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the world’s oldest democracy and India 
is the world’s largest democracy. We 
are increasing bilateral trade and in-
creasing military ties through military 
exercises. We face the same threat 
from joint terrorists who are targeting 
innocent civilians unable to defend 
themselves. Terrorists attacked an In-
dian airlines plane in 1999 and stabbed 
an Indian passenger to death, and this 
same network of terrorists have be-
headed innocent people who have tried 
to help the people of the Middle East. 
This shows we are allies in the global 
war on terror and we must work to-
gether to eradicate this menace to civ-
ilization. 

In conclusion, may God bless our 
troops and we will never forget Sep-
tember 11.

f 

9/11 COMMISSION REPORT 
FINDINGS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HENSARLING). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
let me just note that I do not believe 
that anyone has had a chance, includ-
ing my colleague that was just down on 
the floor, to read the entire testimony 
or the entire 9/11 Commission’s report. 
I have just read the executive summary 
and not the entire book, as I find it al-
most impossible that anyone has, con-
sidering the fact that it was just dis-
tributed today at 11:30 in the morning. 

But let me note that there is every 
reason in the world to be concerned 
about Sandy Berger, and for my col-
league to cast any type of aspersions 
on anyone in this body for serious con-
cerns that Mr. Berger, who was the Na-
tional Security Adviser to President 
Clinton, has in some ways been guilty 
of a crime that goes right to the heart 
of the investigation of 9/11. 

Mr. Berger is accused, now he may be 
innocent, and I am not saying that he 
is guilty, but he is being accused of 
taking documents out of the archives 
of the United States that go directly to 
the issues that my colleague was just 
addressing on the floor. 

The fact that our colleague would be 
downplaying the importance of the ac-
cusation against Mr. Berger is mind 
boggling, and I hope that the public 
looks very carefully at who is really se-
rious about the security of the United 
States of America. Anyone who 
downplays the potential damage that 
Mr. Berger was doing by taking docu-
ments out of the Archives, which we do 
not know which documents, and per-
haps inadvertently losing some of them 
supposedly, this is a very serious 
charge. 

Let me note, my colleague over and 
over again was talking about the lack 
of cooperation among the intelligence 
agencies both domestic and foreign. It 
was during the Clinton administration 
under Mr. Berger that the directives 
were written and the orders were given 

that the intelligence agencies that in-
vestigate overseas, the CIA, et cetera, 
would not talk to those agencies. 
Those law enforcement agencies in the 
United States, FBI, it was there where 
that policy was made, and Mr. Berger 
was well aware of that policy. It came 
into being under his watch during the 
Clinton administration, and perhaps 
those documents that are now missing 
because what Mr. Berger has done 
could shed some light on this whole 
issue. 

No, this is very serious. It goes to the 
heart of the matter. Those people are 
downplaying the potential of what this, 
the potential atrocity that has been 
committed against the public’s right to 
know by Mr. Berger’s alleged actions. 
This is really not something that 
should be just discarded and not looked 
at as a very serious issue. 

Let me note that what I have seen in 
the 9/11 Commission report, there are 
some good suggestions in here; but by 
and large this has been an attempt to 
whitewash those specific individuals 
and the specific policies that caused 9/
11. What we have got here are people on 
both sides of the aisle, and that is cor-
rect, working together to make sure we 
do not hold people specifically account-
able. That is one of the problems in 
this town, why problems never get 
solved. That is why we never seem to 
make things better because we do not 
hold people accountable and we do not 
go back and say the policies, like I just 
mentioned, the policy during the Clin-
ton administration, which was by the 
way written and put into practice by 
Ms. Gorelick, who is on the 9/11 Com-
mission. 

Republicans suggest that Ms. 
Gorelick, who was the one who wrote 
down this directive, that there should 
not be cooperation that my colleague 
was just talking about, Republicans 
suggested maybe she is a little biased 
and should not be on the 9/11 Commis-
sion. No, we were called partisan by 
suggesting that she was biased and this 
should be a very responsible account 
rather than an account that is being 
drafted by someone who is guilty of the 
very charges that my colleague has 
just made. 

