S3164

all know, became engulfed and con-
tained by what came to be known, in
the words of Sir Winston Churchill, as
the Iron Curtain, with Poland falling
behind the walls of that Iron Curtain,
where religion was suppressed, faith
was not to be practiced openly, and
where he could not attend seminary
openly. He would have to do it in an
underground fashion.

The Pope’s preparation for his priest-
hood and his papacy was forged in the
difficult times that he faced not only
personally but also in his life as a cit-
izen of Poland. It then fell upon him to
be Pope at a time when the world was
undergoing change, and at a time when
the people of his beloved Poland were
energized as no other in history by his
papacy and his theme of ‘‘be not
afraid.” His trip back to Poland in the
early years of his papacy was punc-
tuated by his remarkable reception by
the people of Poland—people thirsty
for freedom, thirsty for an opportunity
to end the yoke of tyranny and com-
munism. So the papal visit was a tran-
scending moment in the history of Po-
land. As we now know, it was a tran-
scending moment in the history of our
world because it did signal the begin-
ning of the end of Communist rule in
Eastern Europe.

We know Pope John Paul worked
closely with several U.S. Presidents
but none more closely than President
Ronald Reagan, in those crucial years
when the Cold War came to a head, and
when we saw the beginning of the fray-
ing of what was a failed system, a sys-
tem that had only been maintained
through terror and fear. His theme of
““be not afraid’” began to be heard and
responded to, and the people of Poland
began that surge toward freedom,
which was inevitable in all of Eastern
Europe. So the Pope’s contribution
there was crucial, critical, and was
something that I think we all saw as a
tremendous contribution.

Of course, the Pope also visited the
United States on many occasions. I be-
lieve I have heard over the last several
days it was the second most visited
country after his beloved Poland. It
was with great significance that we re-
ceived him here, and it made a tremen-
dous difference in the life of our own
country. More recently, he visited
Cuba 8 years ago. Cuba is an impris-
oned land where there had never been a
papal visit. Also, it is a country ruled
under the same tyrannical communism
he saw in his native Poland during his
youth and he battled all during his
adult life being suppressed in his abil-
ity to worship freely.

Cuba happens to be the place where I
was born, where I began my life, and
where the principles of the Catholic
faith were taught to me early in life by
my family and my church. It was in
that same land that I came to under-
stand the meaning of oppression, tyr-
anny, and the lack of religious freedom
the Pope had experienced in his youth.
He and I, in different parts of the
world, in a sense shared a common ex-
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perience and understanding of the limi-
tations of freedom that are sometimes
placed upon people by governments
that do not respect what we find so
basic and so rightful, which is the right
of free speech and the right of prac-
ticing one’s religion freely. The Pope’s
trip to Cuba was a monumental thing
because it helped the people to begin
again to practice their faith in a more
open way. His theme of ‘‘be not afraid”
was heard by Cuba, and thousands of
Cubans were for the first time express-
ing their faith in an open way, in a way
they had not been permitted to do be-
fore, but which now they dare to do.

The Pope’s visit did not have the
same galvanizing political effect it had
in Poland, where it also led to political
change, but it did have a strong pas-
toral theme, a message that the people
of Cuba welcomed with open arms. It
also inspired the archbishop in
Santiago, Cuba, the second largest city
in Cuba, to speak forcefully about op-
pression in Cuba, the lack of religious
freedom, and continuation of oppres-
sion—the kind of religious oppression I
felt in my life that led me to seek free-
dom in the United States, with the
very help of the same church the Pope
came to lead, the Catholic Church. His
fight against atheists and communism
over the years also led him to conduct
a program called Operation Peter Pan,
which took 14,000 young people from
Cuba to freedom in the United States.
I was lucky enough to be among them,
so my life began under the care of the
Catholic church.

I understand fully the religious op-
pression the people of Cuba have suf-
fered, which continues to this day but
which the Pope made a little better. He
gave them a window, an opening, a mo-
ment, for the first time in over 35
years. Christmas was celebrated in an-
ticipation of the papal visit. Unfortu-
nately, Cuba now has fallen back into a
more repressive practice, and freedom
of religion is curtailed even more
today.

