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Class action lawsuit reform, we
passed with 50 Democrat votes. Their
leader, out of step with her own Mem-
bers, voted no.

REAL ID Act, 42 Democrats voted
yes. Their leader voted no.

Permanent repeal of the death tax.
What happened? Forty-two Democrats
voted yes. Their leader voted no.

Continuity of government, bipartisan
support for this, included 122 Demo-
crats voting for it. They thought it was
the right thing to do. Their leader
voted no.

The agenda on the left is all about
no. No action, no results, no ideas. And
we on the right, we the Republican ma-
jority, are acting. We are moving for-
ward. We are trying to do what is right
for all Americans, not just say no.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. We have a news-
paper here in Washington, D.C. It is
called The Hill. Today there was an ar-
ticle, Progressives to Unveil Their Core
Principles. The article talks about how
some of the liberal Members in the
House felt sidelined, and I am quoting,
“‘felt sidelined as more centrist Demo-
crats have chosen to side with Repub-
lican leadership on several issues.”

I would suggest to the gentleman
that the reason so many Members of
this body do talk with us, side with us,
work with us, vote with us to pass this
legislation, is because it is what Amer-
ica wants to see happen. It is what
their expectation is and the legislation
they want to see.

Mr. MCHENRY. That is a wonderful
way you put that. We are trying to
take a consensus agenda on what the
American people need and want and
the direction this country wants to
continue heading. And that is more
local control, individual ownership and
responsibility, keeping more of what
they earn to help their families, help
their communities, help raise their
children and improve small businesses
around this country.

I certainly appreciate the gentle-
woman from Tennessee taking the time
to be here tonight to discuss our agen-
da, not a Republican agenda but an
agenda for America, to do the right
thing for all American people. That is
what we are trying to do. My constitu-
ents back home in western North Caro-
lina certainly have those same ideals
in mind. I am sure yours do as well
there in Tennessee. I thank the gentle-
woman for hosting this hour.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I thank the gen-
tleman so much for being here this
evening. I think one of the things that
we have seen is that so many Members
of this House have supported tax relief
for every taxpayer. They know that
this majority has supported tax relief
for every single taxpayer, not for just a
few. And, true, we have targeted that
relief to those at the lower end of the
earning scale and that is an important
thing to do.

In the past few years, we have also
reduced income tax rates across the
board. We have eliminated that death
tax. We hope that the Senate works
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with us, making this a permanent
elimination.
We are allowing businesses, we

talked about small businesses and jobs
creation, allowing businesses to deduct
more for their equipment, for their de-
preciation, for their leasing, so that
they can up those capital expenditures.
We are seeing capital investment in-
crease and jobs growth take place.

For States like my State, Tennessee,
and others that do not have a State in-
come tax, we have passed a bill restor-
ing the Federal sales tax deduction. In
my State in Tennessee, that is putting
hundreds of millions of dollars back
into our State economy. It is a great
thing. It is a great thing for Main
Street. We know that it is the right
thing to do, to be sure those dollars
stay at home. The last thing we need
to do is to take more out of somebody’s
paycheck, more out of their pocket-
book, and turn around and send it here
to Washington, D.C. to try to decide
how we are going to send it back.
Leave it at home.

The tax relief for individuals and for
small businesses has paid off. We start-
ed with a recession in 2001 and now we
are entering the 256th month of steady
jobs growth. Twenty-five months.
Since May 2003, this economy, not the
government, not Washington, D.C., but
this wonderful free enterprise system
in this great Nation has created nearly
5 million new jobs. The reason we see
this jobs growth is not because govern-
ment is creating jobs, it is because this
leadership in this Congress, in this ad-
ministration, understands create the
right environment and get out of the
way. Let the free enterprise system do
what they do best, which is create jobs.
Over the past couple of years, 25
months, an average of 146,000 jobs a
month. We have got historically low
unemployment and we have got steady
growth.

We have led on tax relief. We have
led on the effort to eliminate waste,
fraud, and abuse in government and on
the effort to cut Federal spending. We
passed a budget, despite outcry from
the left, that allowed a .8 percent,
nearly a full percent cut in budget au-
thority in non-defense, non-homeland
security spending.

An issue I know my constituents care
deeply about is the growing problem of
illegal immigration. We have taken a
strong stance on this issue and have
made a terrific start with passage of
the REAL ID Act. We are funding more
border agents. Our list goes on and on,
100 ways, in 100 days.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to be here to visit with my col-
leagues tonight. We look forward to
continuing the conversation and to
continuing to work on a positive, pro-
gressive, proactive agenda for America.

————
ANNOUNCING FORMATION OF OUT
OF IRAQ CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FITZPATRICK). Under the Speaker’s an-
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nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I am here
this evening to talk about something
new and wonderful that has happened
in the Congress of the United States of
America. I am here to talk about a new
caucus that is named Out of Iraq Cau-
cus. I am here to talk about the men
and women of this House who have de-
cided they can be silent no longer. I am
here to talk about men and women who
represent various points of view rel-
ative to support for the President from
the time that he first announced he
was going into Iraq to now. I am here
to talk about why we have formed this
caucus, what we plan to do, but more
than that this evening, we are going to
focus on our soldiers and those who are
in Iraq serving this country, those who
are there in harm’s way, those who
have been killed in Iraq, those who are
up at Walter Reed Hospital suffering
from serious injuries, having lost
limbs, having lost their eyesight, those
who do not know what the future holds
for them.
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We are going to focus on that this
evening because it is extremely impor-
tant for the families of these soldiers
to know and understand that we sup-
port these soldiers. We Kknow that
many of them went there because they
were called to duty. They were re-
cruited to go to Iraq because their
President asked them to do so, and
they wanted to serve this country de-
spite the fact they did not understand
all of the reasons why. Many of them
went to serve because they thought
that Saddam Hussein was responsible
for 9/11. But, of course, we know now
that Saddam Hussein was not respon-
sible for 9/11, and many of the soldiers
know that now.

So this caucus has been formed. We
have 61 members, and they are still
adding on. We met this morning at 10
a.m., and we will continue to meet as
we develop our mission statement, as
we help to define who we are.

Basically, we have come together to
say we want out of Iraq. We want out,
and this caucus is not putting a time
certain. This caucus has not concocted
demands about how we want to get out.
We simply want our young people out
of Iraq. So we will provide support to
other Members of Congress, other cau-
cuses who want to get out of Iraq. We
will provide support to the citizens of
this Nation, the organized national
groups who want to get out of Iraq.

We will organize not only coming to
the floor as we are this evening to talk
about various aspects of this war. We
will also organize workshops and semi-
nars. We will travel, some of us, to dif-
ferent regions in this country, respond-
ing to citizens who are asking for Mem-
bers of Congress to come and explain
this public policy to them. We will be
available to meet with the families of
servicemembers who have been Killed,
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who have been injured. We have fami-
lies who are asking to meet with some-
body, anybody. We have people who are
asking to meet with Donald Rumsfeld,
who cannot get any response, who are
not being talked to. We are going to
meet with them. We are going to talk
with them. We are going to share with
them what we know.

But more than that, we are going to
be an ear to family members who need
to talk with someone about why their
son or daughter died in Iraq. We are
going to spend the time and give them
some attention because we think that
the least that we can do is sit and talk
and listen to family members.

Some of them will say that they are
very proud that their child or their son
or their relative served in this war, and
we will commend them for the pride
that they feel and the fact that their
relative, their child, their brother,
their father served. Some will say that
“I once support the war but I no longer
support it.”” We will listen to them, and
we will hear what they have to say.
And we will explain to them how we
feel at this time about getting out of
Iraq.

And so this is a caucus that will have
the ability to extend itself not only to
the organized groups and organizations
but again to the family members.

I would like to point out something
about this war. We have heard many of
the statistics and much of the data
over and over again. But we have to re-
mind folks we have been there now
since March 19, 2003. We have 1,722 sol-
diers who have died in this war, and
the numbers mount each day. The
number of soldiers injured: 13,074. We
have many Members of Congress from
both sides of the aisle who are going up
to Walter Reed Hospital to see the sol-
diers there who are injured, and the
stories that we hear coming back from
those visits break one’s heart. These
are stories of young men and women
who had hopes and dreams. Many of
them went to war because they had no
jobs. They did not know what the fu-
ture held for them, and they thought,
Perhaps if I go and serve my country
and get an income, perhaps I can do
good. I can not only serve my country,
but perhaps I can get ahead. Perhaps I
can learn a trade. Perhaps I can learn
something. Perhaps I can exploit some
of my talents and show what I can do.
But when I come home, I want to go
back to school. I want to go to college.
I want to get married. I want to have
children. I want to contribute to my
community.

