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the United States trade representative 
should immediately impose retaliatory 
trade sanctions against Japan. 

While I do not wish for the U.S. and 
Japan to enter into a drawn out trade 
dispute, the reality is that Japan can-
not have it both ways, and they must 
be required to uphold their agreement. 
The United States works to promote 
free trade agreements throughout the 
world, and it is important for our trad-
ing partners to honor the current 
agreements and international stand-
ards; and without those assurances, 
support for trade agreements will 
clearly erode. 

Recently, I was joined by over a hun-
dred Members of Congress in writing 
President Bush asking him to make re-
storing this market of U.S. beef to 
Japan his highest economic priority in 
his discussions with the Japanese 
Prime Minister. I support our govern-
ment’s efforts to reopen our beef ex-
ports to Japan; but, again, Japan con-
tinues to unjustifiably delay the proc-
ess. 

Last month I testified before the 
House Committee on Ways and Means 
and urged the committee to bring this 
resolution to the floor and show Japan 
the serious nature of this trade issue. I 
appreciate very much the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMAS) for hold-
ing the hearing and for allowing me to 
testify. 

Many members of that committee 
during the hearing agreed that this ac-
tion needs to be taken to address this 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, Japan cannot have it 
both ways. They cannot benefit from 
exports to the U.S. while denying our 
imports such as beef with no scientific 
evidence to support their actions. Con-
gressional patience has been exhausted. 
It is time that House Resolution 137 be 
brought to the floor and a clear mes-
sage be delivered to Japan. Let us 
allow the will of the House to be heard. 
Patience is a virtue no longer. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WOOLSEY). 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

BUILDING A STRONG AMERICA 

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

tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, since 
the year 2000 this Congress has racked 
up more than $3 trillion in new debt. 
How did that happen? They tried to do 
what no other President has tried to do 
and no other Congress, to fund two 
wars with four tax cuts. 

This Congress has served as an ATM 
to special interests, showering them 
with billions in tax breaks and hand-
outs. Suddenly our Republican friends 
have become born-again budget hawks. 
In fact, tomorrow we may have to vote 
on a resolution to slash more than $50 
billion from education, health care, nu-
tritional investments important to 
millions of Americans and families and 
their future. All for what? So we can 
fund $70 billion in tax cuts just for the 
wealthy Americans. 

That is what this budget package is, 
$70 billion in tax cuts. At the same 
time that these so-called new-born fis-
cal conservatives are complaining 
about the deficit, they are going to 
push through yet another round of tax 
cuts on top, close to $20 billion added 
to our deficit. 

I ask my colleagues, are these the 
choices the American people asked us 
to do? To date, the American taxpayer 
has funded $445 billion in the effort in 
Iraq, $20 billion going to rebuild Iraq. 
We have built and renovated 110 pri-
mary health care centers in Iraq, vac-
cinated 3.2 million Iraqi children; all 
the while here in the United States the 
Republican budget has cut $10 billion 
from Medicaid. We have also cut com-
munity health care clinics. 

In Iraq we have rehabilitated 2,700 
schools, trained 36,000 secondary edu-
cation school teachers. What is their 
budget doing for America? They cut 
$806 million from America’s public 
schools, Leave No Child Behind. They 
have also proposed nearly $9 billion in 
cuts to college student aid. We funded 
nearly 3,100 community development 
projects in Iraq alone. Yet the Presi-
dent’s budget is cutting the commu-
nity development grants here for the 
United States by $250 million. 

The Corps of Engineers in the United 
States has been cut by over $300 mil-
lion. Yet we built a new light rail sys-
tem in Iraq. We have also rebuilt their 
dam with a levee in it. All the while 
their budget cuts from America’s fu-
ture and American families’ future 
while literally loading up close to $445 
billion for the effort in Iraq, of which 
$20 billion goes to rebuilding their 
schools, their health care, their nutri-
tional programs, things that we are 
cutting from the United States and 
from American families. 

Every President going to war has 
thought about America’s future. Dur-
ing the Civil War, Abraham Lincoln 
thought of the Land Grant College sys-
tem. President Roosevelt in the middle 
of the World War II thought of the G.I. 
Bill. President Eisenhower at the tail 
end of the Korean War built the inter-
state highway system for the United 

States. During the height of the Cold 
War and Vietnam War, President Ken-
nedy envisioned a man on the Moon. 

What does this President propose? 
Eliminating Amtrak, cutting $9 billion 
from student aid, and cutting veterans 
benefits. Why? Because he has tried to 
do something that no other President 
has thought of doing, which is to cut 
taxes in the middle of two wars. Where 
has it left America? $3 trillion in debt, 
cuts in our future for American fami-
lies. 