As we look at the Pope’s life, at this
moment in history, as we reflect on
this remarkable man, his remarkable
life, and the contributions he made, we
also must continue to understand there
is work still to be done. There are peo-
ple in the world who still are hungry
and suffer, and there are those who
still lack the religious freedoms to
openly practice their faith, much as
the Pope in his youth was curtailed.
People today in Cuba and other places
around the world still yearn for that
opportunity to freely worship and to do
what we do. As we began our pro-
ceedings this morning, the Chaplain of
the Senate offered a word of prayer.

I conclude by simply saying that we
have been touched in our lives by this
remarkable man, this life which has
shaped the world in which we live. It is
a life well lived. As he has come to the
end of his journey, I hope those of us
who share in his faith and in his ideals
of the respect of every human life and
every human being will continue to
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carry on the wonderful legacy he left
for us.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Montana is recognized.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, today I
join in mourning the loss of Pope John
Paul II. In my lifetime, he was the first
Pope I can remember who could actu-
ally be put in the category of being an
evangelist.

No other Pope ever traveled as much
as this Pope did, and no man ever took
the Word to the different corners of the
world like this man did, and that is
why he is so revered around the world.

(The remarks of Mr. BURNS per-
taining to the introduction of S. 696 are
printed in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”’)

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
TINEZ). The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—S. 600

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that following
morning business today the Senate
begin consideration of S. 600, the State
Department authorization bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I rise
this morning to talk about three areas
of accountability as we begin dis-
cussing a range of things in the Senate
this week. The issue of accountability
rises on the question of the report of-
fered to the American people and to
the Congress by Judge Laurence Silber-
man and former Senator Chuck Robb.
It deals with the question of intel-
ligence preceding the Iraq war.

The 600-page report given us was
largely a useless retelling of what we
know already. I do not want to com-
pletely diminish the effort, and there
are some things in that report that are
interesting, but the fact is, we already
know that the intelligence with respect
to Iraq was dead wrong. The major
question is, How was the intelligence
used and for what purpose was it used?
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We know what we were told prior to
the Iraq war. All of us went to briefings
up in the room in the Capitol where we
receive top secret briefings, and we
heard all kinds of language there and
in the popular press by people in this
administration and others who said
that this was a certainty, that they
knew where the weapons of mass de-
struction were in Iraq; it was urgent;
there were unmanned aerial vehicles to
deliver weapons of mass destruction;
this is a slam dunk.

Now we know not only from this re-
port but from previous reports that
this intelligence was gathered, for ex-
ample, with respect to one of the
issues, as our Secretary of State told
the world in the United Nations presen-
tation, concerning the prospect that
the Iraqis were developing a mobile
chemical weapons lab to produce weap-
ons of mass destruction. Now we dis-
cover that information came from a
source named ‘‘curve ball.” It was a
single-source piece of information.
Some suspect that ‘“‘curve ball”’ was a
drunk, at least when he met with our
intelligence folks. It says that he was
suspected of having a hangover. We
know that he was a fabricator.

So on the basis of a fabricator, a
drunk, single source, we told the world
through our Secretary of State that
Iraq had mobile chemical weapons labs
that threatened our country.

The aluminum tubes are another
story. I am not going to go through all
the stories, but the question is, Where
is the accountability? We get a 600-
page report that tells us what we al-
ready know; that the intelligence with
respect to Iraq was dead wrong. Where
is the accountability? Where does the
buck stop?

Mr. Tenet, who was the head of the
CIA—and this 600-page report points
certainly to him among others—was
brought to the Oval Office, to the
White House, and given the Medal of
Freedom after he left the CIA. Where is
the accountability? Is there account-
ability in this country for having got-
ten it not just wrong but, as the 600-
page report says, dead wrong? Will this
Congress require accountability? I
think it is very important.

This 600-page report is half the story.
The other part of the story is not only
bad intelligence, but how was it used,
and what was the purpose of using it?
Go to the Woodward book, go to the
O’Neill book, and one gets some hint of
the connection to this.

I think this Congress is owed addi-
tional answers. I think this report was
far too narrow.