Well, unfortunately, these 1,722 will
never be able to realize their hopes and
their dreams. They have died. But the
question still remains for many of us,
Why are we in Iraq? What is the real
story? We know now there are no weap-
ons of mass destruction. Why are these
young people dying?

I want to relate an interview that I
watched on television this past Sun-
day. This past Sunday, as many folks
in America do, I watched some of the
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great television shows, and I was
watching George Stephanopoulos as he
interviewed the Secretary of State,
Condoleezza Rice. And he interviewed
her. They talked about, of course, the
work that she is doing in the Middle
East, working with the issue of Israel,
the Palestinians.

But then he segued to the war in
Iraq. And he said to Condoleezza Rice,
‘“As you know, there has been a lot of
talk back here in the United States
about these Downing Street memos,
the minutes of a meeting with Prime
Minister Tony Blair in the spring of
2002 where they discuss their meetings
with the United States.”” And then he
said, “I want to show you what one
mother, Cindy Sheehan, the mother of
a U.S. soldier, had to say about that
memo this week.” And then they
showed Cindy Sheehan, mother. She
said this: ‘“‘The so-called Downing
Street memo dated the 23rd of July,
2002, only confirms what I already sus-
pected. The leadership of this country
rushed us into an illegal invasion of an-
other sovereign country on prefab-

ricated and cherry-picked intel-
ligence.”

And then George Stephanopoulos
said to the Secretary of State,

Condoleezza Rice, ‘“‘How do you respond
to this, to what Mrs. Sheehan said?
How do you respond to that?”
Condoleezza Rice started out with her
explanation. She started out by saying,
“Well, I can only say what the Presi-
dent has said many, many times. The
United States of America and its coali-
tion decided that it was finally time to
deal with the threat of Saddam Hus-
sein.” And she went on with the typical
kind of discussion and explanation in
line with the message that is given by
this administration. Along the way,
she said, “When you consider what the
Iraqi people had gone through in the
Saddam Hussein regime’s reign, what
about the responsibility to the Iraqi
people?”’

I was struck by this conversation be-
cause not one time did the Secretary of
State, Condoleezza Rice, acknowledge
Cindy Sheehan, who had been on the
screen with the question that was
raised by George Stephanopoulos. Not
once on Father’s Day did she say, we
are sorry your son died, we feel your
pain, we understand how you must feel.
Not once did she recognize her. Not
once did she recognize the death of her
son. Not once did she show any sym-
pathy. But oftentimes we hear from
this administration how much they
care about the soldiers.

Well, the Out of Iraq Caucus is going
to show not only do we want them out
of Iraq but we care about them. We will
never fail to acknowledge a mother
who is in deep pain about the loss of
her son. Not ever will we be on na-
tional TV and not take a moment to
say we too care about our soldiers. No.
This conversation basically focused on
our responsibility to the Iraqi people.

My first responsibility is to Ameri-
cans and to those American soldiers.
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My first responsibility is to their safe-
ty. My first responsibility is to their
well-being. My first responsibility is to
acknowledge them and their families
and their parents. And my responsi-
bility, as a public policymaker, is to
tell the truth. We all know now there
were no weapons of mass destruction.
We cannot tell these young people why
they are really there. We cannot tell
them that there is an exit strategy. We
cannot tell them why many of their
friends that they met in this war died
in vehicles that had no armor. We can-
not tell them why they died up in
Fallujah. We cannot tell them why
they died in Operation Lightning. We
cannot tell them what they are doing
in Operation Spear.

We hear all of these fancy, concocted
names for the operations, but what we
do not hear is the definition of why
they are doing what they are doing.
Are they simply being organized into
these special operations to try to send
a signal to the American people that
they are really in charge? What are
they to do when they go into these bat-
tles and into these special operations?
Are they to shoot whatever moves?

We Lknow that, yes, thousands of
Iraqis have died because we have young
people in these special operations, Op-
eration Lightning, Operation Spear,
operation this, operation that, who
were told to shoot anything that
moves. Many of them cannot live with
the psychological damage that is fos-
tered upon them because they are
shooting and they are killing and they
do not have all of the answers.

So today we focus on our soldiers,
and we say to Cindy Sheehan we are
sorry about the loss of her son and we
thank her for caring enough to ask the
questions, to be involved. We are try-
ing to get public policymakers to do
the right thing. So tonight, as we fur-
ther announce the Out of Iraq Caucus
and the Members who have signed up
to do the work of providing the plat-
form of creating the voice for those
who want to speak out, we focus to-
night on our soldiers in Iraq. Our pray-
ers go out to them. We want them to be
returned home. We want them to real-
ize their dreams and their hopes and
their aspirations.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY), who has
been on this floor night after night
talking about these issues, the gentle-
woman from California that basically
said we want out of Iraq; administra-
tion, tell us how you are going to do it.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California for
starting tonight’s dialogue.

It is true. I have been on the House
floor, I think, 79 times, maybe 80 in the
last year for 5 minutes after the end of
our workday, of our congressional day.
And my message has been we need to
figure out how to bring our troops
home. Never in that message have I
said it is the troops’ fault that we are
there and that they are to be criticized.
We are not going to pick on the war-
riors. We are not going to blame them
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because their leadership, their admin-
istration, sent them there to do a job
that was not necessary.

The death of over 1,700 of our troops
does not say to me that to honor those
deaths we need to send more troops, we
need to have more death.

O 2030

I do not think that honors those who
have died. I think that, in fact, it is a
shame that we would even think of
sending another young person, male,
female, another older person, our Na-
tional Guard, our Reservists, into an
area that we did not need to be in in
the first place. There is no excuse for
the United States to have started a war
in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, our Constitution states
that Members of Congress must be cho-
sen by the people of the United States
and that Congress must represent the
people of the TUnited States. That
means that we as Members, Members of
Congress, need to act and listen to the
people when they speak. Well, I have
been speaking for 80 days, every time
we are in session, for 5 minutes, but
now the American people are speaking.
They have spoken.

The latest Gallup poll released last
week indicates that the American peo-
ple are ready for our military in Iraq to
start coming home. They are saying,
bring our troops home. They say this,
and some actually supported the war at
the beginning, but now, like the three
of us up here, they want to honor our
troops, they want to honor the families
of our troops, they want to bring them
home safe and whole.

When I say whole, I know what I am
talking about. Two years ago, I had
major, major back surgery at the Be-
thesda Naval Hospital. And when I was
able to walk, I walked the halls and
visited the troops that had come home
then. It was August 2 years ago, SO
they were just beginning to come home
from Iraq. I want to tell my colleagues,
we are not talking about people that
are hardly wounded at all, we are talk-
ing about young people who have vir-
tually been destroyed physically. Their
minds are there, though. They know
what happened. But we are doing such
a disservice to them if we send more
young people, more troops in an area
where they too are going to get injured
or killed.

Nearly 60 percent of Americans be-
lieve that the United States should
bring home some or all of our troops
from Iraq, and the Gallup poll tells us
that only 36 percent of Americans sup-
port maintaining our current troop
level in Iraq. Only 36 percent. This is
the lowest level of support for the war
since it began in March 2003, and no-
body is saying we do not support our
troops. They know these statistics are
all about bringing them home because
we do support them, and we know that
when they come home they will be
safe. It is absolute in these numbers
that Americans are not criticizing the
troops, the warriors; they are criti-
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cizing the war, how we got into it, how
badly it has been managed, and why
there is absolutely no plan on how to
bring our troops home.

The American people have stated
loud and clear, and their numbers are
increasing also; the more they see what
is happening to their neighbor, a friend
of their son or their daughter, they are
realizing that, oh, my, it can happen to
any single one of these young peobple
that we send overseas for a war that
was not necessary in the first place.
The only way to end this death and de-
struction that occurs every single day
is to start the process of bringing our
troops home. Clearly, the American
people are way ahead of Congress on
this issue.