Now Americans are faced not only 
with these cuts in its investments. Gas 
prices are nearly $3 a gallon, home 
heating costs are up by 50 percent this 
winter, inflation has increased at the 
fastest rate in 15 years, hundreds and 
thousands have lost everything in the 
gulf coast, and our brave men and 
women are fighting and dying in Iraq 
with no end in sight. 

Yet what are we proposing to Amer-
ica? Cuts in their educational invest-
ments, cuts in health care investments, 
cuts in nutritional investments. All 
the while we are making those same 
types of investments in Iraq. That is 
not the choice the American people 
want. 

I have no problem if we are going to 
make a commitment to Iraq and Iraq’s 
future and the future of their children. 
I have a problem when we are not going 
to leave America stronger, but weaker, 
at the end of that effort, and we are not 
willing to make that same investment 
in American children’s future. 

We cannot afford those types of 
choices. Those are the false choices. 
All the while what we are trying to do 
is wall off and protect tax cuts for the 
wealthiest 1 percent, people making 
$300,000 a year, while the rest of Amer-
ica gets cuts in Amtrak, student aid, 
nutritional programs, veterans get cut 
from their health care benefits. That is 
not what the American people think of 
as an investment in their future. It is 
clearly not the one you are willing to 
make in Iraq where we now have a $445 
billion bill due to the American people. 
It will get close to $600 billion before it 
is all over. The American people are 
going to be asked to pay for it. 

How are they going to pay for it? 
With cuts in their education college 
loans, cuts in their communities’ 
health care clinics, cuts in Medicaid, 
cuts in Medicare, cuts in their pro-
grams that have guaranteed them a 
middle-class future. We should find 
ways to balance the budget, but we 
should not do it on the backs of our 
children. 

The American people expect their 
leaders to make the right choices. Mr. 
Speaker, it is time Congress changes 
its tune. We can do better. Building a 
strong America begins by building a 
good America here at home. 

f 

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

dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

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

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

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER). 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

THE TRIAL OF THE CENTURY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, if 
this were a sermon, I would use as the 
text Romans 12:19 which says, and I 
want to remind the House that we are 
a Christian Nation, that says, Avenge 
not yourselves, for it is written, venge-
ance is mine. I will repay, saith the 
Lord. 

Now we are in the process of begin-
ning a trial which is going to be the 
trial of the century. I think the United 
States people and the Congress should 
think about what it is we are setting 
out to do. On Wednesday, the trial of 
the century will begin. It will start at 
a secret Green Zone location by an 
anonymous court and under extreme 
U.S. military-imposed security meas-
ures. 

It is a made-in-the-USA affair in ad-
ministrative and financial terms. The 
court and the training and the whole 
proceedings cost us $75 million of our 
taxes. About 300 people, all hired by 
the Americans, are working on the 
trial. The five secret Iraq judges, Shi-
ites and Kurds, no Sunnis, are paid by 
the Americans, are living inside the 
Green Zone and are protected by the 
Americans from being either kidnapped 
or killed. They have received special 
training from U.S. and British and 
Australian legal experts, and they have 
even staged a mock trial. 

If the defendant in this case is con-
victed, he will be able to file appeals 
and then will, within 30 days of those 
appeals being denied, be hung in that 
country in which he lives. 

Now, this special Iraq tribunal was 
substituted by former American pro-
consul, Mr. Bremer, in December 2003, 
curiously almost 3 days before Saddam 
was captured, supposedly. Now, that is 

the view of this case from the Arab 
world. That comes from an article in 
the Asia Times by a reporter named 
Pepe Escobar, and it is called ‘‘The Oc-
cupiers’ Trial.’’ This is how it is seen 
from the Arab world. 

Now, you say, well, you know, that is 
just those Arabs. Pick up today’s New 
York Times and there is the story on 
the editorial pages of the New York 
Times: ‘‘Saddam and Iraq on Trial,’’ 
and here is what it says: ‘‘The oppor-
tunity created by the trial of Saddam 
Hussein to introduce the rule of law 
and the ideal of national reconciliation 
into Iraq has been largely squandered 
. . . At almost every turn, ill-conceived 
decisions by the United States and 
Iraqi-dominated Shiite religious and 
Kurdish nationalist parties have put 
politics and score-settling first.’’ 

Remember that quote about venge-
ance: 

‘‘The cost has been an indifference to 
legal scrupulousness and they are wag-
ing a costly vendetta by Kurdish and 
Shiite victims against Sunni Arabs 
who were once their oppressors.’’ 

That is the New York Times talking 
to our President who insists on doing 
this. 

