might benefit the whole American
public by the kind of discussion that
could take place.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I would
be happy to do that with my friend. I
cannot guarantee the American public
is going to make a sell-out crowd for
us, but I would be happy to do that.
Sure.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I am sure with
this trio that is here this evening and
those we could bring to the discussion,
particularly those of my esteemed col-
leagues on the Committee on Armed
Services, I think we might get an audi-
ence that might not necessarily be able
to follow the hearings that the chair-
man has put together so far.

In any event, Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s courtesy and we
will talk about it and perhaps some-
thing good in terms of dialogue could
result.

Mr. HUNTER. I look forward to it.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman from Hawaii will yield.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Well, the time
belongs to the Chairman.

Mr. HUNTER. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to call attention to our
friends here, and anyone watching,
that my first real experience with the
Committee on Armed Services was
with the gentleman from Hawaii. We
were dealing with an issue in Bosnia
which demanded bipartisan attention,
and when it comes to supporting the
men and women in uniform, the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE)
is there. He will be there with you.
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So I thought it was appropriate to
call attention to a very fine memory,
of many that I have, of the gentleman
from Hawaii.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 1
am very grateful, Mr. Chairman. I will
yield any time to take that kind of
compliment.

Mr. HUNTER. You better leave on
that one. That is a good one.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Can I leave
now?

Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I want to also join in thank-
ing the gentleman from Hawaii for his
constructive suggestion.

But I want to reiterate again too
that the war we are into, this global
war on terrorism, is not something the
United States sought. It is my humble
opinion that the first attack was really
in 1979, with the attack on our embassy
in Tehran. We can all remember the
signs that were carried at that time
were ‘‘death to America.” It does not
need a discussion. That is what the in-
tent is. And the reason for this feeling
is because the United States represents
freedom of association, of speech, as we
just saw, freedom of women to partici-
pate in society, and freedom of media.
All of this is being opposed by peobple
who want to construct a 14th century
life-style.

This is not a religious war. To me, it
is a group of extremists who, as we saw
last week, there was a heinous suicide
bomber who attacked a Shiite mosque
in Pakistan. Imagine just going
straight into a mosque and Kkilling 20
people. This is just something that has
to be faced, and we either face the
enemy overseas or we will again see
them here in the United States, as we
did on September 11.

September 11 was the culmination of
a direct attack on the United States in
1993 on the World Trade Center, a di-
rect attack on our embassies in 1998, at
embassies all throughout Africa, and
then, of course, the infamous attack on
U.S.S. Cole in Yemen in the year 2000,
and finally the attack of September 11,
2001. America is responding.

And I am very grateful that just as
after World War II we helped rebuild
Germany so it would not be a breeding
ground for communism, we are helping
to rebuild Iraq. I am sorry that it does
not get the attention it should. It is
probably just dull to hear that there is
freedom of the press and media in Iraq.
It is dull to hear the schools have been
reopened. It is dull to hear the hos-
pitals have all been reopened and the
health clinics are available. But it is
not dull. It is creating a civil society
that protects the American people. We
were able to protect the American peo-
ple and defeat communism, and I am
confident we can do the same thing in
defeating terrorism.

I am so happy the gentleman brought
up Ronald Reagan. It was 20 years ago
virtually this minute that he was at-
tempting to win the Cold War by put-
ting Pershing missiles in Western Eu-
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rope. Millions of people demonstrated
against that in the United States and
Western Europe. It ultimately led,
again, to our victory.

I had the extraordinarily opportunity
Sunday to meet with people at our
church who are from Russia, and I was
telling them how incredible it was for
me to be there with them, because 15
years ago we were told that they like
living under communism; that due to
their serf background, they liked being
slaves; that they really did not want to
have to make decisions of who to elect
and how to elect, what jobs to take,
how much money to earn, whether they
could buy a car or not; that they really
enjoyed living in oppression.
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We know that is not true. The dear
Russians that I met with on Sunday
said how much they appreciated what
President Reagan and the American
people have done to provide for their
liberation. The same analogy applies to
the people of Iraq and Afghanistan. It
is such a positive time to see what our
troops are doing.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY), also a great member of the
Committee on Armed Services

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services. I
know if the troops who are so bravely
defending us, our liberty in Iraq and
Afghanistan, if they have any oppor-
tunity to read a newspaper or listen to
a radio or watch television, I know
they know that if there is any greater
friend than the chairman of the House
Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), it is possibly the Commander
in Chief, George W. Bush. I thank the
gentleman for giving me an oppor-
tunity to say a few words tonight dur-
ing this important hour.

