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COMMUNICATION FROM LEGISLA-
TIVE DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF THE
HONORABLE SHELLEY MOORE
CAPITO, MEMBER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Aaron Sporck, Legisla-
tive Director for the Honorable SHEL-
LEY MOORE CAPITO, Member of Con-
gress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 12, 2006.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
been served with a civil deposition subpoena,
issued by the U.S. District Court for the Dis-
trict of Columbia, for documents and testi-
mony.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the precedents and privileges of the House.

Sincerely,
AARON SPORCK,
Legislative Director.

————————

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has agreed to
with an amendment a concurrent reso-
lution of the House of the following
title:

H. Con. Res. 409. Concurrent resolution
commemorating the 60th anniversary of the
ascension to the throne of his Majesty King
Bhumibol Adulyadej of Thailand.

———
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MARCHANT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

———

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.)

——

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.)

——

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

(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

———————

THERE MUST BE A NEW
DIRECTION IN IRAQ

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
speak out of order and address the
House for 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentlewoman from Texas
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, it has been a day of great im-
portance, and tomorrow, we will con-
clude this debate on Iraq.

When I spoke earlier today, I men-
tioned that the dilemma that we have
is that although there has been a de-
bate, one would wonder, with such an
important topic, why the process did
not allow the American people to have
alternatives to the present resolution
on the floor and why we were so con-
strained that there could not be a de-
finitive plan that speaks to the concern
of the American people, the families of
soldiers and veterans, and that is, to
discuss fully, without partisan rhet-
oric, the idea of redeployment and the
opportunity for our soldiers to return
home.

Now, 2 years or so ago, I had, and of-
fered, to this administration a concept
that I believe would not have placed us
where we are today. I rose today to say
that I support the Murtha plan and res-
olution, which clearly provides an op-
portunity for redeployment as soon as
practicable. It is not the cut-and-run
theory. It is a theory that we respect
the idea of the military fighting for our
freedom and respect the fact that the
military’s mission has been completed.

Having just come back from Iraq my-
self, and been there three times and as
well to Afghanistan, I know that the
boots on the ground, the leadership on
the ground is, by any means, any defi-
nition, the most excellent military in
the world. We thank them. We thank
their families. We thank the enlisted.
We thank the Reservists, we thank the
National Guard and any others, civil-
ians who are serving on those front
lines.

But we are the policy-makers, and we
owe them not just a debt of gratitude.
So, tomorrow, in protest for no plan, I
will be voting ‘‘no’ on the resolution. I
do so without any shame or any con-
ceding to accusations of not being pa-
triotic. My patriotism is exhibited by
my dissent and the dissent of the
American people asking us to do some-
thing, to create a plan that tracks the
sovereignty of Iraq, gives them the op-
portunity to move toward their own
freedom, to protect themselves through
the Iraqi National Army and the Iraqi
National Police.
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Let me just simply say to the Amer-
ican people that what we are discussing
today are these soldiers who have been
willing to put their lives on the front
line. These are husbands and wives and
aunts and uncles and cousins. These
are mothers and fathers. These are our
neighbors. These are, in fact, our
brothers and sisters. These are Ameri-
cans, individuals who have put them-
selves on the front line. We, as policy-
makers, should not cut and run on
them.

I would just say to my colleagues
that if we are to be patriotic, then we
should do it by words and not by deeds.

So I would argue that what we have
done to the soldier is to talk and not
act. We have, in fact, devastated the
United States Army, therefore, dis-
allowing or at least causing them to be
diminished and taking and causing us
to put them in a position where it will
take years for them to rebuild them-
selves.

We have undermined the military by
not equipping the troops. When asked
by a soldier in the field why U.S.
troops did not have the right armor for
their vehicles, Secretary of Defense
Donald Rumsfeld said, as you know,
you have to go to war with the Army
you have, not the Army you want.
What a callous, senseless thing to say,
to throw our Army into harm’s way,
and careless about whether they are
protected or have the armor to protect
themselves, allowing families and par-
ents to get their hard-earned pennies
to send flak jackets to their children
and then not taking care of our troops
when they come home.

