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second amendment in the constitu-
tional right to bear arms with any de-
sire and need to carry an automatic
weapon. I would support my law en-
forcement officers, the peace of our
community and peace of this Nation
over any gun manufacturer any day.
Come out and show yourself. We are
the truthsayers in the place. I ask for
a debate on the assault weapons ban,
and I ask for it to be extended.
———

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

(Mr. STRICKLAND 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. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

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

———

WHY THE CAPITAL LOOKS LIKE A
BEWILDERED CITY UNDER AT-
TACK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thought
I ought to come to the House floor this
evening to explain my understanding of
why the capital looks like a bewildered
city under attack. The Members have
not seen the worst of it yet because we
have not all come to the House during
rush hour or left the House during rush
hour.

The District was put under an orange
alert while Members were away. I am
fully appreciative of the reasons for the
orange alert after the IMF and World
Bank were seen as targeted places. I
am a member of the Select Committee
on Homeland Security. I believe strong
action was necessary. What we see
around the House and the Senate are
the primitive protections, if we can
call them that.

Checkpoints, a street closure of the
only street for all intents and purposes
leaving from this part of the city to
the transportation hub of the region,
Union Station, rail, light rail, buses,
Metro, this is what you would expect if
we were under attack. If you get a red
alert, there is nothing more to do. So
we have to ask ourselves, was this nec-
essary, was there an alternative?

Let me be clear, New York has been
under an orange alert since 9/11. While
very special precautions were taken
during the Republican convention, and
I would hope so, no major street in New
York City has been closed to traffic.

During the recess I had meetings
with all the security officials, Mr.
Livingood, Mr. Pickle, Chief Gainer, to
ask what was going on and to see
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whether or not we could offer some al-
ternatives. With me also was the ad-
ministrator of the District of Columbia
representing the Mayor of the District
of Columbia.

The first thing I asked was, do we
have a citywide plan, a coordinated,
citywide security plan to protect the
Nation’s Capital. Astonishingly, we do
not. Each sector operates on its own.
The Capitol Police here in the House
and the Senate, that is one sector. The
White House sector, through the Secret
Service, the Federal agencies, that is
another sector. Finally, the Metropoli-
tan Police Department, on whom all
are dependent, no coordinated plan. So
on 15th Street, right by Treasury and
the White House, no security check-
points, no street closures, because the
Secret Service made a calculated, ana-
lytical decision that you did not need
it, that the risk was not such that you
needed to close whole streets or even
use checkpoints. Why are we having
checkpoints here?

I believe that Mr. Livingood and the
Capitol Police will shortly be forced to
do the sensible thing, not to abolish
the necessary checkpoints, but to look
at what they say are the vehicles that
concern them, larger vehicles like lim-
ousines, like SUVs, but they are
peering into each and every car so that
there is going to be traffic, as the
Mayor says, all the way to Delaware. It
is all the way, all the way to Maryland.

Mind you, the entire region is going
to be affected. Many people are avoid-
ing the area so they are clogging up 395
and downtown.

The gentleman from Ohio (Chairman
NEY) and I have spoken. He believed on
his own motion that there needed to be
a citywide coordinated plan. He has
said he wishes to have a task force
with all of the players at the table.
That is the only way we are really
going to be secure.

We have submitted alternatives that
came out of these meetings, check-
points of the kind I just described
where you, in fact, let most cars go by,
but you do, in fact, stop those of a par-
ticular size. Open First Street. We have
an alternative. Use checkpoints on
First Street. Then narrow First Street
with barricades so that cars can only
go to and fro after being checkpointed.
There is no way in which that does not
provide the kind of protection that is
needed for Dirksen and Russell, which
are on each side.

Above all, let us get down to tech-
nology. They used some low technology
for the first time, tested some low
technology for the first time after the
orange alert that had to do with ma-
nipulation of traffic lights.