Unfortunately, the President of the
United States is way behind on the
issue of Iraq. We have asked the Presi-
dent to come up with a plan for ending
the war. He has not. He has no plan for
victory, except to leave our troops in
harm’s way as targets for a furious in-
surgency who look at our sons and
daughters as occupiers. What, then,
should Members of Congress do?

Well, I have been working hard on
this, as the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia told us. For one thing, I came up
with a plan in January when I intro-
duced legislation that is H. Con. Res.
35, calling for the President to begin
bringing our troops home. Thirty-five
Members of Congress support this leg-
islation. And then we continued this ef-
fort on May 25 by introducing an
amendment to the defense authoriza-
tion bill calling on the President to do
this simple thing: Create a plan for
Iraq and bring his plan to the appro-
priate House committee. Mr. Speaker,
128 Members of Congress, including five

Republicans and one Independent,
voted in favor of this sensible amend-
ment.

It is clear that the United States
must develop a plan to bring our troops
home. That is the only fair thing to do
for the people of this country but, most
importantly, for the troops. They de-
serve to know when they get to come
home, and their families deserve it
equally.

I have loved being up here with my
colleagues. I am proud to be a member
of the Out of Iraq Task Force in the
House of Representatives. It is not that
we want to run away from anything;
we certainly believe that when the
United States pulls our troops home,
that we do have a responsibility and we
must be working with the Iraqis to
help them with their failing economic
and physical infrastructure. We know
that we can help them with that, but
we know we cannot do it while we are
in the midst of destroying their cities
at the same time we are trying to put
them back together. First, we bring
our troops home, then we work with
the Iraqi government and we help them
put their country back together.

We are also proud of the Iraqi citi-
zens who went to the polls and voted,
but we are also very clear that what
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they were voting for was the fact that
they wanted their country back in con-
trol by the Iraqis, not by the United
States military. As soon as we do this,
we can start working with them, and
we can work with the international
world, get them all involved, so we can
be doing the right thing for Iraq and
the Iraqi people who are also being de-
stroyed by this war.

So I thank the gentlewoman for let-
ting me be a part of this. My colleagues
will hear more from us. We have a lot
of ideas, but our major idea is two
words, ‘‘troops home,” in honor of
those young men and young women
and the Reservists and the National
Guard who are doing something that
they were told they must do; and they
are serving their country the best that
they can, but they are getting very
poor guidance from the leaders of this
country.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY), not only for
being here this evening, but for all of
the work, all of the hours, all of the
time that she has put into this effort.

I now yield time to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE), who too has
been a leader in opposing this war. She
warned us early on that we should not
just give permission to the President of
the United States to go to war without
understanding what the reasons were
and without having that debate. So,
unfortunately, our debate is taking
place a little bit late, but it is taking
place.

I would like to thank the gentle-
woman from northern California, the
Oakland area, (Ms. LEE), for all of her
work and for being here this evening.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS) for her leadership
and for really seeing the wisdom and
knowing that this is a defining mo-
ment to bring us all together in our
Out of Iraq Caucus.

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WATERS) has recognized the fact
that there were those who voted for the
war and those who voted against the
war, but we know what is going on
with our young men and women now,
and so the gentlewoman decided to
bring us all together to try to help us
figure out how to get out of this mess.
I think the country owes the gentle-
woman a debt of gratitude.

Also, to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY), I just want to
say to her, sometimes she is the lone
voice in the wilderness. Sooner or
later, though, if you call it the way it
is and stick with your principles and
stick with what you believe is right,
people will hear you; the country will
hear and the world will hear, and I
think that is what we are seeing now.
So I just want to thank her for her
leadership as well.

Mr. Speaker, so often we get caught
up in the rhetoric of our positions and
what we believe, and oftentimes forget
about the human face and the toll of
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such a war, such an illegal and im-
moral war.

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WATERS) so eloquently talked
about the callousness and the insen-
sitivity of this administration toward
those who have died and who are risk-
ing their lives, when Secretary of State
Condoleezza Rice did not acknowledge
the sacrifices and the pain that a cou-
rageous mother, Cindy Sheehan, must
be feeling.

As the daughter of a veteran of two
wars, I feel this, and I understand this,
and I think that our administration,
whether they have children in Iraq or
not, I think that they should stand up
for these young men and women and
feel their pain and try to help figure
out how to first say, I am sorry; and
secondly, say, let us begin to figure out
how we develop a plan and begin to
bring our young men and women out of
harm’s way.

Mr. Speaker, that is how we really
support our troops. Empty rhetoric
does not work when young men and
women are dying.

So let me just say, I visited the
troops, I guess it was probably a couple
of years ago at Walter Reed Hospital.
This is the untold story of this war.
There are thousands of our kids who
will be disabled for life, thousands of
our young men and women who lost
their limbs, who cannot see, their faces
have been blown off. It has been a fi-
nancial difficulty; they have come
back to the lack of financial and eco-
nomic security. Some of them are los-
ing their houses, they have lost their
jobs, their credit cards. And we serve
on the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices and we know how the credit card
companies are messing with them in
terms of their debt and the bankruptcy
issues.

They come back and, upon their re-
turn, they see that they have very lit-
tle in terms of veterans benefits. They
have long lines they have to wait in.
The mental health services are almost
nonexistent. We know what post-trau-
matic stress syndrome is. Our young
men and women need mental health
services like they have never needed it
before. Yet, we cannot get legislation
nor funding to provide this kind of care
for our kids, and I think that is a
shame and a disgrace.

Mr. Speaker, I went to a funeral of a
young man who was Kkilled in my dis-
trict in the war, and it was unbeliev-
able. This young man was a proud sol-
dier, and I was so proud of him, because
he was determined that he was going to
go and serve our country and wave the
flag and make sure that democracy
prevailed in Iraq, and he honorably
died, and it was very sad. But his fam-
ily told me that while they may not
have agreed with what he wanted to do
in terms of going into the military,
that they supported him going; they
loved him and they missed him, but
they wanted to get more involved in
trying to help us figure out a way to
ensure that no more kids are Kkilled

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

like this. I hear this over and over and
over again. I think all of us here hear
that over and over again.

But yes, we went and we bombed the
heck out of Iraq, so we have I think a
duty and a responsibility to help re-
build and reconstruct the country. But
as the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WOOLSEY) said, we need to first
begin to develop a plan to get our
young men and women and bring them
home, get them out of harm’s way, be-
cause they are the targets of the insur-
gency. I do not believe there is going to
be any stability as long as the Iraqi
people believe and see that their coun-
try is occupied by U.S. forces. So we
are putting them and keeping them in
harm’s way.

So we need to bring them home, and
we need to figure out a plan to do that
as soon as possible.

Also, let me just say that in the
Committee on International Relations,
a committee upon which I serve, we
had authorized or reauthorized the
State Department Reauthorization Act
a couple of weeks ago. So I tried to
offer an amendment for withdrawal,
and I think there were 12 or 13 votes for
that. But then I decided that since the
President and since Secretary Rice
continued to say that we do not want
to permanently occupy Iraq, we do not
want permanent bases, I said, well, let
me do an amendment to the State De-
partment authorization bill and all it
would say is we just do not intend to
have permanent bases in Iraq. Well, I
think, on a bipartisan vote, it got
about 15 votes there.

Mr. Speaker, I share that because we
hear the administration saying, no per-
manent presence, no permanent bases;
vet we see just the opposite in terms of
funding and appropriations and begin-
ning to create this scenario to build
permanent bases. So we have to ask
the question: What is really going on?
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We know that the administration
misled the American people and the
world that there were no weapons of
mass destruction in Iraq. We knew that
then. Now, I think the Downing Street
memo and the other facts are coming
out so that the public will understand
what we said then, we knew that there
was no connection between Saddam
Hussein and al Qaeda and 9/11 and Iraq.

We knew that then, but now, thank
God for the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. CONYERS) and the hearings that we
are holding. We are beginning to edu-
cate the American people so that they
know what we knew. And I think peo-
ple are listening, people are beginning
to say was this worth it? Was this
worth it? Was this worth over 1,700 of
our young people being killed, count-
less number of Iraqi civilians being
killed, $300 billion-plus, and I think De-
fense Appropriations just had another
$45 billion in it, that was not with my
vote, but to that, some voted for the
other day, and so where does this end?
Where does this end?
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And so I just wanted to say tonight
in closing that we need to insist that
the administration announce that they
will develop a plan for bringing our
young men and women home, announce
a plan for stabilizing and to help bring-
ing in the international community to
stabilize Iraq, and this means the
international community in a real
way.