So I would think there is a lot more 
discussion we need on the issue of 9/11, 
why it happened. I would suggest that 
we need to go back at least to the Clin-
ton administration, although I will 
have to admit that some of the things 
done during the Reagan years during 
the war against the Soviet’s occupa-
tion of Afghanistan made some con-
tribution, but it was the Clinton’s ad-
ministration support for the Taliban 
and their agreement with the Saudis 
and the Pakistanis and all along their 
unwillingness to call the Taliban to 
task and to join with those against the 
Taliban that that led to 9/11 and this 
horrible attack and this war that we 
are in today.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

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

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

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Mr. MONAHAN, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate has passed 
bills of the following titles in which 
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S. 2712. An act to preserve the ability of 
the Federal Housing Administration to in-
sure mortgages under sections 238 and 519 of 
the National Housing Act.

f 

9/11 COMMISSION REPORT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized for 
half the time remaining until midnight 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, first of 
all, I would like to kind of catch up on 
some of the comments that were made 
earlier this evening by my friends on 
the other side of the aisle. 

One of our friends suggested that we 
should involve the international com-
munity here in the Iraq situation. I 
would remind her that the inter-
national community, the U.N., the 
United Nations is involved in the larg-
est scandal, the oil-for-food scandal 
that this world has seen, almost $10 bil-
lion, and it looks like our friends in 
France and Russia were involved in 
taking payoffs and taking oil vouchers 
at the very time they were taking U.N. 
Security votes, and even in the press 
accusing the United States of involving 
themselves in Iraq for the oil. 

That is the international community 
that we would like to involve. I would 
remind my friends also that the United 
Nations cannot even have a definition, 
they do not have an established defini-
tion for terrorism because Syria sits on 
the Security Council, and Syria will 
not let our neighbors be characterized 
in any way as terrorists, and yet our 
friends call for the involvement of the 
international community, meaning the 
United Nations. 

I would note that we pointed out last 
week in a similar venue that the media 
somehow has seemed to overlook this 
scandal. They go smelling around and 
looking for scandals any time the Bush 
administration makes a decision, but 
when the facts come to light in the 
United Nations’ largest scandal ever, 
they simply ignore it. 
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They also have overlooked the 400,000 

mass graves that have been found in 
Iraq and seem to be fixated on other 
problems overlooking the damages that 
were done during 35 years of Saddam 
Hussein.

b 2310 
I would like to associate myself with 

the comments by my other colleague 
from the other side of the aisle who 
said put Sandy Berger in jail. If it 
would help, I would second that and 
call for a vote immediately on the floor 
of the House. 

It looks like Mr. Berger rolled up 
documents, stuck them in his under-
wear and stuck them in his socks and 
carried them out. These were docu-
ments that related to his service dur-
ing the Clinton years and as it dealt 
with terrorism. 

I suspect then that we begin to put 
some of the facts in place as we con-
sider Richard Clarke’s testimony where 
he began to tell the American people 
that there is absolutely no evidence 
that Iraq was ever supporting al Qaeda 
ever. This is Richard Clark who was 
the head terrorism expert under Presi-
dent Clinton. 

If one looks back to his initial 
memos, immediately after 9/11, while 
the Nation is still sorting through the 
grief, Mr. Clarke is beginning to e-mail 
and memo his colleagues that we 
should begin to cover our trails. It 
looks like Mr. Berger may have been 
doing the same thing there in taking 
documents from the archives, con-
tinuing to cover trails that they felt 
like were damaging. 

But the 9/11 Commission came out 
today with their final report today, Mr. 
Speaker, and we found several signifi-
cant findings. 

First of all, they declared that there 
was no smoking gun. The 9/11 Commis-
sion’s report is very clear in its finding 
that the terrible events of September 
11 could not reasonably have been pre-
vented. The findings produce no smok-
ing gun and place blame at the feet of 
no single individual or institution. 

