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debate on this House floor on what
means we are going to use, what direc-
tion we should take in this war on ter-
ror. This is a generational fight, and
we as Americans must step up to the
challenge and embrace the fight or
they will destroy us.

——————

IRAQ AND H. RES. 861

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DAvis of Kentucky). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, this
morning the President of the United
States said this about Iraq: ‘“‘My mes-
sage to the enemy is don’t count on us
leaving before we succeed. Don’t bet on
American politics forcing my hand be-
cause it’s not going to happen.”

Except, Mr. Speaker, it is completely
unclear what constitutes success under
these circumstances. Saying we will
stand down when they stand up, well,
that is just a talking point that gives
the American people no clear guide as
to when they can expect this war to
end.

By leaving this question vague, by
defining success entirely on his own se-
cret terms, the President is allowing
himself an open-ended commitment
and a blank check in Iraq. As for his
hand being forced by American poli-
tics, what the President calls American
politics is actually a majority of Amer-
icans, American citizens outraged at
the loss of life, the hundreds of billions
spent, and the global credibility we
have squandered.

Our people see 2,499, as of yesterday,
U.S. troops killed; more than 18,000
U.S. soldiers gravely wounded, and
thousands of others mentally and phys-
ically traumatized from their experi-
ence in the war. They see us losing the
equivalent of one battalion every
month in Iraq.

And they want answers.

All these sacrifices, and for what?
None of it is making Americans or
Iraqis safer. In fact, the presence of
nearly 150,000 American troops in Iraq
has become a rallying point for
antiAmerican extremists in the Arab
world.

This war becomes a bigger catas-
trophe with every passing day. And yet
the President and the Republican ma-
jority have no plan to end it. From the
President we get the usual platitudes
and this week a photo-op in Iraq. And
in this body, what is supposed to be the
people’s House, we are embarking on a
pointless debate on a nonbinding Iraq
resolution that is long on rhetoric and
short on constructive solutions.

It is time we listened to the Amer-
ican people. It is time that the Com-
mander in Chief stepped up by offering
a solution instead of dismissing Ameri-
cans’ anxieties as ‘‘just politics.”

I have outlined a plan that will end
the occupation in Iraq while helping
Iraq build a free and democratic soci-
ety. We must engage the international
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community, including the U.N. and
NATO, to establish a multinational in-
terim security force for Iraq. The
U.N.’s Department of Peacekeeping Op-
erations is particularly well suited for
this task.

We must shift the U.S. role from that
of Iraq’s military occupier to its recon-
struction partner by working with the
Iraqi people to rebuild their economic
and physical infrastructure, and we
must work with the U.N. to establish
an International Peace Commission
comprised of members of the global
community who have experience in

international conflict resolution to
oversee Iraq’s postwar reconciliation
process.
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They, our troops, have served admi-
rably. They have sacrificed more than
enough. We can return them to their
families and we can do it without aban-
doning Iraq. This is what the American
people want, Mr. Speaker. They want
an end to this war. They are not cer-
tain exactly how or when, but it is our
job to execute those details. They are
looking to us for leadership and it is
time the President of the United
States, as the Commander in Chief,
provided it.

———————

ACTIONS OF MARK MALLOCH
BROWN

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, the United Nations has had a myr-
iad of problems over the last 4, 5, 6
years. There has been tremendous
scandals, there has been waste, fraud
and abuse. There have been atrocities
perpetrated by the U.N. peacekeeping
forces in Africa where they raped
women and maimed other people. We
had the Oil-for-Food scandal. It just
goes on and on and on. And as a result
our new U.N. Ambassador has been
over there trying to clean up that mess
and make sure that they start straight-
ening up and dealing with their fiscal
problems as well as these other prob-
lems.

As a result, the second in command
at the United Nations, a U.N. Deputy
Secretary, General Mark Malloch
Brown, last week made a very aggres-
sive speech about the United States of
America. He said that middle America,
in effect, was too stupid to understand
what the U.N. was all about. He indi-
cated that news broadcasts from valued
news resources such as Fox News and
news commentators such as Rush
Limbaugh were way out of line and
didn’t understand what was going on at
the U.N. And he criticized roundly the
entire United States approach to the
U.N. and to world problems.

Now, there is an unwritten law at the
United Nations and that is that the
leadership over there and the people
that are involved in leadership don’t
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criticize member states. They just
don’t do it. Malloch Brown did, and he
is the Chief Deputy to Kofi Annan, the
Secretary General of the United Na-
tions.