And we need to make sure that the
administration says to the American
people that there will be no permanent
bases in Iraq. Because, if we do that,
we are going to be up to trillions of
dollars in terms of this war. And I hate
to see that happen, because here we
have people who are homeless, we have
young kids who need a decent edu-
cation, and we need affordable housing,
we need a universal health care sys-
tem.

And we need to take care of some do-
mestic needs. With the war going on
like this and with billions and billions
of dollars being spent, especially if we
intend to have permanent bases, we
will never meet our domestic needs and
the responsibility that we owe to our
American citizens.

So I thank the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WATERS) for her leader-
ship and for making sure that all of us
come to this floor and call it like it is
and tell the truth, and begin to beat
that drum and begin to wake up Amer-
ica so that we can save our kids from
being bombed and from the suicide at-
tacks and from the violence that they
are dealing with in such an honorable
way.

These kids are courageous, they de-
serve our support, and they deserve our
support in a real way. And that means
our support by insisting that they
come home so they can be with their
families and get the type of care that
they need.

Ms. WATERS. I thank the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE). We
appreciate so very much the work that
she has been doing and her wisdom and
early warnings about this war.

Next, I would like to call on the Con-
gressman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL), who is a veteran who knows a lot
about war because he served.

He is a gentleman who has been un-
settled about this war for months. And
he has taken many opportunities to
ask what we are doing. When are we
going to have a discussion? When are
we going to speak out? When are we
going to have hearings? What is going
on with this?

Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank
him for raising those questions. I want-
ed to thank him for being a part of
what we are attempting to do with the
Out of Iraq Caucus. And I welcome him
this evening to this discussion.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I just
want people to know that the whole
country is not run by distinguished
women from California. But I certainly
do appreciate the leadership that you
have taken. God knows how much bet-
ter off our country would have been if
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we had recognized the brain power that
we have with minority women in this
country. But we have that to work on.

I do not know where to start, because
there are certain people that believe
that we are not supporting the troops
when we are anxious that they return
home well to their families.

But I can say that I visited those
that have been wounded. I have the
369th. They call themselves the Hell
Fighters. They are a National Guard
outfit. They have been to the Persian
Gulf. They have been to Iraq. I am al-
ways there when they leave. I am al-
ways there when they come home. And
I want the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS) to know that they
appreciate what we are doing for them.

What people do not understand when
they talk about the patriotism of our
fighting men and women, they are so
right, unlike those of us who have a re-
sponsibility to participate, whether we
are going to have peace or war for our
great Nation, any veteran will tell you,
when that flag goes up, you are in the
military, you salute it. You do not
challenge the military. You do not
challenge the President. You do what
you have been trained to do, and that
is to destroy the enemy.

And so no matter how patriotic our
men and women are, and they are that,
bringing them home to their loved ones
means we are patriotic too.

I remember when I first enlisted in
the Army. I was 18 years old. I had not
finished high school. Spinning my
wheels. Did not know which way to go.
Saw the uniform, saw the check, could
send the check home to mom; my
brother had before me. Seemed like a
pretty good deal.

Now, no way did I know that in Au-
gust of 1950 I would be sent to Korea,
which I am embarrassed to admit I had
no idea where it was, to engage in a po-
lice action, which did not sound too
bad to me, being a policeman. I went
there in August of 1950 and guess what?
The Second Infantry Division that left
Fort Washington to go there is still
there today.

Getting into wars in countries is a
heck of a lot easier than getting out of
them. And so in that war, we did not
even declare war. You know, it was a
police action. It was the United Na-
tions. It was Truman telling us to go.
The majority of our outfit, they were
either killed or captured.

And since I had an opportunity to be
exposed about education, I felt for
those who God blessed to allow to live,
that we had a special obligation not to
allow that to happen to other people’s
kids. Here we have a situation where
people who have served their country
and joined the Reserve have been
called up two and three times. Families
have been broken. I remember when I
introduced my draft bill the first time,
I got a call from Senator HOLLINGS
from South Carolina.

He says, you are worried about mi-
norities and poor folks. You better
start thinking of my Reservists. Fami-
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lies are being broken. People have al-
ready served and being called two and
three times. Wives are complaining,
the employers have not called them
since their favorite employee was twice
called up to serve the country. Tuition
has not been paid. Marriages have been
broken.

And then you take a look at the
other side, the Charlie Rangels all over
the country, different colors, different
backgrounds, different languages, some
not even citizens, but spinning their
wheels and hoping for a better way of
life, getting an education like I got
with the GI bill. Where do they come
from?

Well, just ask the Pentagon. They do
not come from communities that chief
executive officers live in. They do not
come from kids with families of those
in the White House or in the Pentagon.
As a matter of fact, I have talked with
some of the private marketers that are
hired by the Pentagon, and as someone
says, they rob banks because that is
where the money is. They fish because
that is where the fish are. They recruit
where the hopeless are in terms of un-
employment.

I asked the question, Do most of
them come from areas of high unem-
ployment? Yes, that is where they re-
cruit. It makes sense. Now we have not
got the retention. People are not being
retained. People are not volunteering.
You would think that if the President
of the United States believes that, and
that fighting terrorism in Iraq is in our
national defense, what a speech a
President could gave to all of America.
I could hear it now.

If we do not bring freedom and lib-
erty to every country that seeks it, if
we do not have regime change where
we do not like people, if we do not
bomb and invade and superimpose our
government, then our country would be
jeopardized. So what are you asking,
Mr. President? We are asking all of you
not to allow the poor to just carry on
this fight. This is a fight for freedom
and liberty; you should be so proud to
enlist.

So you make a plea to the poor, to
the middle class and to the wealthy, to
the men and women of this country
that love it. Volunteer. Instead, what
do they say when they do not meet
their quotas? Well, the $10,000 for 3
years did not work, so we doubled it to
$20,000. Now it is $30,000. So do not
worry, Mr. President, it is going to be
$40,000, and we will get those kids one
way or the other.

And now we have got parents saying,
do not do that to my kid. He loves us.
If T were offered $40,000 at 18 years old
off the street of Harlem, I would ask
how many years can I take? I mean,
that is a lot of money even with infla-
tion being what it is today.

It seems to me that we should not
need a draft if Americans thought we
were doing the right thing. Makes
sense to me. You would leave your job
in the Congress if you are young
enough. If there is something I can do,
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I will do it because this country has
been extremely good to me.

But I know one thing, that for all of
the people that are talking about that
they are supporting the war, I ask one
question: Would you put your kids in
harm’s way to indicate your support
for this war? It seems like it is so easy,
when I was a kid for someone to pick a
fight, and then when it is time to go to
fight, they said I will hold your coat.
That is what America is doing today.

Do not tell me that these young peo-
ple want to fight, I suppose those peo-
ple being drafted do, that would be an
insult to all of the heroes and sheroes
that have been drafted, or at least the
men that have been drafted that de-
fended this country. But the truth of
the matter is that if we have a draft, if
we had a draft, we would not be in Iraq
today.

If we had a draft, we would not be
rattling swords in North Korea. If we
had a draft, we would not be threat-
ening Syria and Iran. We would go to
the international community with the
strength of the United States of Amer-
ica and persuade those countries that
terrorism is not just an American prob-
lem, it is an international problem, and
with mutual respect, sit down and talk
with them to see how we can bring
peace to the Middle East.

This is going to be one of a series of
nights that we know how awkward it is
to be against the President when the
Nation is at war. But that is true of so
many things that happen that we are
not proud of. It is so easy not to stand
up. It is so easy to say, I hope they
know what they are doing in Wash-
ington. It is so easy to hope that every-
thing is going to work out okay.

But we have had a lot of problems in
this country because people are wait-
ing for someone else to do something.
And I think as our numbers grow that
we will soon make it comfortable for
people just to ask the question: Why
did we go in the first place? Was there
a plan which projected for the 21st cen-
tury to go to knock off Saddam Hus-
sein before 9/11? Did everyone that was
in the Cabinet that has written books,
Clark did, Woodward who wrote the
book on this, did O’Neill, who was Sec-
retary of the Treasury when they said
that after 9/11, the President was com-
mitted to go after Saddam Hussein,
even though there was no evidence that
they should go that way?