Furthermore, they go on to quote 
that since we believe that both Presi-
dent Clinton and President Bush were 
genuinely concerned about the danger 
posed by al Qaeda, approaches involv-
ing more direct intervention against 
the sanctuary in Afghanistan appar-
ently must have seen, if they were con-
sidered at all, to be disproportionate to 
the threat. That is on page 349 of the 
document. 

Furthermore, they commented that 
we do not believe, this is the 9/11 Com-
mission quoting, that we do not believe 
it is possible to defeat all terrorist at-
tacks against Americans every time 
and everywhere. A President should 
tell the American people no President 
can promise that a catastrophic attack 
like that of 9/11 will not happen. Again, 
history has shown us that even the 
most vigilant and expert agencies can-
not always prevent determined, suici-
dal attackers from reaching a target. 
That is quoted on page 365. 

The report goes on, Mr. Speaker, to 
establish a very clear link to al Qaeda, 
and I would remind this body about 
former Vice President Al Gore’s quote. 
You will recall that in the height of his 
emotion about 60-days ago, former Vice 
President Al Gore quoted, the Presi-
dent convinced the country with a mix-
ture of documents that turned out to 
be forged and blatantly false assertions 
that Saddam was in league with al 
Qaeda. I suspect that we should see Mr. 
Gore coming out now to say that the 9/
11 Commission was subjected to those 
same forged and blatantly false docu-
ments because the 9/11 Commission 
says that there is a clear link between 
Iraq and al Qaeda. The Commission’s 
report provides ample evidence that 
there was a strong and real link be-
tween al Qaeda and Saddam Hussein’s 
Iraq. 

Quoting from the report, page 66, it 
describes similar meetings between 
Iraqi officials and bin Laden or his aids 
may have occurred in 1999 during a pe-
riod of some reported strings with the 
Taliban. According to the reporting, 
Iraqi officials offered bin Laden a safe 
haven in Iraq. The reports describe 
friendly contacts and indicate some 
common themes in both sides hatred of 
the United States. 

Again, on page 61, the 9/11 Commis-
sion finds that bin Laden himself met 
with senior Iraqi intelligence officers 
in Khartoum in late 1994 or 1995. 

On page 66, again, the 9/11 Commis-
sion report quotes, in March 1998, after 
bin Laden’s public plot against the 
United States, two al Qaeda members 
reportedly went to Iraq to meet with 
Iraqi intelligence. In July, an Iraqi del-
egation traveled to Afghanistan to 
meet first with the Taliban and then 
with bin Laden. 

Mr. Speaker, I suspect that Mr. Gore 
should apologize to the American peo-
ple for blatant, false comments or he 
should provide the documentation for 
his rhetoric. 

The 9/11 Commission, Mr. Speaker, 
also comments on the fixation on Iraq. 
Over the past year, there have been nu-
merous reports from people in the 
media and from our friends on the 
other side of the aisle that the Bush 
administration was fixated on attack-
ing Iraq in the wake of 9/11. However, 
the Commission’s finding strongly re-
futes such a claim. 

On page 335, the Commission quotes, 
Secretary Powell recalled that 
Wolfowitz, not Rumsfeld, argued that 
Iraq was ultimately the source of ter-
rorist problems and should, therefore, 
be attacked. Powell said the President 
did not give Wolfowitz’s argument 
much weight. Though continuing to 
worry about Iraq in the following 
week, Powell said President Bush saw 
Afghanistan as the priority. 

It goes on on page 336 to quote that, 
on September 20, President Bush met 
with British prime minister Tony Blair 
and the two leaders discussed the glob-
al conflict ahead. When Blair asked 
about Iraq, the President replied that 

Iraq was not the immediate problem. 
Some members of his administration, 
he commented, had expressed a dif-
ferent view, but he was the one respon-
sible for making the decision. Again, 
the September 11 Commission finds no 
fixation on Iraq. 

Page 336, they continue speaking 
about General Franks, in quotes, 
Franks told that he was pushing inde-
pendently to do more robust planning 
on military responses in Iraq during 
the summer before 9/11, a request Presi-
dent Bush denied, arguing that the 
time was not right. The CENTCOM 
commander told us he renewed his ap-
peal for further military planning to 
respond to Iraqi moves shortly after 9/
11. Franks said that President Bush 
again turned down the request.