I am asking Members to call my of-
fice, to let me know what their experi-
ence has been with the checkpoints and
with the closure of First Street. Some
of you are going to be absolutely exas-
perated. There are over 20,000 employ-
ees, 440 Members of the House, 100
Members of the Senate, but I need your
feedback as we try to find new ways.
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At the moment we are dealing with
19th century ways to protect the Na-
tion’s Capital. They would have used
checkpoints and barricades 100 years
ago. I think we can do better than that.
We do not want the people’s House and
the Senate to look like an armed camp.
We must protect this place not only
symbolically, but because this is where
the greatest government in the world
is, and this is where 600,000 people live.

We have all of the resources that
come with innovation because we are
Americans. That spirit of innovation is
not being shown around this Capitol. I
need Members to come forward. Let me
know what is happening so that we can
compel improvements and make this
House and the Senate look like the
people’s Congress again.

———
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KiING of Iowa) laid before the House the
following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 7, 2004.

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
September 7, 2004 at 4:50 p.m. and said to
contain a message from the President where-
by he transmits a copy of a Proclamation he
has issued entitled, “To Modify the General-
ized System of Preferences and for Other
Purposes’.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk of the House.

TO MODIFY THE GENERALIZED
SYSTEM OF PREFERENCES, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 108-211)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 502(f) of the
Trade Act of 1974, as amended (the
1974 Act”’), I am writing to inform you
of my intent to designate Iraq as a ben-
eficiary developing country for pur-
poses of the Generalized System of
Preferences (GSP).

I have considered the criteria set
forth in sections 501 and 502 of the 1974
Act. In light of these criteria, I have
determined that it is appropriate to ex-
tend GSP benefits to Iraq.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 7, 2004.
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A FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
without amendment a bill of the House
of the following titles:

H.R. 5005. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2004, for additional dis-
aster assistance.

———

MAJOR TOPICS IN THIS FALL’S
ELECTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, there
seem to be three major topics which
will be determining factors in this
fall’s elections, and these are: the con-
flict in the Middle East, the economy,
and values in cultural issues. I will at-
tempt tonight to discuss each one of
these areas, hopefully in a somewhat
accurate, factual, and dispassionate
manner. I will start with the situation
in the Middle East.

One thing that we often notice as we
watch the nightly news is relatively
little discussion of Afghanistan; and by
almost any measure, Afghanistan has
been a major success. The Taliban has
been removed from power, the Soviet
Union left Afghanistan after several
years of war, unable to conquer the
Taliban; and we took them out in a
matter of weeks with a loss of roughly
100 troops. The terrorist training
camps have been destroyed. Terrorist
funding in Afghanistan has been large-
ly disrupted, and the terrorist leader-
ship has been rendered largely ineffec-
tive throughout that whole country,
which is roughly the size of Texas. The
country is reasonably stable and has
been stabilized with a very small coali-
tion force of approximately 15,000
troops, again in a country the size of
Texas.

This is a remarkable achievement.
The Loyal Jurga, the constitutional
convention, has been accomplished.
Even with all of the rival warlords and
tribal factions, they did come up with
a constitution that is pro-democracy
and seems to represent all factions
within the country. So it was a re-
markable achievement.

Karzai is certainly a very effective
leader. They will have general elec-
tions on October 9, and certainly
Karzai will have some opposition. But
if he is elected, and I think that he will
be, we will have a very powerful ally.
And I think most people would have to
say that this was an almost unheard of
accomplishment in a period of a little
over a year and a half. So Afghanistan
has been a truly amazing accomplish-
ment and one that I think that we can
be very pleased with.

There are still some negatives there.
There still is somewhat of an opium

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

crop, and that has to be dealt with. A
few hundred Taliban and al Qaeda
forces are still active, but most have
been driven back into the mountains.

Iraq, of course, is another subject;
and we have heard that discussed by
two or three other speakers on the
House floor this evening. There is no
question that there is a great deal of
controversy about weapons of mass de-
struction, and there is no question that
some of the intelligence that we have
received regarding weapons of mass de-
struction has not been accurate.

I would say that most of the Mem-
bers of this House at one time or an-
other were invited over to the Pen-
tagon, and we went over in groups of 10
or 15 or 20 or 30, and we were shown
aerial reconnaissance photos of Iraq.
Most of these were satellite photos.
They were remarkably clear. You could
read a license plate from outerspace
because of the clarity. We were told,
and I believe that the people giving us
the briefing absolutely believed what
they were saying, that this building
here was where anthrax was being cre-
ated, this was where foot and mouth
disease was being experimented with,
these trucks were going here, and these
ammunition dumps were here and so
on.

