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wary of Mr. Wilson’s credibility. He’s the one 
who told the press the truth that Mr. Wilson 
had been recommended for the CIA con-
sulting gig by his wife, not by Vice President 
Dick Cheney as Mr. Wilson was asserting on 
the airwaves. In short, Mr. Rove provided 
important background so Americans could 
understand that Mr. Wilson wasn’t a whistle-
blower but was a partisan trying to discredit 
the Iraq War in an election campaign. Thank 
you, Mr. Rove. 

Media chants aside, there’s no evidence 
that Mr. Rove broke any laws in telling re-
porters that Ms. Plame may have played a 
role in her husband’s selection for a 2002 mis-
sion to investigate reports that Iraq was 
seeking uranium ore in Niger. To be pros-
ecuted under the 1982 Intelligence Identities 
Protection Act, Mr. Rove would had to have 
deliberately and maliciously exposed Ms. 
Plame knowing that she was an undercover 
agent and using information he’d obtained in 
an official capacity. But it appears Mr. Rove 
didn’t even know Ms. Plame’s name and had 
only heard about her work at Langley from 
other journalists. 

On the ‘‘no underlying crime’’ point, more-
over, no less than the New York Times and 
Washington Post now agree. So do the 36 
major news organizations that filed a legal 
brief in March aimed at keeping Mr. Cooper 
and the New York Times’s Judith Miller out 
of jail. 

‘‘While an investigation of the leak was 
justified, it is far from clear—at least on the 
public record—that a crime took place,’’ the 
Post noted the other day. Granted the media 
have come a bit late to this understanding, 
and then only to protect their own, but the 
logic of their argument is that Mr. Rove did 
nothing wrong either. 

The same can’t be said for Mr. Wilson, who 
first ‘‘outed’’ himself as a CIA consultant in 
a melodramatic New York Times op-ed in 
July 2003. At the time he claimed to have 
thoroughly debunked the Iraq-Niger 
yellowcake uranium connection that Presi-
dent Bush had mentioned in his now famous 
‘‘16 words’’ on the subject in that year’s 
State of the Union address. 

Mr. Wilson also vehemently denied it when 
columnist Robert Novak first reported that 
his wife had played a role in selecting him 
for the Niger mission. He promptly signed up 
as adviser to the Kerry campaign and was 
feted almost everywhere in the media, in-
cluding repeat appearances on NBC’s ‘‘Meet 
the Press’’ and a photo spread (with Valerie) 
in Vanity Fair. 

But his day in the political sun was short- 
lived. The bipartisan Senate Intelligence 
Committee report last July cited the note 
that Ms. Plame had sent recommending her 
husband for the Niger mission. ‘‘Interviews 
and documents provided to the Committee 
indicate that his wife, a CPD 
[Counterproliferation Division] employee, 
suggested his name for the trip,’’ said the re-
port. 

The same bipartisan report also pointed 
out that the forged documents Mr. Wilson 
claimed to have discredited hadn’t even en-
tered intelligence channels until eight 
months after his trip. And it said the CIA in-
terpreted the information he provided in his 
debrief as mildly supportive of the suspicion 
that Iraq had been seeking uranium in Niger. 

About the same time, another inquiry 
headed by Britain’s Lord Butler delivered its 
own verdict on the 16 words: ‘‘We conclude 
also that the statement in President Bush’s 
State of the Union Address of 28 January 2003 
that ‘The British Government has learned 
that Saddam Hussein recently sought signifi-
cant quantities of uranium from Africa’ was 
well-founded.’’ 

In short, Joe Wilson hadn’t told the truth 
about what he’d discovered in Africa, how 

he’d discovered it, what he’d told the CIA 
about it, or even why he was sent on the mis-
sion. The media and the Kerry campaign 
promptly abandoned him, though the former 
never did give as much prominence to his de-
bunking as they did to his original accusa-
tions. But if anyone can remember another 
public figure so entirely and thoroughly dis-
credited, let us know. 