So our friends on the other side of 
the aisle would like to characterize the 
attacks on 9/11 as being easy to con-
template, easy to forecast, and yet, the 
9/11 Commission says it is not possible 
at all. 

There is also great testimony on the 
other side that there was absolutely no 
link between Iraq and al Qaeda, and 
the 9/11 Commission report says bla-
tantly that there was connection be-
tween the two. They also comment 
that President Bush did not have a fix-
ation on Iraq, that actually he felt like 
the problems were elsewhere, Afghani-
stan or other places. 

Finally, the 9/11 report, Mr. Speaker, 
comments about our urgent need in 
this country. It comments that perhaps 
the most powerful finding of the 9/11 
Commission is that fighting the global 
war on terror is a total call to arms. 

The Commission goes on to say that 
one of the key structural failures that 
the Commission identifies, referred to 
as a lack of imagination, that was the 
lack of the imagination of anyone in 
America to conceive that any persons 
could hate America so much as to do 
the attacks on 9/11. In failing to con-
nect the isolated pieces of intelligence 
in the past, leaders did not understand 
the urgency because they underesti-
mated the terrorists’ singular goal of 
destroying every American. 

Therefore, the September 11 report 
continues, one of the larger points that 
the Commission makes is that the war 
on terror is about killing terrorists be-
fore they kill us. 

The report said that bin Laden and 
Islamic terrorists mean exactly what 
they say. To them, that is, to bin 
Laden and the terrorists, America is 
the font of all evil, the head of the 
snake, and it must be converted or de-
stroyed. It is not in a position with 
which Americans can bargain or nego-
tiate. 

With it, there is no common ground, 
not even respect for life on which to 
begin a dialogue. It can only be de-
stroyed or utterly isolated. 

The report goes on to say that bin 
Laden said we do not differentiate be-
tween those dressed in military uni-
forms and civilians. They are all tar-
gets in the spotlight. That is, bin 
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Laden is saying that if you are dressed 
in a uniform, you are no more of a 
military target than people walking on 
the streets in any town in Iowa, Michi-
gan or New Mexico. 

Furthermore, the report goes on to 
clarify that the 1993 World Trade Cen-
ter bombing signaled a new terrorist 
challenge, one whose rage and malice 
had no limit. Again, this is the 1993 at-
tack on the World Trade Center, fol-
lowing on 10 years later with the more 
brutal attack.

b 2320 
But considering the 1993 attack 

Ramzi Yousef, the Sunni extremist 
who planted the bomb, said later that 
he had hoped to kill 250,000 people, all 
of those being Americans. 

The recommendation on page 367 of 
this 9/11 report, this bipartisan report 
that just came out today, this month’s 
long study of the 9/11 catastrophe, the 
recommendation is that the U.S. Gov-
ernment must identify and prioritize 
actual or potential terrorist sanc-
tuaries. For each it should have a real-
istic strategy to keep possible terror-
ists insecure and on the run using all 
elements of national power. 

Mr. Speaker, after 9/11, the President 
came on TV and said we must do three 
things. We must first of all uproot the 
Taliban to where they cannot continue 
to train and turn out terrorists onto 
the streets. We must uproot the 
Taliban from Afghanistan and its 
training camps. Secondly, we need to 
choke off the funding for the Taliban 
for the terrorists. Thirdly, we need to 
take the fight to them. 

Mr. Speaker, in Afghanistan we did 
uproot the Taliban and put them on 
the run. They are not able to sit and 
take shots at us because they are in a 
defensive mode moving constantly. So 
the President followed through on the 
first of his objectives. 