The problem was that our intel-
ligence on the ground was very ineffec-
tive. We were relying heavily upon
Iraqis for our information, and many of
those Iraqis had an axe to grind. They
wanted to get rid of Saddam Hussein;
and, therefore, whether they delib-
erately did it or not, I do not know, but
obviously some of the information that
we received was not very accurate. So
this has been certainly a major con-
cern.

However, Great Britain, the Soviet
Union, and most U.N. countries had
very similar intelligence, and that is
why we had 17 United Nations resolu-
tions based on the assumption that
Iraq had weapons of mass destruction.
So this was certainly not a miscalcula-
tion that was done by the United
States alone.

One of the main difficulties that we
had was that intelligence spending in
our country was cut during the 1990s;
and, as a result, the expenditures on in-
telligence were roughly cut in half, and
that certainly reduced our capabilities.
So there is plenty of blame to go
around, and many people have been
busy pointing the finger over the last
several months. However, the key issue
at this point is not what happened in
the past, but where do we go from here.

While I was in the Middle East, I had
a conversation with a young captain
from Nebraska, my home State, and
this young man’s name was Christ
Ferdico; and he said two things that
made sense to me. First of all, he said,
you know, it is better that we fighter
terrorists here in the Middle East than
fight them in the United States. So he
was saying that by being on offense, we
have occupied the terrorists’ attention
and resources, and there is no question
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that we have. Some people have said
we have made the world a more dan-
gerous place. But, obviously, the finan-
cial resources, the military resources,
a lot of the planning has been diverted
from this country and other countries
to the conflict in the Middle East, so
we have not had an attack in this
country since 9/11. It does not mean we
will never have another attack, but it
certainly means that we have, to some
degree, diverted some of the attention
from this country.

The second thing this young man
said to me which I found to be inter-
esting and I believe to be true, he said,
I hope the American people do not lose
patience. We tend to be a very impa-
tient Nation. We want our problems
solved yesterday. We sometimes do not
want to pay a very great price to
achieve something. And so the impa-
tience of the American people cer-
tainly is a concern. Again, we heard
some of that debate earlier from some
of the other speakers.

We have lost at this point approxi-
mately 1,000 soldiers in Iraq. One is too
many, and every one of those soldiers
from my district that have been lost I
have attempted to call their wives,
their husbands, their parents and talk
to them personally. It has been very in-
teresting because I thought at some
point I would run into bitterness or run
into acrimony. Certainly there was sor-
row, but there was also pride in every
one of those phone calls. Every one of
those families said, you know he really
believed or she really believed in what
he or she was doing. They were really
proud of the effort, and we are very
proud of them and their willingness to
sacrifice.

In the Civil War, Mr. Speaker, we
lost roughly 400,000 troops. At Antie-
tam it was 20,000 in one day. During
World War II there were approximately
450,000 soldiers who died. In Xorea,
roughly 50,000. In Vietnam, 60,000. In
those two conflicts we really do not
have much to show in any way by way
of accomplishment. That is not true
with this particular conflict that we
are involved in today.

So, again, I do not want to in any
way minimize the sacrifice of those
1,000 soldiers; but it is important his-
torically to keep this in perspective in
terms of what has been accomplished
and in terms of the loss of life, which
has been relatively small when you
look at all of the wars that have been
fought over the history of our Nation.

A few months ago, I talked to sol-
diers in Afghanistan, in Kuwait, and in
Iraqg. We visited the hospital in
Ramstein, Germany, Landstahl, where
most all of the casualties, the seriously
injured troops from the Middle East
were taken, and then more recently
here at Walter Reed. I was really
amazed at how positive they were.
Some had been seriously injured. Some
had even lost limbs, arms or legs. The
prevailing sentiment was that they
wanted to get back to their units.

Now, many of them would not be able
to do that. And I thought at some point
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