You hear more about the papers from
England, the intelligence reports that
we have got to show that even the Brit-
ish intelligence indicated that was the
route that we were going. We find now
all of the reasons that were given were
not true. And as you hear us over and
over, and listen to the priests and the
nuns and the ministers and the imams
and the rabbis recognize that all we are
talking about is not defending our
country, we have got a new standard
now.

O 2100

You do not go to war just when you
are attacked. You do not go to war just
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when you have imminent danger of
being attacked. Now, subjectively, we
can go to war to avoid the attack being
imminent. That subjective standard
will no longer be just ours. It will be-
long to North Korea, South Korea. It
will belong to India and Pakistan, and
the moral value of the greatest democ-
racy that has ever been created would
be shattered just because no one stood
up.
Well, we have seen what happened in
history and we want to make it very
comfortable for you not to get involved
politically but to listen to the facts.
And at the end of the day, when
Condoleeza Rice and the President are
asked, and maybe some Democrats, if
you knew then what you know now,
would you have committed this great
country to war? Because all you got
out of it is a pretty crummy election
even by Florida standards, and the fact
that we have no clue as to where we are
going to get additional troops to stay
there until they get their act together
or to train them.

So I thank the three gentlewomen
from California and especially, well,
not especially, because all of the gen-
tlewomen are giants in this. And one
day, and I hope one day soon, the peo-
ple who held us in suspicion because we
are standing up, and we have to thank
God that we have constituents that
allow us to do it, that the least that we
can say that we have done is to create
an atmosphere where good people can
stand up when they know in their
hearts that they are doing the right
thing.

Ms. WATERS. I want to thank the
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL) and ask him to remain for a col-
loquy if he has a few moments with all
of us here. I thank the Members for fo-
cusing our discussion tonight on our
soldiers and helping to remind people
that these are real human beings, as I
said before, with hopes and aspirations.
And when they die, not only are those
hopes and aspirations gone, but the
family members are left devastated
and destroyed by these deaths, and we
have got to do more to slow our sup-
port for them.

It is not their fault if they are there.
They answered the call for many rea-
sons, some of which the gentleman de-
scribed so wonderfully well in his pres-
entation. Some people looking for just
a job, for income. Some folks looking
to serve their country, to answer the
call for whatever reason. And what we
have got to be sure about is that we do
not allow these sacrifices to be taken
lightly.

For example, we hear some Members
saying, who wish to support the war, to
continue to support the war, saying all
they show on television are the bomb-
ings, the suicide bombings. All they
show are the deaths and the destruc-
tion. They do not show the good stuff.

Well, I get very upset when I hear
that, because what they are literally
saying to me is that somehow the loss
of lives of our soldiers should take sec-
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ond place or third place to some news
about perhaps cleaning up a street
somewhere. I cannot say news about
new electricity or clean water or
schools or any of that, but they simply
say over and over again, all they show
are these suicide bombings; they do not
show the good stuff.

Well, I do not like hearing that be-
cause, again, they are relegating the
loss of lives to some secondary status.
And tonight we draw attention to the
importance of the soldiers, how we are
proud of them and their families. And I
mentioned earlier that in this inter-
view on Sunday with Mr. Stephan-
opoulos and Condoleeza Rice, even
though he drew her attention to Cindy
Sheehan, the mother who had a com-
ment who had been here in the Con-
gress trying to raise the discussion, he
drew her attention to her and some-
thing she had said and Condoleeza Rice
never acknowledged her, never said she
was sorry about the death of her son,
never gave any attention to the fact
that this woman in pain was attempt-
ing to create this discussion.

So tonight there is a mother who has
not been answered, who has been try-
ing to get some response from Donald
Rumsfeld. Now, the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) has
put together a letter to Rumsfeld say-
ing, please talk to her. Not only has
she been knocking down the door, mak-
ing the telephone calls, she is talking
about other mothers and other fami-
lies. Please talk to her. Please respond
to her.

I signed on to that letter today. We
are going to encourage all the members
of the Out of Iraq Congressional Caucus
to sign on to that letter. But I would
like to ask all Members here tonight,
do you think that we should not only
join as the Out of Iraq Caucus in ask-
ing Donald Rumsfeld to respond to Ms.
Sheehan and perhaps other mothers
and families, should we not have an or-
ganized way by which they really are
talked to, that they have an oppor-
tunity to even come to Washington?

If we can offer $40,000 to their chil-
dren to come to Iraq, can we not help
them to come to Washington and be
recognized and talk with them, not
just in ceremony, not just one day per-
haps out of the year; but when they say
they need some answers that they want
to know, should not we encourage Don-
ald Rumsfeld and Condoleeza Rice and
this administration to be more sen-
sitive, more sensitive?

Ms. WOOLSEY. Well, I do not want
to be a cynic but is not Donald Rums-
feld the same individual who was
stamping his names on letters to fami-
lies when he was sending his condo-
lences to them when their family mem-
ber had died in Iraq? He needs a lot of
training on how to be compassionate.

I think it is a very good idea that we
send that letter, but I do not think we
should be surprised that that is the re-
action that Cindy Sheehan has gotten
from Condoleeza Rice and from Donald
Rumsfeld.

H4885

There seems to be something missing
in the picture, and that is compassion
and really understanding what this
means to those who are fighting the
war and the families of those who have
lost their loved ones and who are get-
ting loved ones back who are totally,
totally wounded, both physically and
mentally. So yes, we should do that.

Mr. RANGEL. Let me try that. Sup-
pose they did call and the mother
would say, Would you remind me as to
why my beloved child lost his or her
life? Would they say because Saddam
Hussein was a mean, evil man when we
have so many mean and evil people in
this world? Would they say that we
wanted to show them what democracy
really is and they had an election?
Would they say that we want to bring
order to this part of the world? Would
they say that, and we are prepared to
do this further, the President’s inau-
gural address and speeches he has
given?

How would they answer about the
weapons of mass destruction if the be-
reaved asked?

Suppose they asked, Was this con-
nected with the attack of 9/11? What
would they say? Suppose they said,
well, Whatever happened to Osama bin
Laden? Was he not the villain, or did 15
of the 19 terrorists come from Saudi
Arabia? Suppose they asked, What
were you doing tip-toeing through the
gardens at the ranch with the Crown
Prince of Saudi Arabia?

Suppose they asked, Why did the
Saudis get special treatment in leaving
the country to go to Saudi Arabia? I do
not know. Maybe, just maybe, we
should not ask a mother to get those
kind of answers. And just maybe, we
should not have to lose a child to chal-
lenge those type of answers.

Ms. WATERS. Those are certainly
tough questions and, of course, just as
Condoleeza Rice gave the framed mes-
sage that she always gives when she is
speaking publicly, Saddam Hussein was
a terrible man, Saddam Hussein was a
threat to the United States. Now, the
Middle East will be better off without
Saddam Hussein. Those are the kind of
answers I suspect that she would give.
But I think when Condoleeza Rice is on
national television in an interview
where millions of people are watching,
and you have a mother who is shown on
television raising a question and you
do not even take the time to acknowl-
edge that mother, to say, Ms. Sheehan,
I am sorry about the loss of your son.

Ms. LEE. I have noticed this adminis-
tration is so detached, totally detached
from the impact and the ramifications
of what they have done in terms of
their policy, their warmaking policies.
Remember, Secretary Rice was one of
the chief architects of this war. Per-
haps it is very difficult for her to real-
ize that being one of the chief archi-
tects of this war, that Cindy Sheehan
lost someone that her policies were re-
sponsible for.

So I think not only should we en-
courage Secretary Rumsfeld to meet
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with them, we should insist on that.
The Defense Department, the Pen-
tagon, and the White House, they owe
these families an audience. They owe
them an audience.

And the gentleman from New York
(Mr. RANGEL) asked the questions that
would be very difficult, I think, for this
administration to respond to if, in fact,
Cindy Sheehan asked those questions.
But I believe they have paid the su-
preme price and they deserve the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretary of
State and all of those who crafted this
war, they deserve to meet with them to
hear from them, and these parents need
that audience and that is the minimal
thing that we should insist on.