On the second objective, that is 
squeezing off funding to the terrorist 
groups worldwide, the President and 
members of the international commu-
nity have done a very good job. Just re-
cently, Secretary Powell reported that 
even in Saudi Arabia that the leaders 
there acknowledged within the last 30 
days that they have a tremendous 
problem with terrorism and they com-
mitted to seek to end the funding that 
Saudi nationals have given to terror-
ists. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, in response to 
the third mantra that he laid out, the 
President did take the fight to the ter-
rorists. Liberating Iraq is the right 
thing to do. He has taken the fight to 
them. He has uprooted them, and we 
have begun squeezing off their funding 
sources. Mr. Speaker, the only thing 
that could cause us to lose this war on 
terror is for us to lose our resolve. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER) at this 
time for observations that he has in 
dealing and talking with Iraqis here in 
this city this week. 

Mr. MCCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Mexico 

(Mr. PEARCE). As a member of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, 
Subcommittee on the Middle East, I 
would like to thank the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 
bringing into the committee some vic-
tims who had survived Saddam Hus-
sein’s brutality so we could personally 
hear from them. They also had with 
them a documentary filmmaker, Mr. 
Janos, who showed excerpts of his film 
interviewing survivors, the grieving 
mothers and widows of Saddam Hus-
sein’s executioners. 

It is not often that we truly get a 
chance to plumb the unfathomable 
depths of human pain, but I believe we 
experienced that in committee yester-
day. We had a chance to see a grieving 
mother whose husband was killed, 
whose children were killed, saying she 
would never laugh again in her life-
time, and praying to God for a short 
life and a merciful death so she could 
forget. 

We saw a mother break down because 
she remembered the cries of her child 
in a cell, a 6 year old, crying out that 
he had no milk, he was hungry. Well, 
he is gone and she remains to grief. We 
had a Mr. Ibraham and a Mr. Taimor. 
They were both testaments to the evil 
of the Iraqi dictator. Mr. Ibraham, a 
Shiite, had been chased through that 
country, arrested several times, housed 
in Abu Ghraib prison, and was so 
shocked by what he experienced there 
he could not speak about it, especially 
about what happened to the women. 

We also saw Mr. Taimor who had 
been shot by Iraqi executioners in front 
of a mass grave and while bleeding had 
to crawl out. 

We in this country hear much from 
many that Iraq was a mistake. I ask 
one thing of those people, I ask them 
to say it to those victim’s faces. We 
hear the hippocrits in this country say 
that Saddam was a bad man, but the 
United States should not have taken 
him from power. I ask them to say that 
to the Iraqi victims’ faces. For those 
people who believe America is the 
greatest threat to peace in the world, I 
ask them never to show their faces in 
public again. 

Whether we like it or not, what we 
are seeing internationally is a clash of 
revolutions. It is a clash of revolutions 
that is fought not upon maps but upon 
minds. It is the American revolution of 
freedom for the individual and repub-
lican forms of democracy and private 
enterprise that chased every king from 
Europe or put them on the dole, that 
has chased imperial Japanese forces 
and put a democracy in place, and the 
world is better. We have seen the Phil-
ippines that we once annexed and 
helped bring into a stable democracy, 
and throughout the globe we see people 
trying to emulate the freedom and op-
portunity we have here. 

Yet the second revolution, which is 
lot upon many, is the Iranian revolu-
tion, a revolution of extremism and to-
talitarianism perverting the peaceful 
tenets of Islam to accomplish political 

objectives. Right now our revolutions 
meet in Iraq. That is why those in this 
country who do not think deeply about 
this believe we can retreat from Iraq 
and that the only consequence will be 
the United States will have to act mul-
tilaterally. The reality is we cannot re-
treat because unless freedom and de-
mocracy are established on the borders 
of the Iranian revolution, the Iranian 
revolution will continue to be exported 
through means both traditional and 
terrorist. The stakes have never been 
greater. 

I know it is very difficult for many to 
remember that we are and remain the 
seminal revolutionary country, and 
that in many ways it is hard to admit 
we are a moral force for good in this 
world, and that absent the United 
States, what would the world be like. 

Well, we might have trouble remem-
bering that, but when I had the chance 
to ask the victims of Saddam if they 
thought any other country on the face 
of the earth could or would save them 
from his butchery, their answer was 
no, only the United States could do 
that. Only the United States would do 
that. I asked them if they thought it 
was a mistake, and they said no, that 
they believe we were a great and a good 
country for helping to save them. 