The Bush administration has not de-
veloped policies to take care of the
thousands, 19,000 casualties who are in-
jured, 2,500 of course who died, the 2,500
today.

Health care has proven inadequate,
and wounded veterans have been
hounded by debt collectors because of
inefficiencies in the Pentagon’s admin-
istrative expenses.

Mr. Speaker, this is not long enough
for the catastrophic and necessity of
the debate or the changes that are
needed in order to change the direction
of Iraq.

I, too, applaud the ending of
Zarqawi’s leadership of terrorism in
the world, but that is not the end of
the story, and we know that insur-
gency in Iraq is only 10 percent of the
violence. The violence is between Shi-
ite and Sunni and those young people
who believe they can kill Americans
with impunity and with immunity.

So I would simply say that I hope to-
morrow there will be a metamorphical
change. I hope someone will shine the
light on this body. I hope we will rise
with courage to say that there must be
a new direction. I hope we will discard
this senseless resolution that simply
wants to make partisan or make a par-
tisan battle about who supports the
troops and who does not.

We cannot stay the course. Richard
Nixon knew that we could not stay the
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course in Vietnam, and he changed the
course of direction.

It is not anti-patriotic to be able to
stand up against the wind of the major-
ity, to be able to say that the dis-
senting Americans need to be heard,
and if we are heard, it will be for the
betterment of this Nation and the bet-
terment of this world. Then we can
begin to fight the global war on terror.
Then we can be more successful. Then
we can form the coalition that we need
to weed out the terrorists and to truly
create for our children a better world.

I hope tomorrow we will shed the
light on this place and change direc-
tion in the Iraq War.

————
GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR

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

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker,
on June 6 we commemorated D Day,
the day that American military forces
stormed the coast of France 62 years
ago to turn the tide in one of the most
brutal conflicts the world has ever
known. The United States sustained
6,603 casualties that day, yet the final
victory over the forces of fascism re-
mained nearly a year away.

Rows of silent graves at the Amer-
ican Military Cemetery in Normandy
bear witness to the high price of free-
dom. They solemnly remind us that
there is no substitute for perseverance
and sacrifice if we are to prevail over
the threats which challenge this Na-
tion and the world today.

The global war on terror is a dif-
ferent war from the wars of the past.
This is not a war of uniformed armies
on clearly defined battlefields. It is a
war that invades tranquil space and
time without warning, carried out by
those who hide among and behind civil-
ian populations, seeking to exploit the
vulnerable for ruthless purposes.

While we have endured the sacrifice
of global wars during the past, we have
never waged a war in an age of
globalization, in an age when tech-
nology eviscerates the concept of dis-
tance, magnifies our losses, trivializes
our accomplishments, and places our
adversaries in a far better position to
leverage the freedoms of our society
against us.

In seeking to prevent another 9/11,
the President and the United States
Congress would have been utterly irre-
sponsible to ignore the threat posed by
Saddam Hussein in Iraq. It is impor-
tant to note that in 1998 President
Clinton ordered U.S. Armed Forces to
strike military and security targets in
Iraq because Iraq’s nuclear, chemical
and biological weapons programs posed
a credible and serious threat.

But I am not here to argue the case
for war today. The United States and
our coalition partners made judgments
to enter Iraq based upon the best avail-
able evidence, and now the commit-
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ment is ours to complete. We are all in
this together, and the successful pro-
gression of our commitment in Iraaq,
from which I remain convinced that an
abrupt withdrawal of U.S. troops would
do more harm than good, is vital to
achieving national security for Amer-
ica, stability and hope for all peoples of
the Middle East, and establishing the
prospects for civil reforms and long-
term peace throughout the entire
world.