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, the
108th Congress appropriated some $187
billion to Operation Iraqi Freedom.
$18.5 billion was to restore the infra-
structure of this Middle Eastern coun-
try long neglected by their dictator,
Saddam Hussein. While Saddam Hus-
sein was incurring huge debts, some
say as much as $100 billion to build up
his own personal military and to con-
struct numerous palaces, compounds to
his own glory and edification, those of
us on both sides of the aisle of the com-
mittee, we were there and saw these
palaces. While at the same time the
typical Iraqi citizen, especially the
Shiite majority and the Kurds, was not
only suffering from a lack of the basic
necessities of life, but they were also
being killed and tortured with reckless
abandonment.

Mr. Speaker, I could talk more time
than I am allotted about how we are
expending this $18.5 billion appropria-
tion to restore the infrastructure, the
needs, basic needs such as water and
sewer plants, electricity, and schools;
but let me use the time that I have got
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to discuss something that I know a lit-
tle bit about and that is called health
care.

I am a physician member of the
House of Representatives; and along
with my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, I care deeply about the health
care, most basic health care needs of
the impoverished Iraqi people.

Mr. Speaker, let us do a little before
and after comparison on health care
expenditures in Iraq. Saddam Hussein’s
regime provided only $16 million for
the ministry of health in 2002. That was
less than $1 per person. This is a 23 to
24 million population country. The
Iraqi medical system severely lacked
medical equipment and capabilities.
Doctors’ salaries were about $20 a
month.

Today, Iraq’s 2004 budget for health
care is $950 million, a $934 million in-
crease over 2002. All 240 hospitals and
more than 1,200 health clinics are now
open. The minister of health assumed
full independent authority on March
28, 2004, and the minister of health is
addressing drug shortages by making
emergency drug purchases. Health care
spending in Iraq has increased 30 times
over its prewar levels, and children are
receiving crucial vaccinations for the
first time. Over 5 million children have
been immunized for measles, mumps,
and rubella. Every child in our country
gets that basic right. It is estimated
that 85 percent of Iraqi children now
have been immunized.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I was lis-
tening to some discussion on this floor
of the House earlier and a member on
the other side of the aisle spoke about
fairness. He used that little cute way of
saying the F word, and the F word
being fairness, and said it was not fair
for us to be spending money on the
health of the Iraqi people when it is es-
timated 40 million Americans do not
have health insurance. But, Mr. Speak-
er, they have health care. They may
not have health insurance, but they
have basic health care; and I would re-
mind my colleagues on September 11,
2001, 3,000 of our citizens, citizens of
other countries, had good jobs with
health care and health insurance, but
they were killed. They are not with us
today. Their families no longer have
their presence, and yet they had great
health care. So it is hugely important
that we provide this infrastructure,
this basic health care need to the Iraqi
people.

It would be unconscionable to free
them from the dictatorship of Saddam
Hussein and leave them in poverty and
squalor without having these basic
health care needs met, because we
would just be creating yet another dic-
tator to take Saddam Hussein’s place. I
think it is entirely appropriate that we
spend this money to restore the infra-
structure, including the health care,
the basic health care needs, of the Iraqi
people. With that I yield back to my
chairman.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
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GINGREY) for the point he has made. It
is a very important point. That is the
message that I think has gone out to
people around the world. They really
understand the goodness of this coun-
try. Interestingly, they might not un-
derstand by watching our own tele-
vision, but they have enough experi-
ences with their own families and with
their own view of the world to know
that the United States is a good coun-
try.