And it is my opinion, because of this
terrible misstatement that he made,
that he should be replaced. He should
either resign or be fired. If we are going
to work with the U.N., and we pay 25
percent of the dues over there for the
whole world, 25 percent, then we need
to have a good working relationship,
and this is not conducive to this rela-
tionship when the second in command
over there is criticizing the United
States for taking issue with what is
going on.

————

THE IRAQ WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I come
this evening to share information that
I think the American public must
know and understand about what is
going on in the Congress of the United
States of America and what is going on
with this war in Iraq. It is important
that I do that this evening because to-
morrow there will be on the floor of
Congress a so-called debate. But it is a
sham debate. This is a debate formed
around a resolution, H. Res. 861, that
the Republicans have put together in
an attempt, one more time, to fool the
American people about what they are
doing. This resolution was dreamed up
after the Republicans determined that
the polls were consistently against the
way this war is being managed. This
resolution was put together after they
went home on break and they heard
over and over again that the American
public is getting fed up with this war,
the amount of money that is being
spent, the number of lives that are
being lost, and so they come to the
floor, after having done no oversight,
never explaining to the American pub-
lic how billions of dollars are being
spent, never taking the time to find
out about the corruption and the mis-
management in Iraq, never inves-
tigating the lies and the lack of intel-
ligence and all that has been hap-
pening. They have the audacity to
come before the public in a so-called
debate with the resolution simply de-
signed to trap the Democrats.

It is a resolution that says all Kinds
of things. Do you love the soldier or
don’t you? If you don’t support our res-
olution, you are not for the soldiers in
Iraq. And so many Democrats are going
to get trapped because they claim that
in their districts they have half of
their constituents for it, this war, and
half against it, and they don’t know
what to do. And so when they have to
confront a phony debate and a phony
resolution, they may just say yes be-
cause they don’t want to be criticized
for not being patriotic and loving the
soldiers and supporting them.
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Well, I am here to say tonight it is a
sham. And I would hope, overnight,
that my colleagues on this side of the
aisle would see the light and have the
courage to vote against it, to not par-
ticipate in the sham. But I don’t know
if they will or not.

But let me just give you the back-
ground and the backdrop of why all of
this is happening. This war started
March 19, 2003. Total number of U.S.
troops in Iraq today, about 133,000.
Number of soldiers dead, 2,499, as of
June 14. Number of soldiers injured,
18,490, as of June 14. Total amount ap-
propriated, including Ilatest supple-
mental, $320 billion. The cost of the
war per month, $6.1 billion, almost $11
million an hour. There were 1,398 re-
ported Kkillings in May alone, more
than any other month since the war
began in 2006, and that figure doesn’t
include slain soldiers or civilians killed
in bombings. Yet, the President of the
United States would make you believe
we are winning the war. We are advanc-
ing. We are going to be able to turn
this mess over to the Iraqis and they
are going to be able to contain what is
now a civil war.

According to the Pentagon, there are
about 600 insurgent attacks each week
since the new government took over in
February. The rate of insurgent at-
tacks is higher now than it was in 2004.
Our soldiers are being killed. It is dif-
ficult for them to protect themselves
against these bombings, these suicide
bombings, these bombings that are set
off in cars along the road and dead dogs
and on and on and on.

And why are they dying? We are in
this war because the President of the
United States said that there were
weapons of mass destruction that we
had to protect against. All that we
have encountered is mismanagement,
corruption, missteps, a lack of winning
this crazy thing. Soldiers dying and
some of our young people now being
charged with Kkilling innocent people
because they put guns in their hands
and they told them to go and kill them
because they hated it.

These soldiers should not be charged.
The President of the United States
should be charged. The Republicans
should be charged and the Democrats
should get some courage and come to
this Chamber and make sure that they
oppose this war.

————

ILLEGAL ENTRY INTO TUCSON,
ARIZONA

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, lawlessness on
the border breeds more lawlessness in
the United States. And failure to pro-
tect our borders is a national security
issue. And I come to you tonight with
some disturbing news. The threat is
even more serious than many Ameri-
cans know.