Mr. RANGEL. I tell you as a lawyer
and someone that would advise some-
body, I would not ask them to ask to
see Secretary Rumsfeld.

Members have to remember this is
the same person that told the whole
country that he did not know whether
we were winning or losing the war. Is
that something to tell someone?

He said that it is a slog, whatever the
heck that is. And he said something
that he was so right in, that he really
did not know whether we were creating
more terrorists than we were killing.
And we can answer him, and the world
can, because we lack the sensitive so-
phistication to understand that a life is
a life, whether it is an American,
whether it is an Iraqi, in the tens of
thousands and sometimes the hundreds
of thousands.

I talked with Colin Powell about this
and I asked him, How do you train a
young patriotic soldier to go to a for-
eign country to kill terrorists that you
do not know what they look like, what
uniform they wear, what language they
speak, and you can only react when
you are being fired upon? Can you
imagine how many terrorists we create
when these cowardly people go to a
school, go to a hospital, go to a mosque
and fire at our troops? And those who
have served would know, you have no
option except to destroy where that
fire is coming from. And if you destroy
innocent people, we no longer call that
human life. You know what we call it?
Collateral damage.

Ms. WATERS. Well, Cindy Sheehan
has already made the inquiry. She had
made calls. She has written the letter
and now she has asked the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
to help her. He started to circulate a
letter, which I signed, and I would like
to encourage others, because we are
not encouraging her to start this. She
has already been doing it. And she is
simply put out with the fact that she
can get no response, no returned tele-
phone calls, anything. And I think that
we should give her some support.

In addition to that, I do think per-
haps one of the things we should look
at further is support for all the fami-
lies who have questions, because what I
am hearing is families are not being
told how their children died. They get
the message that it has happened, but
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when they start to ask for details and
particulars they are not getting it. And
as they put together these budgets,
these budgets ask for whatever they
think it is they need. And I think it is
time to include in the budgets some as-
sistance to the families, that they can
at least be respected enough to be
given the information, for somebody to
sit down and talk with them and an-
swer the questions, tell the truth. They
may not get the truth. They may not
get the questions answered in the way
they want to, but I think we are going
to have to try to work at forcing that
to happen.
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I am awfully sorry that our time has
expired. I see two more Members just
entered the room. The gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATSON) and the
gentleman from New York (Mr. TOWNS)
just entered the room and I know that
they wanted to be part of this.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| am honored to rise tonight with my distin-
guished colleagues in the newly formed Get
Out of Iraq Caucus. We stand together in this
hallowed place to advocate for the majority of
Americans who believe that President Bush
must get our men and women home from lIraqg.
It was the great politician and diplomat Adlai
Stevenson who said: “Patriotism is not a short
and frenzied outburst of emotion but the tran-
quil and steady dedication of a lifetime.” |
want to thank each and every American who
believes strongly in this cause for making that
dedication and speaking out about what you
believe to be wrong for our great Nation.

| want start off by reading a very telling
quote: “War should be the politics of last re-
sort. And when we go to war, we should have
a purpose that our people understand and
support.” This quote was made by none other
than former Secretary of State Colin Powell, a
senior member of the Bush Cabinet leading up
to the war in Irag. The truth is that this war
was not a last resort, and it most certainly
does not have the full support of the American
people. The truth is that this Administration
has continuously changed the truth about their
motives for going to war. First they said it was
about weapons of mass destruction, then
when we found out the truth that there weren’t
any in Iraq, they said the war was now about
Saddam, and today they tell us it's about es-
tablishing democracy in Iraq. The real truth is
that this Administration has no real plan, they
had no plan before going to war, they have no
plan to get out of this war and most dan-
gerous they have no plan to win this war. The
truth is that our men and women of the Armed
Forces are the ones caught in the middle, the
ones who have to fight and risk their lives in
a war that has not end in sight.

Earlier this week | offered an amendment to
the Defense Appropriations bill which would
have increased funding for training the Iraqi
National Army by $500 million. This Amend-
ment would have doubled the amount of
money appropriated for training the Iragi Na-
tional Army within the Iraq Freedom Fund.
However, Mr. Inslee’s amendment to lift the
$500 million cap on funds for training the Iraqi
National Army was accepted into this Appro-
priation. Therefore, | will work with Chairman
YOUNG and Ranking Member MURTHA to in-
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sure that additional funds are appropriated for
training the Iraqi National Army. The Jackson-
Lee and Inslee amendments reinforce the
point that the best way to get U.S. troops out
of Iraq is to train the Iragi troops to take care
of their own nation. Clearly, more money is
needed to not only train these inexperienced
troops to defeat the insurgency, but also to
pay troops to enlist in this new army despite
the obvious danger they face. At this time of
increased danger for our troops, this Amend-
ment reiterates the fact that we need to be
transferring more responsibility upon the Iraqgis
to take care of their nation and develop a plan
to remove our U.S. troops.

To this date at least 1,783 members of the
U.S. military have died, 152 from the State of
Texas alone, since the beginning of the Iraq
war in March 2003. Since May 1, 2003, when
President Bush declared that major combat
operations in Iraq had ended, at least 1,585
U.S. military members have died. There have
been at least 1,909 coalition deaths in Iraq,
which means that more than 93 percent of the
coalition deaths have come from the U.S.
Armed Forces. This President told us that
there would be an international coalition going
in to fight the Iraq War, the truth is that it is
our troops and our troops alone who are on
those front lines suffering mass casualties and
the burden of this war.

Just last month | wrote to President Bush
respectfully requesting him to rescind and re-
peal the Defense Department rule that bars
public viewing of the flag-draped coffins of fall-
en soldiers upon their arrival back to the
United States in the spirit of patriotism, honor,
and respect for the service that they have
given. This overly restrictive rule contravenes
the First, Ninth, and Tenth Amendments to the
United States Constitution as well as the prin-
ciples of due process and equal protection as
it relates to the decedents, their families, and
each American who wishes to honor one who
has fought for his or her Nation. In addition,
this rule violates the Freedom of Information
Act by arbitrarily narrowing the scope of mate-
rial that may be accessed under the law.
While the stated objective of this policy is to
protect the privacy of the decedents’ families,
its effect reaches unjustifiably broad and in a
manner repugnant to the foundations of the
democracy in which we live. The American
public has been allowed to view and honor
fallen soldiers of wars dating as recently as
the Persian Gulf War in 1990-1991 under
prior Administrations of both political parties.
The current policy is clearly deceitful to the
American people, who deserve to know the
full truth about the War in Iraq.

When our American troops are the ones
fighting abroad, it is our military families who
must also suffer. They wait every day and
night hoping to hear from the loved ones,
praying that they are not put in harm’s way,
that they may come home soon. Too many
families have not been so lucky, finding out
the news of a loved one’s death is not only
emotionally traumatizing it can have long term
effects for the family that may never be re-
paired. Such is the case with the family of
Army Spc. Robert Oliver Unruh a 25-year-old
soldier who was killed by enemy fire near
Baghdad on September 25th of last year.
Unruh was a combat engineer, who had been
in Irag less than a month when he was shot
during an attack on his unit. Several days after
learning of his death, his mother had gone to
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the hospital complaining of chest pains, Ham-
ilton said. She was feeling better the next day
but saw her son’s body Saturday morning and
collapsed that night in her kitchen. The poor
woman literally died of a broken heart, her be-
loved son killed in action, the emotion of it all
was just too much for her to take. There is
also the story of the Danner family in Branson,
Missouri who had to spend this last Father's
Day sending their father off to War in Iraq.
Col. Steve Danner will be heading to Fort
Riley, Kan., on Monday to begin training be-
fore he begins a two-year tour in Iraq with the
Army National Guard 35th Support Command.
At 52, Danner isn’t hesitating to fulfill his duty,
but said it's going to be tough to leave his
family. “I'm as ready as I'm going to be,” Dan-
ner said. “My main regret is my youngest
daughter is going to be a senior at Branson
and I'll miss her softball games and probably
her graduation next year. We have to recog-
nize it's a reality. I've done this a lot of years.
I's my turn again.” Danner’s wife, Katie, said
she was “shocked” when she learned her
husband would be headed to Iraq. “I knew
there was always a possibility, but you would
have thought, at his age, that the war wouldn’t
be at a point where they would need his tal-
ents,” she said. The Danners have four chil-
dren, Aryn Danner Richmond, 29, of Phoenix,
Andrew, 20, Alex, 19, and Audrey, 17. Katie
Danner said they understand why their father
needs to leave, but “I don’t think they really
know what it will be like for Dad to be gone.”
It's a true shame that loyal soldiers like Col.
Steve Danner have to be called up at the age
of 52 because of this war and the current re-
cruiting shortage. It's stories like that that
make my heart ache and that strengthen my
resolve to defend the rights and welfare of our
American soldiers and their families.