I am reminded of a couple of years
ago when my parents were in Manila in
the Philippines, and the Philippines
were undertaking demonstrations
against the United States. The dem-
onstration leadership would walk over
to the line of Filipinos waiting to get
visas to come into the United States,
and they would hire people to take
hold of signs that said ‘“‘Down with the
United States,” or ‘““The United States
out of the Philippines.” They would
hire them to demonstrate against the
United States and after they dem-
onstrated awhile, the demonstrators
would then give back their signs to the
organizers, and they would retake their
position in line waiting for their visa
to the United States that they just
demonstrated against.

I think it is clear to the Iraqi people
that we are the good guys. I think they
are reflecting on this now as we have
turned this government over. They
have been ruled by a government for so
long that was very self-serving. Its own
survival and its own enrichment were
the major goals that it undertook.
Here is the United States, which has
expended an enormous amount of
human capital and our economic cap-
ital in this part of the world, and yet
what we are asking them to do is be
free; be free, grow your economy, be-
come prosperous, become a member of
the world community, which does not
oppress its people; and it is our hope if
you have a free government, you are
not going to oppress other people.

The Iraqis are going to have to be
tough to maintain this government.
There are going to be bombs and explo-
sions going off in Iraq for a long time
to come. If the pouring in of resources
could stop explosions from going off,
we would not have explosions in Israel
right now, but that is a fact of life in
that part of the world. It is going to
have to be a tough government with
some grit. They are going to have to
develop a military that has the capa-
bility of protecting that government
and protecting this running chance at
freedom that we have given the Iraqi
people.

Maybe it will not work; but from the
beginning of time to the end of time,
the only time when the Iraqi people
will have had a real chance at freedom
is when the Americans were there, and
that is something we can all be proud
of.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to reiterate some
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other heroes who are serving our fami-
lies, and that is the families and em-
ployers. The families are so dedicated
to our servicemembers who are serving
overseas, men and women. We all know
first hand of circumstances where fam-
ilies are making sacrifices. Addition-
ally, we have got family support groups
that we have community support for.
Anyone who wants to help members of
our Guard and Reserve, in any phone
book will be the listing of an armory.
They can contact the unit clerk or the
AST and offer to assist in some way.
Also, employers. We were very fortu-
nate 2 weeks ago to have a hearing put
together by the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE), himself a retired
Marine colonel. It was brought to our
attention how employers are coming to
bat for the people who have been mobi-
lized and deployed. There are some in-
dications of obvious problems; but I
was told, and during the hearing it
came out, for every one problem, there
are nine good stories of where busi-
nesses have come forward to assist
their employees who have been de-

ployed.
They know the Soldiers and Sailors
Civil Relief Act, now the

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, will
protect our servicemembers. Addition-
ally, there are reemployment rights
that will accrue to the people in the
Guard and Reserve. We are all here to
help make sure that they have the jobs
that they had when they left, they
have their seniority, that they have
the ability to blend back in and assimi-
late right away into American society.
But it is the employers who are doing
this voluntarily.

Again, families and employers de-
serve a great deal of credit in helping
us win the war on terror.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman has described something very
important to our country and that is
all of us pulling together. That means
we are pulling together whether you
are part of the family and you know
your husband or loved one is going to
have to take off and spend some time
overseas and you are going to try to
pull through those difficult times, or if
your neighbors are going to help out or
relatives are going to help out. Or as
the gentleman has said, employers are
going to help out. This country has got
to pull together. We have done a lot of
that.

One thing that the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES) has worked
on so much is American businesses
pulling together. That means if you are
a business, you are a prime contractor
in this country and you can buy a piece
of material or a machine tool from an-
other country but you have the oppor-
tunity to buy one from Americans, and
employ Americans by your purchases,
create jobs in America by your pur-
chases, take a look at that and that is
something that the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HAYES) has been
encouraging our American businesses
to do. That is part of pulling together.
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We are going to have to all do that
with the same spirit that we used to
win the Cold War and World War II.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HAYES).

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the effort that the chairman has
put into that because a strong indus-
trial defense base is the key to our fu-
ture. With economic security and good
jobs in this country, then we are able
financially to support our wonderful
military.