While our mission continues to be
dangerous and costly, it continues to
make strong progress as well. The re-
cent establishment of democratic insti-
tutions in Iraq is without cultural or
historical precedent. This fact, com-
bined with rapid progress in the de-
ployment of Iraqi security forces, gives
us realistic hope of diminishing con-
flict and a stable foundation for the
prospects of long-term peace.

As we proceed with our obligation,
may each one of us endeavor to dis-
charge our responsibilities in a manner
that is worthy of the sacrifices of the
United States Armed Forces.

And may each of us recall that this
obligation is ultimately connected to
the mantle of leadership that has fallen
to the United States, not only for our
own welfare, but for the welfare of the
entire world.

——
IRAQ WAR RESOLUTION

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
on October 10, 2002, this Congress voted
to give the President of the United
States broad powers to engage in a uni-
lateral first strike war against Iraq
without a clearly demonstrated and
imminent threat of attack on the
United States.

Our oath of office as Members of Con-
gress, our constitutional charge, the
mandate laid upon us by the people,
does not permit us to delegate the re-
sponsibility of engaging the awesome
military power of the United States.

Our oath of office does not permit us
to delegate our responsibilities in plac-
ing our fighting men and women in the
field of battle, and I commend each and
every one of them for the sacrifices
they are making for freedom-loving
people throughout the world.

Our Constitution places the power to
declare war squarely and solely in the
Congress. This issue rises far above
partisan politics.

President Lincoln put our congres-
sional responsibility this way, when he
said: ‘“We cannot escape history. We of
this Congress and this administration
will be remembered in spite of our-
selves. No personal significance or in-
significance can spare one or another
of us. The fiery trial through which we
pass will light us down in honor or dis-
honor to the last generation.”

I opposed that initial resolution, and
I would later oppose because after all
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of the information I have seen, and
after all I have heard, neither I nor a
majority of the residents of my dis-
trict, the 7th Congressional District of
Illinois, are convinced that the war is
our only, our best or was our most im-
mediate option.

I was not convinced, and I am still
not convinced, that the resolution
would properly guide us to act coopera-
tively and legally through the United
Nations with the agreement and the in-
volvement of the international commu-
nity. In fact, it led us to pursue risky,
unilateral actions in defiance of inter-
national law and the United Nations
Charter.

As the American people are attempt-
ing to make sense of this complex situ-
ation, it is the duty of Congress to ask
some hard questions.

What are we accomplishing by keep-
ing our troops in immediate danger in
Iraq? In my judgment, the answer is
not much.

O 2300

In my judgment, commitment to the
peaceful solution of problems and con-
flict is an important part of what our
democracy should stand for, and that
does not necessitate or demand contin-
uous military presence in Iraq.

I am a member of the Out of Iraq
Caucus, and we need to prepare for an
honorable way out. It is my profound
hope that as we press forward, we will
press forward towards the mark of a
high calling; that we will take the high
road; that we will take the road that
leads to peace and not to war, the road
to peace based on mutual security and
international cooperation.

Let us walk the road to peace know-
ing that it is also the road to the rights
we have defined in the United Nations
Charter for all humankind. Let us walk
the road to peace not because it is the
easiest road or the smoothest road or
the shortest road, but knowing that it
is the right road for the American peo-
ple.

Sometimes in the pursuit of noble
and inescapable goals it takes more
courage and more vision not to fight or
to fight in a different way. We can
fight by arming, training, and equip-
ping the Iraqi military and civilian po-
lice forces to provide security and pro-
tection for the Iraqi people in their
country. We can fight by providing
clean water, food, and medicine to the
Iraqis.

This is one of those times when we
must take the road that leads to peace
and not down the path to continuous
destruction. Let us have the courage
and the vision to find a permanent
peace and security, to remove the pres-
ence of terrorism and not just drive it
underground. Surely, if America has a
destiny, it is a responsibility to lead
the world to such peace.

This is a time of testing for all of us.
Let us not fail this great test. Let us
pursue peace, and not war.
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