So as we engage in the debate 
through now and the election and per-
haps throughout the remainder of our 
lives, let us remember what is at stake, 
the clash of revolutions. Either we will 
prevail or we will be defeated, and if we 
are defeated, as President Lincoln said, 
we will lose the last best hope of earth. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his comments. 

Mr. Speaker, in the last year I have 
had the opportunity to meet a man in 
New Mexico and I have become friends 
with him. In looking at things he has 
in his story, I told him you have been 
in China for a very long time. 

He said yes, since the late sixties. 
I commented to him you had to be 

one of the only Americans there during 
that period of time. I said how did you 
go there? 

He very truthfully and 
straightforwardly responded, and his 
comment was, ‘‘To my internal shame, 
I was invited to mainland China in the 
late sixties because of my campus radi-
calism. I went there with the greatest 
hope to help fight the war for com-
munism and to spread it.’’ He said, ‘‘I 
was not in China more than 30 minutes 
before I realized it was one of the deep-
est and biggest scams I had ever seen.’’

b 2330 

He continued to live in China, even-
tually marrying a Chinese woman. 
They watched as her father was carried 
to the edge of town and summarily 
shot. 

Mr. Speaker, we defeated com-
munism for the most part in this world 
because of the efforts of Ronald 
Reagan. But I feel like there is as much 
lack of truth in this argument about al 
Qaeda and Iraq and the dangers that 
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terrorism presents to the United States 
and to the world today as there was 
back in the 1960s and 1970s about the 
Communist regimes throughout the 
world. 

There is much work to be done if we 
are to find freedom and liberty for 
more people. Freedom and liberty can-
not live together in the same world as 
terrorism. We are finding that out. 
What the world is going through right 
now is a decision process: Are we going 
to accept terrorism, or are we going to 
root terrorism out? Are we going to 
have liberty, or are we going to have 
tyranny? This is one of the most im-
portant discussions in our history be-
cause at this point terrorism has the 
potential to be spread worldwide. 

Terrorism has as its main focus in-
stability. The terrorists understand 
they could not militarily defeat the 
United States. Their attempt was to 
destabilize us financially. On 9/11, the 
high estimates are that over $2 trillion 
worth of losses occurred in the U.S. 
economy. $2 trillion represents almost 
20 percent, Mr. Speaker, of our total 
economy. How many countries could 
have suffered that kind of loss and still 
bounced back with an economy where 
we could be concerned about the pro-
duction of jobs? $2 trillion and over 
3,000 lives in one split second. That is 
what happened on 9/11. 

If the terrorists are not defeated at 
every turn, they have stated their in-
tent to get vials of disease, to unleash 
chemical weapons, to unleash nuclear 
weapons. Whatever it takes to defeat 
freedom, they are willing to do. Those 
attacks on freedom are going to con-
tinue to be targeted at the United 
States first because they realize that 
this country is the heart and soul of 
freedom worldwide, that this country 
is a shining light of liberty to those 
countries that would aspire to it. 

Mr. Speaker, we can make no mis-
take. We must choose sides in this. We 
cannot appease terrorists. We cannot 
act like it will get better. We have read 
into the RECORD earlier tonight an en-
tire list, two pages, double-spaced, of 
attacks into the United States or to 
United States troops by terrorists. 
Mostly those went unresponded to, but 
President Bush made a bold decision 
that we will take the fight to the ter-
rorists. He should be commended for 
his activities, Mr. Speaker, because it 
is that boldness that has forestalled 
any future attacks. 

The investments in homeland secu-
rity, the investments in our defense 
have been somewhat successful. I agree 
with the 9/11 report, though, that says 
that any President should promise the 
American people that we cannot fight a 
defensive battle all of the time. That is 
the reason I favor taking the fight to 
the terrorists. We must take the heart 
out of the fight for them. We must take 
the will to damage this country away 
from the heart of terrorism. 

