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deprived of their chance to play sports. For
many young women, sports are often their
ticket to higher education. A survey conducted
by the National Federation of State High
School Associations indicates that female stu-
dents receive 1.25 million fewer opportunities
to play high school sports than do male stu-
dents, which translate into many lost opportu-
nities for athletic scholarships. Other studies
show that student athletes tend to graduate at
higher rates, perform better in school and are
less likely to use drugs and alcohol. Women
athletes also tend to have more confidence,
better body image, and higher self-esteem
than female non-athletes—critical attributes
that help them succeed throughout their lives.
We must give our schools the tools they need
to identify inequities in their programs so that
current and future generations of women can
enjoy the benefits of sports.

Madam Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
join me in this effort to help girls move toward
equality in athletics at every level and in every
community across the nation.

———————

INTRODUCTION OF THE LIBERTY
AMENDMENT

HON. RON PAUL

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 7, 2007

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, | am pleased to
introduce the Liberty Amendment, which re-
peals the 16th Amendment, thus paving the
way for real change in the way government
collects and spends the people’s hard-earned
money. The Liberty Amendment also explicitly
forbids the federal government from per-
forming any action not explicitly authorized by
the United States Constitution.

The 16th Amendment gives the federal gov-
ernment a direct claim on the lives of Amer-
ican citizens by enabling Congress to levy a
direct income tax on individuals. Until the pas-
sage of the 16th amendment, the Supreme
Court had consistently held that Congress had
no power to impose an income tax.

Income taxes are responsible for the trans-
formation of the federal government from one
of limited powers into a vast leviathan whose
tentacles reach into almost every aspect of
American life. Thanks to the income tax, today
the federal government routinely invades our
privacy, and penalizes our every endeavor.

The Founding Fathers realized that “the
power to tax is the power to destroy,” which
is why they did not give the federal govern-
ment the power to impose an income tax.
Needless to say, the Founders would be horri-
fied to know that Americans today give more
than a third of their income to the federal gov-
ernment.

Income taxes not only diminish liberty, they
retard economic growth by discouraging work
and production. Our current tax system also
forces Americans to waste valuable time and
money on complacence with an ever-more
complex tax code. The increased interest in
flat-tax and national sales tax proposals, as
well as the increasing number of small busi-
nesses that questioning the Internal Revenue
Service’s (IRS) “withholding” system provides
further proof that America is tired of the lab-
yrinthine tax code. Americans are also in-
creasingly fed up with an IRS that continues to

ride roughshod over their civil liberties, despite
recent “pro-taxpayer” reforms.

Madam Speaker, America survived and
prospered for 140 years without an income
tax, and with a federal government that gen-
erally adhered to strictly constitutional func-
tions, operating with modest excise revenues.
The income tax opened the door to the era
(and errors) of Big Government. | hope my
colleagues will help close that door by cospon-
soring the Liberty Amendment.

——

HIRE A VETERAN WEEK

HON. TODD TIAHRT

OF KANSAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 7, 2007

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, | rise to sup-
port H. Con. Res. 5, a resolution supporting
“Hire a Veteran Week.” Supporting our troops
should not be confined just to the battlefield;
supporting our troops extends beyond their
time in active duty. The liberties we enjoy
today were earned through the bravery and
sacrifice of patriotic Americans. America must
never turn her back on her veterans.

Historically, unemployment of veterans is
higher than in the civilian populations. This is
a national tragedy. Veterans are hard-working,
self-sacrificing patriots. Unfortunately, many
employers simply do not understand the skills,
capabilities, and tremendous value that vet-
erans bring to any workplace. Through efforts
such as “Hire a Veteran Week,” coupled with
those of the Departments of Defense, Vet-
erans Affairs and Labor, Veteran Service Or-
ganizations, and various non-profit groups, we
will bring attention to the benefit of hiring vet-
erans.

| am very pleased to see that the unemploy-
ment rate for veterans has fallen by one-third
since 2005. Although the unemployment rate
is still higher than the civilian population, these
new numbers are clear evidence that progress
is being made. As with most progress, we
must not be content to rest on past accom-
plishments. | will not be happy until every vet-
eran who wants to work is able to make a
good living for themselves and their families.

To those companies that have hired a vet-
eran, | say, “thank you.” | have never met a
business owner who has regretted hiring a
veteran, and appreciate their willingness to un-
derstand the value of our veterans and make
room for them in their organization.

While | say it all the time, | can never say
it enough. “Thank you” to the men and
women of our Armed Forces for guaranteeing
freedom for all Americans. May God bless
you, and may God bless America.

—

IRAQ POLICY
HON. PETER HOEKSTRA

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 7, 2007

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, | believe
that Congress should continue to encourage
an open and robust debate about its Iraq pol-
icy. | found former Speaker Newt Gingrich’s
recent testimony before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee on the situation in Iraq of
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particular interest. | would like to share it with
my colleagues.

[From Gingrich Communications, Jan. 23,

2007]
THE COST OF DEFEAT IN IRAQ AND THE COST OF
VICTORY IN IRAQ
TESTIMONY TO SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS
COMMITTEE
(By Newt Gingrich)

Chairman Biden, Ranking Member Lugar,
and members of the committee: Thank you
for allowing me to testify.

This is an extraordinarily important series
of hearings on a topic of enormous national
importance.

The United States finds itself in a global
struggle with the forces of Islamic fascism
and their dictatorial allies.