A couple of quick things. President
Bush has stood tall for freedom in
America and freedom around the world.
He said, ‘‘Democracy is the surest way
to build a society of justice. If justice
is the goal, them democracy is the an-
swer.”” President Bush has stood tall
for our troops in Iraq. What do the
Iraqis say about what is happening?
Well, 68 percent has confidence in the
interim Iraqi Government, and 79 per-
cent think the interim government will
make things better for the Iraqis.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, men-
tioning the President reminded me of
something Saddam Hussein said, be-
cause the other day when he got to
have his say in court, which is some-
thing he never gave the people that he
oppressed, he said words to the effect
that he would not be there if it were
not for George Bush. I will not repeat
the adjectives that he used to describe
President Bush, but when he said he
would not be there if it were not for
President Bush, or words to that effect,
he was right, George Bush and about
300,000 great Americans in uniform.
The point is we have to be the leaders
of the free world. If the free world were
not led by the United States, I do not
think there would be a leader in the
free world.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, President
Bush stood up for freedom, as well he
should.

Just a couple of weeks ago at Presi-
dent Reagan’s funeral here in Wash-
ington, I had the unique privilege of
standing in line waiting to walk by the
casket of former President Reagan
with Mikhail Gorbachev.
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They called Reagan a cowboy; but
Mikhail Gorbachev, his adversary at
that time, was at his funeral saying
that that man stood up for freedom,
and he won the Cold War, just like
President Bush is standing up and win-
ning the war on terrorism and our
troops are making that happen.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HAYES). It must have taken a lot
of grit for Mikhail Gorbachev to have
all of the previous speakers or the
speakers at that ceremony talk about
how Ronald Reagan equipped him; but,
you know, he put up with that and
then paid his respects to President
Reagan. And I think there is a message
there, and that is that the goodness of
America comes through, and ulti-
mately it persuades others to follow
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the path of freedom. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments.

And I think, Mr. Speaker, we are out
of time. We would like to yield back
the balance of our time.

———
IRAQ WATCH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, as
you know, and our friends know, we
have been engaged in a conversation
for some months now with regard to
what we have come to term the Iraq
Watch; and I was very pleased to note
that my good friend and esteemed col-
league, the chairman of the Committee
on Armed Services, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER), indi-
cated in the last hour that he and other
Members were occupying, that they
would be pleased at some point, per-
haps in the future, to work out an op-
portunity for a dialogue, not nec-
essarily a debate, but a conversation
among friends with respect to Iraq and
its implications for the United States,
perhaps even combining hours. I do not
know what the rules are precisely on
that, and I do not ask for a ruling on
that right now, Mr. Speaker; but at
some point we hope to be able to do
that, hopefully for the benefit of the
membership and for those members of
the American public and others that
may be tuning in to our Special Orders.

For this evening’s opportunity, how-
ever, I wanted to begin our discussion
tonight with some references and ob-
servations over the so-called handover
of sovereignty. I think, Mr. Speaker,
you might agree that with respect to
Iraq, and unfortunately not only Iraq,
there tends to be opportunities for the
media in particular to seize on certain
phrases. They become almost phrases
of art. These phrases then substitute
for a whole panoply of analysis that
might otherwise usefully take place.

In this instance, the phrase that I am
referring to is the so-called ‘‘handover
of sovereignty.”” Handover of sov-
ereignty, what that means is not clear
to me at this stage.

What I did observe during our break
was a ceremony which took place
under very, very strained cir-
cumstances. The television news was
suddenly filled with the ominous
music, the drumbeats, the portentous
rhythms that seem to indicate that
something of spectacular import is
about to happen. Breaking news. Sten-
torian voices, a sound, and then sud-
denly we are told, well, we are going to
go to the handover of sovereignty in
Iraq. It is to take place in secret. It is
to take place with a pool reporter
there, apparently a pool camera. It is
in some secret room somewhere in the
green zone, presumably, I guess, in one
of the palaces, or what are referred to
as palaces, in Baghdad; and, suddenly,
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there is Ambassador Bremer and some
folks there with handshakes and pieces
of paper passed back and forth. No real
idea of what it is all about other than
smiles and handshakes all around.

And suddenly sovereignty ostensibly
has been transferred or handed over.
That it took place in secret, that it
took place ostensibly to prevent ter-
rorist activity from disrupting it prob-
ably speaks more about what the
handover was actually all about and
whether or not the word ‘‘sovereignty”’
might properly apply.