If there’s any scandal at all here, it is that 
this entire episode has been allowed to waste 
so much government time and media atten-
tion, not to mention inspire a ‘‘special coun-
sel’’ probe. The Bush Administration is also 
guilty on this count, since it went along with 
the appointment of prosecutor Patrick Fitz-
gerald in an election year in order to punt 
the issue down the road. But now Mr. Fitz-
gerald has become an unguided missile, hold-
ing reporters in contempt for not disclosing 
their sources even as it becomes clearer all 
the time that no underlying crime was at 
issue. 

As for the press corps, rather than calling 
for Mr. Rove to be fired, they ought to be 
grateful to him for telling the truth. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 4, 2005, and under a 
previous order of the House, the fol-
lowing Members will be recognized for 
5 minutes each. 

f 

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

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

f 

RULING BY JUDGE YOUNG 

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, most of my colleagues and the peo-
ple of this country are not aware that 
the shoe bomber that was on the plane 
that was going to blow up that plane 
and kill all those innocent people was 
recently convicted and sentenced. Peo-
ple across this country did not see on 
television the judge’s decision or hear 
what the judge said, so I want to read 
to the American people and my col-
leagues part of what Judge William 
Young said in that decision in putting 
that man in jail for two or three life 
sentences. 

He said, We are not afraid of you or 
your terrorist conspirators, Mr. Reid. 
We are Americans. We have been 
through the fire before. You are not an 
enemy combatant, you are a terrorist. 
You are not a soldier in any war. You 
are a terrorist. To give you that ref-
erence to call you a soldier gives you 
far too much stature. 

Whether it is the officers of govern-
ment who do it or your attorney who 
does it, or if you think you are a sol-
dier, you are not. You are a terrorist, 
and we do not negotiate with terror-
ists. We do not meet with terrorists. 

We do not sign documents with terror-
ists. We hunt them down one by one 
and bring them to justice, so war talk 
is way out of line in this court. You are 
a big fellow, but are not that big. You 
are no warrior, I have known warriors. 
You are a terrorist, a species of crimi-
nal that is guilty of multiple at-
tempted murders. 

In a very real sense, State Trooper 
Santiago had it right when he first 
took you off the plane and into custody 
and you wondered where the press and 
TV were, and he said, You are no big 
deal. You are no big deal. What your 
able counsel and what the equally able 
United States attorneys have grappled 
with, and what I have as honesty as I 
know how, have tried to grapple with is 
why you did something so horrific. 
What was it that led you to this court-
room today? 

I have listened respectfully to what 
you have had to say, and I ask you to 
search your heart and ask yourself 
what sort of unfathomable hate led you 
to do what you are guilty of doing and 
what you admitted you were doing. 
And I have an answer for you. It may 
not satisfy you, but as I search this en-
tire record, it comes as close to under-
standing as I know. It seems to me 
that you hate the one thing that to us 
is most precious. You hate our free-
dom. Our individual freedom. Our indi-
vidual freedom to live as we choose, to 
come and go as we choose, to believe or 
not believe as we individually choose. 

Here in this society, the very wind 
carries freedom. It carries it every-
where from sea to shining sea. It is be-
cause we prize individual freedom so 
much that you are here today in this 
beautiful courtroom so that everyone 
can see, can truly see that justice is 
administered fairly, individually, and 
discretely. 

It is for freedom’s sake that your 
lawyers are striving so vigorously on 
your behalf and have filed appeals, will 
go on in their representation of you be-
fore other judges. 

We as Americans are all about free-
dom. Because we all know the way we 
treat you, Mr. Reid, is the measure of 
our own liberties. Make no mistake 
though. It is yet true that we will bear 
any burden, pay any price to preserve 
our freedoms. Look around this court-
room and mark it well. The world is 
not going to long remember what you 
or I say here today. The day after to-
morrow, it will be forgotten. But this, 
however, will long endure. 

Here in this courtroom and court-
rooms all across America, the Amer-
ican people will gather to see justice, 
individual justice, justice, not war, in-
dividual justice is, in fact, being done. 