Now, the question you might ask 
yourself is, Why did they do it this 
way? I mean, any reasonable person 
might ask that. Well, this trial was set 
up this way for a variety of reasons. It 
should have been a scrupulously fair 
trial where you would have at least one 
Sunni among the judges. I mean, Sad-
dam Hussein is a Sunni. We insist on a 
jury of your peers, and we have gone to 
a lot of trouble in this country to make 
sure there are peers on the juries, but 
not in this case. 

We are looking to prove him person-
ally accountable. Now, in the case in 
Iraq where legal training and appoint-
ments have been bent for decades to 
the political whims of the political, 
they should have called for enlisting 
help from international legal experts 
and used relevant precedents in inter-
national criminal law. 

Why did they not do that? Why did 
they not call in an international tri-
bunal like they did at Nuremberg at 
the end of the Second World War? This 
is the New York Times talking. Bush 
administration and its Iraq allies 
strongly oppose that step because it 
would have precluded the death pen-
alty. They want a public hanging. 

Now, once that decision was made, 
Iraq lawyers and American lawyers 
were the ones they were going to rely 
on. They were not going to get anybody 
national. They should have been well 
insulated, those people who were doing, 
this from political pressures. Instead, 
this special tribunal who organized the 
trial has been subject to constant ma-
nipulation and intimidation by Ahmad 
Chalabi. Remember him? The cease-
lessly conspiring emigre politician who 
wants to make anti-Baathist vendettas 
his latest political platform. 

We are setting ourselves up for a seri-
ous problem. 

[From the New York Times] 
SADDAM AND IRAQ ON TRIAL 

The opportunity created by the trial of 
Saddam Hussein to introduce the rule of 1aw 
and the idea of national reconciliation into 
Iraq has been largely squandered even before 
the courtroom proceedings begin. At almost 
every turn, ill-considered decisions by the 
United States and Iraq’s dominant Shiite-re-
ligious and Kurdish-nationalist parties have 
put politics and score-settling first. The cost 
has been an indffference to legal scrupulous-
ness, as well as a failure to distinguish be-
tween pursuing the specific crimes of a dic-
tator that must be punished in a court and 
waging a collective vendetta by Kurdish and 
Shiite victims against the Sunni Arabs who 
were once their oppressors. 

There is still time to shift this exercise in 
victor’s Justice to a more constructive 
course because the trial will adjourn for sev-
eral weeks after today’s televised opening. 
For that to happen, the Iraqi lawyers and 
judges will have to stand-up to intense and 
continuing pressures from their political 
masters for a choreographed proceeding that 
seems timed to gain short-term advantages 
at the expense of national healing and an 
airing of recent Iraqi history. 

When invading United States forces drove 
Mr. Hussein from power two and a half years 
ago, Americans naively expected rejoicing 
throughout Iraq and rapid efforts at demo-
cratic reconstruction. One main reason that 
did not happen, apart from the well-known 
mistakes by the American occupation au-
thorities, was the arbitrary, violent and 
fragmented nature of the society left behind 
by the dictator, who had ruled through mur-
der, fear and persecution. 

One of the best ways to repair such a dam-
aged society is a systematic judicial inves-
tigation of the regime’s crimes. That should 
be followed by a scrupulously fair trial of 
those found personally accountable. In the 
case of Iraq, where legal training and ap-
pointments had been bent for decades to the 
political whims of the dictatorship, that 
should have called for enlisting help from 
international legal experts and using rel-
evant precedents in international criminal 
law. The Bush administration and its Iraqi 
allies strongly opposed that step because it 
would have excluded the death penalty. 

Once the decision was made to rely on 
Iraqi lawyers and American Advisers, they 
should have been well insulated from polit-
ical pressures. Instead, the special tribunal 
organizing the trial has been subjected to 
constant manipulation and intimidation by 
Ahmad Chalabi, the ceaselessly conspiring 
emigré politician who has made anti- 
Baathist vendettas the latest political plat-
form. 

Finally, this prosecution would have been 
conducted differently if it were a serious at-
tempt to uncover the murky lines of author-
ity and responsibility within the Baathist re-
gime and establish Mr. Hussein’s clear per-
sonal responsibility for at least some of the 
roughly 300,000 murders committed in his 
name. It would have built up its case me-
thodically, from the field operatives car-
rying out the killings to the officials who 
gave them their orders and on up the chain 
of command to Mr. Hussein himself. 

Instead, today’s trial will begin with what 
prosecutors and politicians decided was the 
easiest case to prove, a mass execution in a 
Shiite town that followed a failed 1982 assas-
sination attempt against Mr. Hussein. These 
killings ought to be prosecuted. But if the 
aim is to uncover the broader criminal con-
spiracy in order to punish the truly guilty 
and absolve those guilty only by association, 
other trials should have come first. 

What we have is a narrow sectarian gov-
ernment, still struggling to come up with a 
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