We must all stand as champions for our
men and women fighting abroad. These sol-
diers who bravely reported for duty, they are
our sons and our daughters, they are our fa-
thers and mothers, they are our husbands and
wives, they are our fellow Americans and they
deserve better than the predicament that this
Administration has placed them in. Many of
these soldiers are now themselves standing
up and demanding answers about this war.
One such brave individual is Sgt. Camilo
Mejia, whose case | know that many tremen-
dous anti-war organizations have championed.
Camilo spent six months in combat in Iraq,
and then returned for a 2-week furlough to the
U.S. There he reflected on what he had seen,
including the abuse of prisoners and the killing
of civilians. He concluded that the war was il-
legal and immoral, and decided that he would
not return. In March 2004 he turned himself in
to the U.S. military and filed an application for
conscientious objector status, for this he was
sentenced to one year in prison for refusing to
return to fight in Irag. He has eloquently stat-
ed: “Behind these bars | sit a free man be-
cause | listened to a higher power, the voice
of my conscience.” He was finally released
from prison on February 15th of this year. |
applaud this young man for making a con-
scious decision not to fight in a war he does
not believe in, it's a disgrace that this young
man who truly is a conscientious objector was
treated like a criminal.

Time and time again this Administration has
said that there are no plans for a draft, that we
have an all-volunteer Army, but all of us know
the real truth that there is in effect a back door
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draft taking place. Individuals who have been
out of the Armed Forces for years and many
who were told that they had fulfilled their com-
mitment are now being taken away from their
families and put in this war. Under the Penta-
gon’s “stop-loss” program, the Army can ex-
tend enlistments during war or national emer-
gencies, about 7,000 active-duty soldiers have
had their contracts extended under the policy,
and it could affect up to 40,000 reserve sol-
diers depending on how long the war in Iraq
lasts. The Army has defended the policy, say-
ing the fine print on every military contract
mentions the possibility that time of service
may change under existing laws and regula-
tions. lts just cowardly to hide behind fine print
when it comes to peoples lives being at stake
in this war, every day their tours are unjustly
extended is another day they risk their lives.
However, many of these individuals are now
fighting back against this injustice, rightfully
asking why they, who have already proudly
served their Nation, must now be recalled for
a war that has already claimed too many
American lives. Fewer than two-thirds of the
former soldiers being reactivated for duty in
Irag and elsewhere have reported on time,
prompting the Army to threaten some with
punishment for desertion. The former soldiers,
part of what is known as the Individual Ready
Reserve (IRR), are being recalled to fill short-
ages in skills needed for the conflicts in Iraq
and Afghanistan.

The military families know the helplessness
that many of their loved ones serving in Iraq
feel because they are being given no voice in
this war they are being told to fight. An article
in the Christian Science Monitor article written
in July 20083, almost two years ago when this
war was still in its infancy, had a number of
very telling quotes from U.S. soldiers in Iraq.
One soldier said: “Most soldiers would empty
their bank accounts just for a plane ticket
home.” Another soldier, an officer from the
Army’s 3rd Infantry Division said: “Make no
mistake, the level of morale for most soldiers
that I've seen has hit rock bottom.” The open-
ended deployments in Iraq and the constantly
shifting time tables prompted one soldier to re-
mark: “The way we have been treated and the
continuous lies told to our families back home
has devastated us all.” In yet another Army
unit, an officer described the mentality of
troops: “They vent to anyone who will listen.
They write letters, they cry, they yell. Many
sometimes walk around looking visibly tired
and depressed. . . . We feel like pawns in a
game that we have no voice [in].” These
quotes were taken almost two years ago, |
can only imagine how these soldiers and oth-
ers like them feel seeing that this war is still
going on and with no real end in sight. These
quotes individually are sad, but collectively
they represent a pattern and unfortunately
once again it is our men and women in the
Armed Forces who are paying the price.

Even members of this Administration who
orchestrated this war have their failures in this
war. L. Paul Bremer, has said “horrid” looting
was occurring when he arrived to head the
U.S.-led Coalition Provisional Authority in
Baghdad on May 6, 2003. “We paid a big
price for not stopping it because it established
an atmosphere of lawlessness,” Bremer said.
“We never had enough troops on the ground.”
Prior to those comments he had also stated
last September that: “The single most impor-
tant change . . . would have been having
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more troops in Iraq at the beginning and
throughout.” He said he ‘“raised this issue a
number of times with our government” but ad-
mitted that he “should have been even more
insistent.” Even Defense Secretary Rumsfeld,
the architect in many ways for this war admit-
ted U.S. intelligence was wrong in its conclu-
sions that Iraq had weapons of mass destruc-
tion. “Why the intelligence proved wrong [on
weapons of mass destruction], I'm not in a po-
sition to say,” Rumsfeld said. “I simply don’t
know.” When asked about any connection be-
tween Saddam and al Qaeda, Rumsfeld said,
“To my knowledge, | have not seen any
strong, hard evidence that links the two.” With
leadership such as this, how are our troops
supposed to have any confidence in this Ad-
ministration and their handling of this war??

This Administration is creating new veterans
everyday by sending our soldiers to lIraq,
meanwhile it has done nothing to help—the
courageous veterans we already have here in
our Nation. There are over 26,550,000 vet-
erans in the United States. In the 18th Con-
gressional district of Texas alone there are
more than 38,000 veterans and they make up
almost ten percent of this district’s civilian pop-
ulation over the age of 18.

As soldiers return home from serving in Iraq
and Afghanistan, perhaps the most disturbing
trend is their inability to find jobs because of
their veteran status. Take the story of Staff
Sgt. Steven Cummings from Milan, Michigan.
Cummings’ wife took out two mortgages and
the couple accumulated $15,000 in debt dur-
ing his 14 months overseas, because his sal-
ary was less than he was making as a civilian
electrical controls engineer. Looking back,
those almost seem like the good times. In the
year since he’s been home, Cummings has
been laid off from two jobs. While other rea-
sons were given for the layoffs, Cummings
thinks both were related to his duty in the
Michigan National Guard and the time off it re-
quires. Like some other veterans who have re-
turned from Afghanistan and Iraq, he is strug-
gling to find work. “I don’t know what I'm
going to do now. I'm in the exact position |
was when | came back from lIraq,” said
Cummings, a father of two. “I'm 50 years old
and | have a mortgage payment due. I'm tired
of it.” Cummings, a member of the 156th Sig-
nal Battalion who did telecommunications work
in the Iraqi cities of Baghdad and Mosul, said
he is surprised to find himself in this predica-
ment. Cummings said he thought he was re-
turning to Gentile Packaging Machinery Co.,
where he worked for 11 years in Bridgewater,
Mich., but he was told he was laid off the first
day he was back to work, he said. Cummings
said he considered suing the owner, but fresh-
ly home from war, it just seemed over-
whelming to do so because he felt “dev-
astated, betrayed, worthless.” A few months
later through a veterans program he was able
to get work at Superior Controls Inc., in Plym-
outh, Mich. But, he said he was laid off from
that job on May 20. He said he was told the
company was downsizing, but he believes it
was because he complained about a company
policy that said it could not promise to hire re-
turning veterans from war. Some are changed
by war, and find the civilian jobs they had be-
fore are no longer as meaningful. This has
also been the case with Cpl. Vicki Angell, 32,
who was assigned to the 324th Military Police
Battalion out of Chambersburg, Pa. She gave
up her job as a customer service supervisor at
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an equipment company to serve in Irag, and
it took her a year to find a job she was happy
with as an editor at The Sheridan Press in
Hanover, Pa. “You send out a lot of resumes.
You try to do everything you can do, but it's
really hard to account for the time you are in
Iraq, and really to try to make that, the things
you were doing in Iraq relevant to what an
employer is looking for today,” Angell said.
Sgt. Benjamin Lewis, 36, who also lost a step-
son to the War in Iraq, was a civilian chef who
worked at a restaurant in Ann Arbor, Mich.,
that burned down while he was deployed in
Iraq with the Michigan National Guard, said
some employers directly told him they could
not hire him because he could be deployed
again and needed weekends and time off in
the summer for drilling. Others, he said, asked
if he struggled mentally because of his time at
war. He got so desperate he considered re-
turning to Iraq with a new unit. It is because
of cases such as these and many others
throughout our nation that | am a proud co-
sponsor of H.R. 1352, the Veterans Employ-
ment and Respect Act offered by my col-
leagues Representatives ALLYSON SCHWARTZ
and JOE SCHWARz. This vital legislation al-
ready has 161 Congressional cosponsors and
would give companies up to $2,400 in tax
credits for each veteran from the Afghanistan
and Iraq wars that they hire. Unfortunately, we
may be able to give companies incentive to
hire recent war veterans but it seems we can
not get this Administration to put the same ef-
fort in looking after our veterans in the first
place.