Second, I want to ask about account-
ability with respect to an independent
investigation that is going on in this
town. The Washington Post report was
surprising to me because I was not
aware of these facts. The Washington
Post did a story that said the cost of
the Cisneros probe nears $21 million
over 10 years. This was a probe of Hous-
ing Secretary Henry Cisneros by inde-
pendent counsel David Barrett. In May
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of 1995, Mr. Barrett was appointed as
independent counsel to investigate al-
legations that a then Cabinet Sec-
retary lied to the FBI about money
that he had paid to a former mistress.
That was May 1995.

In September 1999, Mr. Cisneros
pleaded guilty, paid a $10,000 fine, and
then following that he was later par-
doned by President Clinton. By then,
the independent counsel had spent $10.3
million on his investigation, and since
that time he has spent another $10 mil-
lion-plus on the investigation.

Is there a screw loose someplace?
What are they thinking about? There
was an independent counsel appointed
10 years ago to investigate an alleged
impropriety by a Cabinet official. The
Cabinet official pleaded guilty 4 years
later, was pardoned a year after that.
The independent counsel is still work-
ing? He is supposed to be supervised by
three Federal judges, but the fact is,
they are leaking money down there.

I intend to offer an amendment to
the supplemental to shut off the fund-
ing. Ten years later, $21 million, inves-
tigating the question of whether a Cab-
inet official lied about money paid to
his mistress? He pleads guilty to it and
we have a guy 10 years later still inves-
tigating it?

I think waste is a disaster in the Fed-
eral Government. Talk about waste,
this is shameful, and if the three-judge
panel does not have the common sense
to shut this down, then the Congress, 1
hope, will have the common sense to
shut it down. I will offer an amend-
ment during the supplemental that
shuts off the money and does it now.

The third area of accountability is
this: As chairman of the Policy Com-
mittee on our side, I have held a good
number of hearings on the issue of con-
tracting in Iraq. There is massive
waste, fraud, and abuse going on with
respect to contracting in Iraq. All of us
know there is money going out of this
Congress in wholesale quantities, tens
of billions of dollars.

Last year, Congress passed a bill for
reconstruction money in Iraq. I did not
vote for it; I voted against it. In fact,
I offered an amendment to shut it
down, reconstruction money to the
tune of nearly $19 billion for the recon-
struction of Iraq. In addition to that,
we have spent nearly $160 billion to
$180 billion on the war in Iraq. There is
an $82 billion request before the Senate
right now. That is the supplemental I
was referring to earlier. This is a mas-
sive amount of money being spent with
respect to the operations in Iraq and
also the reconstruction in Iraq.

I will talk a bit about what we have
learned. One contractor was feeding
our troops and charged the American
Government, the Pentagon, for feeding
42,000 troops a day. It turns out this
contractor was only providing 14,000
meals a day. We are getting billed for
42,000 meals, but the contractor was
only providing 14,000 meals. Someplace
28,000 meals are charged for that were
never offered to our troops, or perhaps
not needed.
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I come from a small town, and they
call that cheating in my hometown.
That contractor is still the largest con-
tractor in Iraq being paid by the U.S.
taxpayer.

We had testimony from truckdrivers
who were hired to move goods around
Iraq, including fuel coming into Iraq by
contractors. Truckdrivers testified
that $85,000 brandnew trucks were left
on the side of the road to be torched
and looted because they had a clogged
fuel pump or because they had a flat
tire they could not fix. What did they
do? They left the truck beside the road,
just abandoned the truck. That is the
kind of waste, fraud, and abuse that is
going on.

We had a guy testify and show us a
picture of the bags of cash that were
used to give to contractors in Iraq. One
contract company started business in
Iraq with $450. They have been paid
tens of millions of dollars now. Two of
their employees, by the way, became
whistleblowers and said: What we are
seeing is making us sick, so we are
going to tell somebody about it.

Here is what they said: These two
people who started this company and
are contracting with the U.S. Govern-
ment—it is called the Coalition Provi-
sional Authority that we created in
Iraq; it was us, we paid for it—were
providing security at an airport, and
they were alleged by the employees to
have taken forklift trucks off the air-
port property to a warehouse, repaint
them blue, and then bring them back
to the airport and sell them to the U.S.
taxpayers through the Coalition Provi-
sional Authority. Again, in my home-
town, they call that fraud.