Tucson, Arizona is 65 miles from
Mexico. I have it here on the map. It is
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shown by the red dot. It is the route to
two interstates, one going north and
south and one going east and west.
Just southeast of Tucson, Arizona is
the University of Arizona Technology
Park. On that park, which is sur-
rounded by an old-fashioned chain link
fence, is a technology firm called
Raytheon. Raytheon is a defense con-
tractor that makes Tomahawk cruise
missiles.

Well, neighbors in Tucson, Arizona
have sent me some pictures of what ap-
pears to be illegal entry into the pe-
rimeter of this plant. Here we have the
chain link fence. This photograph is
taken inside the perimeter. On these
premises, 400 acres, is the Raytheon
plant. It is true there is another fence
around Raytheon that is a fence that is
a cable type fence that keeps trucks
from coming through. But someone, of
course, could crawl underneath or over
that particular fence. And you see, Mr.
Speaker, there is all types of litter in-
side the fence. And the question occurs,
where does this come from? These are
trails that are similar to what you see
along the Texas border where I am
from, but border towns down in South-
east Texas don’t have a plant that
makes Tomahawk cruise missiles. Tuc-
son neighbors say these trails are filled
with trash, backpacks, water bottles
and clothes. And why is that? Well, it
seems that the illegals that come from
Mexico sneak under this fence and hide
on these 400 acres until the human
smugglers come back later and pick
them up and transport them through-
out the United States.

Raytheon public relations officials
have said well, they hadn’t heard any-
thing about it from the security. And
they have strict security procedures to
enter that facility. But a supervisor at
Raytheon security said yes, illegals
have been known to come through the
grounds, but they were just passing
through. And some illegals have been
found working at the Raytheon plant
by subcontractors, but they were or-
dered off the premises.

I would like to show you some more
disturbing photographs that the Tuc-
son neighbors have sent me. This is a
photograph taken inside the perimeter
of the chain link fence. And you see nu-
merous backpacks where illegals have
come in to the perimeter, have hidden
on the premises. When the human
smugglers come to pick them up and
take them into the heartland of Amer-
ica, they bring with them the
backpacks that allow them to change
clothes.

It is somewhat disturbing to me, Mr.
Speaker, that we have this contractor
that makes Tomahawk missiles that
allows this to occur on their premises
because, you see, lawlessness on the
border breeds more lawlessness in the
United States. And you would think
that a company that has submitted a
border security plan for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security just 2
weeks ago would be concerned about
their border too. After all, it is a na-
tional security issue.
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I have one more photograph to show
you, taken on the same premises, but
on the other end of the perimeter. A
similar photograph of backpacks,
water bottles left by the people that il-
legally entered the United States. How
ironic that it is that they hide on the
premises of a place and an institution
that is trying to protect the national
security of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, the Raytheon problems
are our problems because the U.S.-Mex-
ico border is not secure. We have to
stop the illegal entry at the border be-
tween the United States and Mexico.
Otherwise, we will continue to see
these backpacks throughout the United
States. And some may have clothes,
but some may also bring in to the
United States property and explosives
that could damage the United States.
It is a national security issue. It is a
border security issue.

Mr. Speaker, we have an obligation
to the American people and have to
have the moral will to protect the bor-
ders and the dignity of the United
States.

And that’s just the way it is.

——————

THE WAR IN THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, you
have heard many of my colleagues talk
about the debate tomorrow on Iraq and
the war that we are facing. We also
have a war going on in this country
that unfortunately is very quiet, and
that is the shooting and killing of peo-
ple throughout this country.

Most people don’t realize how many
people die on a yearly basis because
each newspaper reports it but we don’t
hear all that information nationwide.
There are answers on how we can get
there to stop this kind of killing.

Last month the House Judiciary
Committee Subcommittee on Crime,
Terrorism and Homeland Security ap-
proved my bill, H.R. 1415, the NICS Im-
provement Act.
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This is a bill that would increase the
effectiveness of the existing national
instant criminal background check
system, the database used to check po-
tential firearms buyers for any crimi-
nal record or any other disqualifying
criteria. Hopefully, the whole com-
mittee will take up this important
piece of legislation soon so it can pass
both Houses before the 109th Congress
adjourns.

Overall, NICS has been a very good
success. Since 1994 more than 1.2 mil-
lion individuals have been denied a gun
because of a failed background check.
NICS also provides the vast majority of
honest gun sellers with peace of mind
in knowing they are selling their prod-
ucts to citizens who will use them safe-
ly and legally.

However, the NICS system is only as
good as the information it contains.
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