Mr. Speaker, the 9/11 Commission re-
port gives us valuable information 
about this Nation’s lack of prepared-

ness, the lack of preparedness that ex-
tended across more than one adminis-
tration. I would recommend that Mem-
bers of this body on both sides of the 
aisle begin to discuss the findings of 
the 9/11 Commission, that commission 
which stated that there is a link be-
tween al Qaeda and Iraq, that there 
was no preoccupation with Iraq as far 
as President Bush is concerned, and, fi-
nally, that we must either kill the ter-
rorists or accept that they are going to 
kill us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HENSARLING). The gentleman from New 
Mexico will suspend. 

f 

PRESERVING ABILITY OF FED-
ERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
TO INSURE MORTGAGES 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the Senate bill (S. 2712) to 
preserve the ability of the Federal 
Housing Administration to insure 
mortgages under sections 238 and 519 of 
the National Housing Act, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-

lows:
S. 2712

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AMENDMENT TO GENERAL AND SPE-

CIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT. 
Under the heading ‘‘FEDERAL HOUSING AD-

MINISTRATION—GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT’’ in title II of Division G 
of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2004 
(Public Law 108–199), in the first proviso, 
strike ‘‘$25,000,000,000’’ and insert 
‘‘$29,000,000,000’’.

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 
insert extraneous material on the Sen-
ate bill just passed. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

9/11 COMMISSION REPORT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) 
may continue not beyond midnight. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MCCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to touch upon a couple 

of points that the gentleman from New 
Mexico brought up. One of them I 
think that is fascinating is the fixation 
in this country to try to split hairs be-
tween what is a collaborative tie be-
tween Iraq and al Qaeda or what is, I 
suppose, called a casual tie between 
Iraq and al Qaeda. Or whether or not 
because al Qaeda may or may not have 
been involved in Iraq to a great extent 
but other terrorists were, it still was 
unjustified. 

It seems to me, and I can only speak 
for myself on this, if a terrorist kills 
me, it is not really going to matter to 
me whether he was al Qaeda or whether 
he was some other group that was 
housed in Iraq or anything else. It is 
going to seem to me that, assuming I 
am looking down as opposed to looking 
up, I would ask the question why noth-
ing was done. Have we become that le-
galistic in this country, that for-
malistic, that blind to the reality 
around us that we do not understand 
that if a dictator hates you and a ter-
rorist hates you and they have ties, it 
does not bode well for you? 

I think that is just something that 
has grated on me for quite some time, 
how we tend to intellectualize things 
without seeing the reality, behind the 
sophistry of the arguments. It is much 
like the approach that many wish to 
take towards terrorism. Many in this 
country believe that you can cleanse 
the criminal by deeming it political. A 
murder is a murder. Kidnapping is kid-
napping. Extortion is extortion. It is 
an inherently, intrinsically evil act. 
The goal for which one engages in the 
intrinsically evil act does not change 
its nature, does not justify it. 

So when we hear many in the inter-
national community trying to justify 
the actions of the terrorists based upon 
years of colonial occupation by Euro-
pean powers, I reiterate European pow-
ers, or we hear that there are under-
lying root causes, many of which are 
valid root causes but no justification 
for the act of terrorism, we have to be 
clear in our minds, because as I said be-
fore, every single American today is 
under attack from the terrorists. The 
act of killing our fellow citizens or kid-
napping and killing our fellow citizens 
or kidnapping and killing other citi-
zens of this world is designed to prey 
upon our minds, so that we believe that 
we cannot prevail, that we tend to 
doubt that people wish to breathe free, 
that they wish to love their children, 
that they wish to grow old, that they 
wish to savor the gift of life from our 
Creator. 

Some would have you believe that 
there are people in this world that are 
unfit for democracy, that they would 
say they can never take to this forum, 
that it cannot be imposed from above. 
I believe that the thirst for democracy, 
the thirst for freedom, comes from 
within, and that what we as a Nation 
have done is created the conditions in 
which their own yearnings can be ex-
pressed and their own futures be deter-
mined, and then can they live in free-
dom. I think that if you come from 
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