The very President of the United 
States, through his officers, will have 
to come into courtrooms and lay out 
evidence on which specific matters can 
be judged and juries of citizens will 
gather to sit and judge that evidence 
democratically, to mold and shape and 
refine our sense of justice. 
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You see that flag, Mr. Reid? That is 

the flag of the United States of Amer-
ica. That flag will fly there long after 
this and you will all be forgotten. That 
flag stands for freedom. And it always 
will. 

Mr. Custody Officer, stand him down. 
RULING BY JUDGE WILLIAM YOUNG, U.S. DIS-

TRICT COURT: SENTENCING OF SHOE BOMBER 
RICHARD C. REID 
Prior to sentencing, the Judge asked the 

defendant if he had anything to say. 
His response: After admitting his guilt to 

the court for the record, Reid also admitted 
his ‘‘allegiance to Osama bin Laden, to 
Islam, and to the religion of Allah,’’ defi-
antly stated ‘‘I think I will not apologize for 
my actions,’’ and told the court ‘‘I am at war 
with your country. ‘‘ 

Judge Young then delivered the statement 
quoted below: 

January 30, 2003, United States vs. Reid. 
Judge Young: ‘‘Mr. Richard C. Reid, heark-

en now to the sentence the Court imposes 
upon you. 

‘‘On counts 1, 5 and 6 the Court sentences 
you to life in prison in the custody of the 
United States Attorney General. 

‘‘On counts 2, 3, 4 and 7, the Court sen-
tences you to 20 years in prison on each 
count, the sentence on each count to run 
consecutive with the other. 

‘‘That’s 80 years. 
‘‘On count 8 the Court sentences you to the 

mandatory 30 years consecutive to the 80 
years just imposed. 

‘‘The Court imposes upon you each of the 
eight counts a fine of $250,000 for the aggre-
gate fine of $2 million. 

‘‘The Court accepts the government’s rec-
ommendation with respect to restitution and 
orders restitution in the amount of $298.17 to 
Andre Bousquet and $5,784 to American Air-
lines. 

‘‘The Court imposes upon you the $800 spe-
cial assessment. 

‘‘The Court imposes upon you five years 
supervised release simply because the law re-
quires it. 

‘‘But the life sentences are real life sen-
tences so I need go no further. 

‘‘This is the sentence that is provided for 
by our statutes. 

‘‘It is a fair and just sentence. 
‘‘It is a righteous sentence. 
‘‘Let me explain this to you. 
‘‘We are not afraid of you or any of your 

terrorist co-conspirators, Mr. Reid. 
‘‘We are Americans. We have been through 

the fire before. 
‘‘There is all too much war talk here and 

I say that to everyone with the utmost re-
spect. 

‘‘Here in this court, we deal with individ-
uals as individuals and care for individuals 
as individuals. 

‘‘As human beings, we reach out for jus-
tice. 

‘‘You are not an enemy combatant. 
‘‘You are a terrorist. 
‘‘You are not a soldier in any war. 
‘‘You are a terrorist. 
‘‘To give you that reference, to call you a 

soldier, gives you far too much stature. 
‘‘Whether it is the officers of government 

who do it or your attorney who does it, or if 
you think you are a soldier. 

‘‘You are not—you are a terrorist. 
‘‘And we do not negotiate with terrorists. 
‘‘We do not meet with terrorists. 
‘‘We do not sign documents with terrorists. 
‘‘We hunt them down one by one and bring 

them to justice. 
‘‘So war talk is way out of line in this 

court. 
‘‘You are a big fellow. 

‘‘But you are not that big. 
‘‘You’re no warrior. 
‘‘I’ve known warriors. 
‘‘You are a terrorist. 
‘‘A species of criminal that is guilty of 

multiple attempted murders. 
‘‘In a very real sense, State Trooper 

Santiago had it right when you first were 
taken off that plane and into custody and 
you wondered where the press and where the 
TV crews were, and he said: ‘You’re no big 
deal.’ 

‘‘You are no big deal. 
‘‘What your able counsel and what the 

equally able United States attorneys have 
grappled with and what I have as honestly as 
I know how tried to grapple with, is why you 
did something so horrific. 

‘‘What was it that led you here to this 
courtroom today? 

‘‘I have listened respectfully to what you 
have to say. 