We had a big picture that one of the
other whistleblowers had taken who
worked in Iraq, and he said: We told
contractors in Iraq that when it was
time to get paid, just bring a big bag
because we are going to give you cash.
He showed us one picture of the con-
tractor I discussed, the one with re-
spect to the forklift trucks. He showed
one picture of $2 million wrapped in
Saran Wrap in bundles sitting on a
table and the contractor comes with a
big bag and they get their $2 million
and waltz off.

This contractor, by the way, was also
alleged to have created a subsidiary in
the country of Lebanon for the purpose
of buying and selling to and from itself
so it could inflate prices and therefore
further cheat the United States tax-
payer.

It is unbelievable what we have
learned about contracting in Iraq. One
whistleblower came forward and said
he was the buyer who was supposed to
buy towels for U.S. soldiers. He said
this is the towel I bought under orders
from my superiors. The company want-
ed to pay almost double the price of
the towel in order to have the com-
pany’s name embroidered on the towel
the soldiers used—unbelievable waste.

When you think of what is hap-
pening, this Congress is shoveling out
tens of billions of dollars in pursuit of
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all of this and nobody is watching the
store. You hear the stories about us
paying for reconstruction of a building
in Irag—and we are doing it for thou-
sands of buildings. We decide we are
going to put an air conditioner in that
building, so it is subcontracted to an
Iraq subcontracting company. First it
goes to the contractors who are in Iraq
being paid by our Government, some of
whom I have described here, and then
it goes to an Iraq subcontractor, and
then the subcontractor for that sub-
contractor, and pretty soon that air
conditioner in the building became a
ceiling fan and we paid for an air condi-
tioner and the ceiling fan doesn’t work.
So there you are.

The question is, who in this Congress
is going to decide this matters at a
time when we are up to our neck in
debt, the largest debt in the history of
this country, with a fiscal policy that
is way off track, a President who sends
us a budget with the highest Federal
budget deficits in history, and trade
deficits that are the highest in history,
a combined fiscal policy and trade def-
icit of over $1 trillion in the past year?
We are sinking and drowning in debt.
Who is going to care about this kind of
waste, fraud, and abuse, the most seri-
ous I have seen in all the years I have
served in the Congress?

I raise this because it relates to ac-
countability, accountability with re-
spect to the use of intelligence prior to
the war in Iraq, accountability with an
independent counsel who spent $21 mil-
lion 10 years after the fact when he was
supposed to investigate a Cabinet offi-
cial who lied about paying money to
his mistress. This is an independent
counsel who is still operating and has
spent $21 million. Who is accountable
for that? Who is accountable for waste,
fraud, and abuse in Iraq?

Harry Truman had the famous sign
on his desk, ‘“The buck stops here.”
These days the buck doesn’t seem to
stop anywhere. Nobody seems to be ac-
countable for anything.

I intend to offer another amendment.
I don’t know whether I will offer it on
the existing bill or on the supple-
mental, but I will offer it again, setting
up a Truman committee of sorts. In
1941, at the start of the Second World
War, Harry Truman, then a Democratic
Senator when a Democrat was in the
White House, traveled around this
country and saw waste, fraud, and
abuse in military spending. He created
a special committee and as a result of
the investigation of that committee
they unearthed massive fraud and mas-
sive waste. That was when a Democrat
in the Congress did it, when a Demo-
crat was in the White House.

These days nobody wants to raise any
questions. You don’t want to make any
waves because we have one-party con-
trol and we don’t want to talk about
this, that, or the other thing. The fact
is, I have never seen the kind of waste
that now exists with respect to our op-
erations in Iraq. It undercuts and un-
dermines our soldiers’ efforts, in my
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judgment. It cheats America’s tax-
payers, and it represents the worst of
Government.

We ought to be able to hire contrac-
tors who will do the job without allow-
ing waste, fraud, and abuse to rep-
resent the major impact of what we see
happening in Iraq these days with re-
spect to these contractors.