In both instances, I think not. There
was no handover of sovereignty. How
can there be sovereignty when you do
not control your armed forces, when
the first pronouncements of your os-
tensibly sovereign government involve
the possibility of imposing martial law
on your own people and indications
that the governing authority, that is to
say the Coalition Provisional Author-
ity under Mr. Bremer, still absent him
in person, is going to be in charge of
the military activities, presumably, ac-
cording to this handover of sovereignty
ceremony, under some kind of group
discussion terminology.

Again, I fail to understand exactly
how this ‘“‘partnership,” which was re-
ferred to between the so-called sov-
ereign Government of Iraq and the

Government of the United States
through its military, is supposed to
take place.

It is unclear to me that the questions
that I asked of Assistant Secretary of
Defense Wolfowitz in our Committee
on Armed Services hearings, unclear to
me whether these questions were an-
swered. I simply said, ‘“Who is in
charge? Who has the authority?” And
what I got was the usual dissembling
and allusions to the idea of group dis-
cussions taking place. I am not quite
sure how one responds to military situ-
ations in the arena of group discus-
sions, but I suppose it is possible.

My own thought at that time was,
and I said at that time and repeat
again tonight, that my perception was
that at the turnover of sovereignty, at
least as best I was able to understand
that term, the American military
would be set adrift on a desert sea and
would find itself in a situation of being
the first responders in an Iraqi crisis
and that we would be uncertain as to
who exactly was issuing the orders and
under what circumstances they would
be obeyed.

This constitutes, for me, a crisis of
another character, a crisis for us to an-
swer; and in that context it is clear to
me that the handover of sovereignty
amounts to little more than a propa-
ganda device meant to try to distance
the political consequences and implica-
tions of our occupation from the polit-
ical realities as the election ap-
proaches.

Obviously, people will have to make
their own minds up on that score; but
in relation to that then, among the
first pronouncements of this sovereign
government was that under consider-
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ation was a possible policy of amnesty
and that the amnesty would extend to
those people who had murdered Amer-
ican troops, those people who had been
involved in the insurgency that has
taken place since the hostilities or
major hostilities were pronounced at
an end, i.e., mission accomplished by
Mr. Bush some time ago on the infa-
mous aircraft carrier stunt.

And subsequent to that, obviously
this insurgency, again, this is a term
that has been adopted by the media
uncritically, has resulted in numerous
deaths and woundings. Most members
of, certainly, the Committee on Armed
Services and other Members of the
House of Representatives and members
of the subcommittees of the other body
have traveled both in their districts
and here in Washington and in Ger-
many to hospital situations where we
have been able to speak with and, hope-
fully, bring some measure of comfort
and support to members of the military
who have been wounded, members of
the military and others, including ci-
vilian employees. But all that has
taken place since this pronouncement
that the war was essentially over, that
the major activities surrounding the
invasion was over; and now we find
that this sovereign government is con-
templating offering amnesty to those
people.

Now, if that is in fact what this has
come to, I think the implications and
consequences are serious indeed. There
is no question in my mind that there
will be some very serious dialogue tak-
ing place in this Nation if that is what
this was all about, the opportunity for
a government that has come into being
solely as a result of the activities of
the United States of America subse-
quent to the invasion, including and
subsequent to the invasion of Iraq; and
now we find a general amnesty being
contemplated.

That was never discussed, to my
knowledge, with any members of the
Committee on Armed Services. It was
never discussed, to my knowledge, with
members of the subcommittees of Con-
gress generally as to whether or not
that was something that we could
abide. One would think that at a min-
imum this sovereign government in
Iraq would have the courtesy, if only
out of respect for those who have died
and those who have been wounded on
their behalf, to at least engage in some
form of a dialogue with the United
States in regard to that possible am-
nesty.

I see my friend from Washington is
about to ask for the floor, and I would
be happy to yield to him.

Mr. INSLEE. Well, I appreciate this,
and I would like to contrast the phony,
alleged sovereignty in Iraq with the
real sovereignty and democracy in the
United States; and this is a thought I
had while sitting on the West Lawn of
the Capitol watching the fireworks
that were so spectacular on July 4th
over the Washington Monument. And
as I was looking at the fireworks, I was
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