‘‘And I ask you to search your heart and 
ask yourself what sort of unfathomable hate 
led you to do what you are guilty and admit 
you are guilty of doing. 

‘‘And I have an answer for you. 
‘‘It may not satisfy you, but as I search 

this entire record, it comes as close to under-
standing as I know. 

‘‘It seems to me you hate the one thing 
that to us is most precious. 

‘‘You hate our freedom. 
‘‘Our individual freedom. 
‘‘Our individual freedom to live as we 

choose, to come and go as we choose, to be-
lieve or not believe as we individually 
choose. 

‘‘Here, in this society, the very wind car-
ries freedom. 

‘‘It carries it everywhere from sea to shin-
ing sea. 

‘‘It is because we prize individual freedom 
so much that you are here in this beautiful 
courtroom. 

‘‘So that everyone can see, truly see, that 
justice is administered fairly, individually, 
and discretely. 

‘‘It is for freedom’s sake that your lawyers 
are striving so vigorously on your behalf and 
have filed appeals, will go on in their rep-
resentation of you before other judges. 

‘‘We Americans are all about freedom. 
‘‘Because we all know that the way we 

treat you, Mr. Reid, is the measure of our 
own liberties. 

‘‘Make no mistake though. 
‘‘It is yet true that we will bear any bur-

den; pay any price, to preserve our freedoms. 
‘‘Look around this courtroom. Mark it 

well. 
‘‘The world is not going to long remember 

what you or I say here. 
‘‘Day after tomorrow, it will be forgotten, 

but this, however, will long endure. 
‘‘Here in this courtroom and courtrooms 

all across America, the American people will 
gather to see that justice, individual justice, 
justice, not war, individual justice is in fact 
being done. 

‘‘The very President of the United States 
through his officers will have to come into 
courtrooms and lay out evidence on which 
specific matters can be judged and juries of 
citizens will gather to sit and judge that evi-
dence democratically, to mold and shape and 
refine our sense of justice. 

‘‘See that flag, Mr. Reid? 
‘‘That’s the flag of the United States of 

America. 
‘‘That flag will fly there long after this is 

all forgotten. 
‘‘That flag stands for freedom. And it al-

ways will. 
‘‘Mr. Custody Officer. Stand him down.’’ 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

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

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

IN-STATE COLLEGE TUITION FOR 
ILLEGAL ALIENS DEFIES COM-
MON SENSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, America has 
the best public universities in the 
world. We have some of the best ones in 
Texas where I am from. Many Ameri-
cans want to go to college. Parents 
want to send their kids to our public 
universities. Parents and students 
sometimes save for years to attend col-
lege. It is expensive, especially for the 
middle class. The rich can always pay; 
good for them. And the poor sometimes 
get grants and go to college, but it is 
the middle class that struggles, for a 
lifetime, sometimes, to send their kids 
to school. 

Some students decide to go a univer-
sity in another State. They are penal-
ized by that State and required to pay 
out-of-State tuition since they are 
from out of State. 

Citizens from other countries apply 
for Visas to come to the United States 
to go to public universities. If they are 
accepted, they pay out-of-State tuition 
since they are from out of State. These 
are citizens who come here legally and 
then go back to their native lands. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if a person is in the 
United States illegally, they can get 
admitted to State universities and pay 
in-State tuition. So if a person is ille-
gally here from, let us say, France, 
they apply to a State university. If 
they are admitted, they pay in-State 
tuition. But they are from out of State, 
not to mention they should not even be 
here. They are violating American law 
by just their presence. 

So we continue to reward illegal be-
havior. This policy discriminates 
against American kids who want to go 
to, let us say, the University of Kansas 
from some other State. This policy also 
discriminates against foreign citizens 
who come here legally to go to college. 
It encourages more illegal immigra-
tion. 

College admissions are so competi-
tive now that even allowing illegals to 
attend our universities may prevent 
American citizens from being accepted. 
And who pays for this nonsense? Amer-
icans pay. They always pay. We cannot 
continue to subsidize illegal immigra-
tion and the benefits illegals receive. 
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