Part of this stems from greed. Part of
it stems from the fact that many of
these contracts in Iraq are no-bid con-
tracts—one company. I have not men-
tioned Halliburton, but I could because
a lot of it deals with Halliburton and
KBR—not exclusively, but a lot of it.
Any time somebody mentions Halli-
burton, somebody says: Oh, you are at-
tacking the Vice President. Not a bit.
This happened after the Vice President
left Halliburton. These are of recent
vintage, these activities in Iraq. It is
not an attack on anybody. It is in sup-
port of the taxpayers of this country.
We ought not allow this to happen. Re-
publicans and Democrats all ought to
stand on their feet and demand ac-
countability and demand that the
waste, fraud, and abuse stop—$8,000 a
month to rent an SUV; $40 for a case of
pop or soda—Coca-Cola.

There were 50,000 pounds of nails or-
dered by a contractor to Iraq. They
were the wrong length, so they dumped
them. If anybody wants to pick up
50,000 pounds of nails, they are laying
in the sand in Iraq. It is unbelievable
the waste, fraud, and abuse we hear
about.

The reason I have held the hearings
in the Democratic Policy Committee is
nobody else will hold hearings. No one
else wants to hold these contractors
accountable. There are whistleblowers
all over who are disgusted with what
they saw, working for contractors and
supervising contractors in Iraq.

I have only described a brief portion
of what we learned in these hearings.
We intend to conduct additional hear-
ings. My preference would be that we
not conduct these hearings in my com-
mittee. My preference would be that
the authorizing committees and the
relevant committees that should be as-
suming oversight of this would hold ag-
gressive hearings, but they don’t and
they probably won’t, and as a result we
will continue to do this.

I am intending to offer an amend-
ment to create a Truman-type com-
mittee here in the Congress, as we did
some decades ago, to take a hard look
at what is happening through that kind
of committee, an investigative com-
mittee that would include Republicans
and Democrats, all of whom I hope
would be committed and dedicated to
the task of deciding that waste, fraud,
and abuse is not something that should
happen on any of our watches here in
the Congress.

Again, I think the key issue here is
accountability. There seems to be none
these days in almost any direction. I
hope in all of these areas we can begin
to decide there is accountability, at
least here in the Congress.
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I yield the floor and make a point of
order a quorum is not present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
HONORING JOHN PAUL II

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I rise
this morning, just having returned to
Washington from Colorado, to share a
few comments about the Holy Father,
Pope John Paul II.

My family’s faith tradition—like
yours, Mr. President—since time im-
memorial has been Roman Catholic. In
Pope John Paul II, we witnessed a
great spiritual leader, a conscience and
a statesman.

Pope John Paul II exemplified the
values and teachings of Jesus Christ in
his humility, service to others, and in
his struggle to have the world recog-
nize the dignity of every human being.
John Paul II lived the creed of Jesus
Christ as set forth in the Book of Mat-
thew, Chapter 23, Verses 11-12, where
Jesus, speaking to the crowds and his
disciples, said:

The more lowly your service to others, the
greater you are. To be the greatest, be a
servant. But those who think themselves
great shall be disappointed and humbled; and
those who humble themselves shall be ex-
alted.

More than 26 years ago, in the eighth
round of voting, Karol Wojtyla was
elected to head the Roman Catholic
Church. His predecessor, Pope John
Paul I, had died after only 32 days as
Pope. The selection of the charismatic
Polish cardinal—the first non-Italian
pope in 4565 years—surprised many peo-
ple both inside and outside the Catho-
lic Church.

In the quarter-century since then,
Pope John Paul II continued to sur-
prise—and challenge—not only mem-
bers of my church but, indeed, the en-
tire world to recognize and celebrate
the dignity of each and every person.

But that was not all ‘‘the Pilgrim
Pope” revolutionized. Where previous
pontiffs had often seemed distant from
their flocks, Pope John Paul II trav-
eled to more nations and spoke to more
people—often times in their language—
than any other pontiff in the history of
the Roman Catholic Church.

His first trip abroad as pontiff was to
a region in crisis. Latin America, home
of half the world’s Roman Catholics,
was ravaged not just by poverty and
hunger but by violence and civil war
that claimed tens of thousands of inno-
cent lives.

His next trip was to his homeland,
Poland, a land that been subjugated for
decades, first by Nazism, then by com-
munism. One journalist wrote that the
pope’s visit to Poland ‘‘helped bring
about such profound, irreversible
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