As soldiers return home from serving in Iraq
and Afghanistan the need for medical care, liv-
ing assistance, and disability benefits are
steadily increasing. This puts a strain on an al-
ready-overburdened Veterans Administration,
which has not been adequately funded by the
Bush Administration to meet these challenges.
The fact is that more than 30,000 veterans are
waiting six months or more for an appointment
at VA hospitals, and there are more than
348,000 veterans on the waiting list for dis-
ability claim decisions. This President has long
ignored pressing domestic concerns for a war
that did not need to be fought and for which
so many good American men and women
have given their lives.

It was our second President John Adams
who aptly said: “Great is the guilt of an unnec-
essary war.” Unfortunately for our nation, our
current President has not felt the weight of this
guilt, for if he had our loved ones in the Armed
Forces would be home now. This Administra-
tion told us that the international community
would join us in lIraqg; they said the world
would be a better place because of this war
and then they said major combat in Iraq was
over. Today as we see our men and women
every day giving their lives in Irag, we know
that this war has only caused a greater divide
between our nation and the international com-
munity, this war has only increased hatred for
our nation, it has not made us safer as prom-
ised, it has in fact put us in greater danger.
President Abraham Lincoln speaking after the
conclusion of the Civil War, gave a vision for
our nation that | hope we can follow today, he
said: “With malice toward none; with clarity for
all; with firmness in the right, as God gives us
to see the right, let us strive on to finish the
work we are in; to bind up the nation’s
wounds; to care for him who shall have borne
the battle, and for his widow, and his orphan-
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to do all which may achieve and cherish a
just, and lasting peace, among ourselves and
with all nations.” Before | conclude | would like
to take time to read some of the names of the
soldiers from Houston who have given their
lives in Iraq and honor them with a moment of
silence.

Spc. Adolfo C. Carballo, 20, Houston, Texas
Died: April 10, 2004, Baghdad, Iraq.

Pfc. Analaura Esparza Gutierrez, 21, Hous-
ton, Texas Died: October 1, 2003, Tikrit, Iraq.

Spc. John P. Johnson, 24, Houston, Texas
Died: October 22, 2003, Baghdad, Iraq

Spc. Scott Q. Larson, 22, Houston, Texas
Died: April 5, 2004, Baghdad, Iraq.

Sgt. Keelan L. Moss, 23, Houston, Texas
Died: November 2, 2003, Al Fallujah, Iraqg.

Pfc. Armando Soriano, 20, Houston, Texas
Died: February 1, 2004, Haditha, Iraq.

Cpl. Tomas Sotelo Jr., 20, Houston, Texas
Died: June 27, 2003, Baghdad, Iraq.

Staff Sgt. Brian T. Craig, 27, Houston,
Texas, April 15, 2002, Afghanistan

Capt. Eric L. Allton, 34, Houston, Texas
September 26, 2004, Ramadi, Iraq.

Capt. Andrew R. Houghton, 25, Houston,
Texas August 9, 2004, Ad Dhuha, Iraq.

Lance Cpl. Thomas J. Zapp, 20, Houston,
Texas November 8, 2004, Al Anbar Province,
Iraq.

Cpl. Zachary A. Kolda, 23, Houston, Texas
December 1, 2004, Al Anbar Province, Iraq.

Staff Sgt. Dexter S. Kimble, 30, Houston,
Texas January 26, 2005, Ar Rutba, Irag.

Pfc. Jesus A. Leon-Perez, 20, Houston,
Texas January 24, 2005, Mohammed Sacran,
Iraq.

(Moment of Silence.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, we have spent
over $200 billion so far on the war in Iraq. Ac-
cording to the Congressional Budget Office, by
2010, our expenses might be as much as
$600 billion.

The two hundred billion dollars we have
spent so far would be enough money to pro-
vide health care for the 45 million Americans
without health insurance.

That two hundred billion dollars would per-
mit us to hire three and a half million elemen-
tary school teachers.

That two hundred billion dollars for the war
in Iraq is going on America’s credit card and
that goes right to the deficit—a debt to be paid
by our children and grandchildren.

All this might be worth it if we had some-
thing to show for it. | think two hundred billion
dollars for peace and democracy is a bargain.

But we haven’t gotten peace and democ-
racy. That two hundred billion has bought us:
over seventeen hundred dead Americans; an
unknowable number of Iraqi civilian deaths; a
dysfunctional country that cannot move its po-
litical process forward; a new haven and prov-
ing ground for anti-American extremism; a
wellspring of mistrust from longtime friends
and allies around the world; and a devastating
erosion of American leadership and credibility.

So what are we still doing there? The Presi-
dent says we are pursuing our “ultimate goal
of ending tyranny in our world.” But the Presi-
dent has dragged onto a path that, at best,
muddles that message.

We are building our nation’s largest em-
bassy in Iraqg; even before it is complete, we
have more than 1,000 embassy staff in Iraq.
What is the average Iraqgi on the streets of
Fallujah—or average Jordanian on the streets
of Amman—going to think when he sees that
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we are building the Largest American Em-
bassy in the World in Baghdad?

| am sure the average Iraqgi does not mourn
the savage brutality of Saddam Hussein’s re-
gime. The question is whether he equates our
never-ending American presence in Iraqg with a
new form of tyranny, rather than the freedom
the President says he seeks to spread.

The underlying problem with our endless oc-
cupation of Irag—a country that does not
threaten the United States—is that it under-
mines our leadership on issues that DO
threaten the United States. North Korean and
Iranian nuclear weapons, global terrorism,
emerging deadly international diseases—all
these issues are imminent threats that we
must confront. Our ability to convince other
nations to join us in boldly confronting these
threats has been hobbled both by our decep-
tive entry into Iraq and our lingering departure
from it.

Mr. Speaker, our Iraq policy has become a
festering wound that bleeds away more and
more of America’s wealth, America’s security,
America’s leadership, and even America
young men and women in uniform. | ask all
my colleagues to join me in asking the Presi-
dent seek an exit from this venture at the ear-
liest possible moment.

—

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a bill of the
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 1282. An act to amend the Communica-
tions Satellite Act of 1962 to strike the pri-
vatization criteria for INTELSAT separated
entities, remove certain restrictions on sepa-
rated and successor entities to INTELSAT,
and for other purposes.

————

ELECTROMAGNETIC PULSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. BARTLETT) is recognized for
60 minutes.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, what I
want to spend a few moments talking
about this evening is something that
will be new to most Americans. They
will not have heard about this subject.
Indeed, nobody knew about this until
1962; that is, no one in this country
knew about it.

There was an experiment over John-
ston Island out in the Pacific Ocean
that was called Operation Starfish. It
was part of a series of nuclear tests
that were called the Fishbowl Series.
This was a unique one. The others had
all been at ground level or some little
distance above the ground. This one
was an extra-atmospheric, a detonation
above the atmosphere.

Nobody knew what was going to hap-
pen. It was the first time we had deto-
nated a nuclear weapon in a test series
above the atmosphere, and there were a
number of ships and airplanes and
radar, theater-like, that were tracking
the missile that launched this nuclear
bomb and noted its explosion. The ex-
plosion occurred about 400 kilometers
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