From a fanatic American near Chicago
who attempted to buy hand grenades to
launch a personal Jihad in a Christmas mall,
to 18 Canadians arrested for terrorist plots,
to the Scotland Yard disruption of a plot in
Britain to destroy ten civilian airliners in
one day that if successful would have shat-
tered worldwide confidence in commercial
aviation and potentially thrown the world
into a deep economic contraction.

We are confronted again and again with a
worldwide effort to undermine and defeat the
system of law and order which has created
more prosperity and more freedom for more
people than any previous system.

The threats seem to come in four different
forms:

First, from individuals who are often self
recruited and randomly inspired through the
internet, television and charismatic social
and religious friendships.

Second, from organized non state systems
of terror of which Al Qaeda, Hezbollah and
Hamas are the most famous. Additional
groups have sprung up and provide con-
tinuity, training, and support for terrorism.

Third, from dictatorships in the Middle
East most notably Iran and Syria who have
been consistently singled out by the State
Department (including in 2006) as the largest
funders of state supported terrorism in the
world. These dictatorships are investing in
more advanced conventional weapons and in
chemical and nuclear weapons.

Fourth, from a strange assortment of anti-
American dictatorships including North
Korea, Venezuela and Cuba.

This coalition of the enemies of freedom
has growing power around the world. Its
leaders are increasingly bold in their explicit
hostility to the United States.

To take just two recent examples:
Ahmadinejad of Iran has said ‘‘[t]o those who
doubt, to those who ask is it possible, or
those who do not believe, I say accomplish-
ment of a world without America and Israel
is both possible and feasible.”” He has also
said that Israel should be ‘‘wiped off the
map.”’ Chavez of Venezuela, just last week in
a joint appearance with the Iranian leader in
Latin America, announced a multi billion
dollar fund to help countries willing to fight
to end ‘‘American imperialism.”

Both of these statements were on tele-
vision and are not subject to misinterpreta-
tion.

Similarly there are many web pages and
other public statements in which various
terrorists have described in great detail their
commitment to killing millions of Ameri-
cans. I described these publicly delivered
threats in a speech on the fifth anniversary
of 9/11 which I gave at the American Enter-
prise Institute. The text of this speech is at-
tached as an appendix to this testimony.

These threats might be ignored if it were
not for the consistent efforts to acquire nu-
clear and biological weapons by these en-
emies of freedom
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I first wrote about the extraordinary in-
crease in the threat to our civilization from
nuclear weapons in the hands of terrorists in
Window of Opportunity in 1984. Attached to
this testimony is a copy of the relevant
pages from this book.

It is not accurate to suggest today that
people were not aware of terrorism or were
not warning about the threat to America’s
very survival prior to 9/11.

Many sophisticated observers and profes-
sional military and intelligence officers have
been issuing these warnings for two decades.

What has been amazing to watch has been
the absolute inability of our system of gov-
ernment to analyze the problem and react ef-
fectively.

It is this collapse of capacity for effective-
ness which is at the heart of our current di-
lemma.

The United States is now in a decaying
mess in Afghanistan and an obviously unac-
ceptable mess in Iraq.

While this language may seem harsh to de-
fenders of the current policy, it is sadly an
accurate statement of where we are.

Efforts to think through and solve the
problems of Afghanistan and Iraq have to be
undertaken in a context of looking at a
wider range of challenges to American lead-
ership around the world and potentially to
our very survival as a country. These larger
challenges are described in my attached
presentation entitled “The Real World and
The Real War’’.

With these caveats I want to focus on the
challenge of Iraq.

TWO VERY HARD PATHS FORWARD IN IRAQ

America is faced with two very hard paths
forward in Iraq.

We can accept defeat and try to rebuild our
position in the region while accommodating
the painful possibility that these enemies of
freedom in Irag—evil men, vicious mur-
derers, and sadistic inflictors of atrocities
will have defeated both the millions of Iraqis
who voted for legal self government and the
American people and their government.

Alternatively we can insist on defeating
the enemies of America and the enemies of
the Iraqi people and can develop the strate-
gies and the implementation mechanisms
necessary to force victory despite the incom-
petence of the Iraqi government, the
unreliability of Iraqi leaders, and the inter-
ference of Syria and Iran on behalf of our en-
emies.

Both these paths are hard. Both involve
great risk. Both have unknowable difficul-
ties and will produce surprise events.

Both will be complicated.

Yet either is preferable to continuing to
accept an ineffective American implementa-
tion system while relying on the hope that
the Iraqi system can be made to work in the
next six months.

THE INHERENT CONFUSION IN THE CURRENT

STRATEGY

There are three fundamental weaknesses in
the current strategy.

First, the strategy relies on the Iraqis
somehow magically improving their per-
formance in a very short time period. Yet
the argument for staying in Iraq is that it is
a vital AMERICAN interest. If we are seek-
ing victory in Iraq because it is vital to
America then we need a strategy which will
win even if our Iraqi allies are inadequate.
We did not rely on the Free French to defeat
Nazi Germany. We did not rely on the South
Koreans to stop North Korea and China dur-
ing the Korean War. When it mattered to
American vital interests we accepted all the
help we could get but we made sure we had
enough strength to win on our own if need
be.

President Bush has asserted that Iraq is a
vital American interest. In January 2007
alone he has said the following things:
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But if we do not succeed in Iraq, we will
leave behind a Middle East which will endan-
ger America in the future.

[Flailure in one part of the world could
lead to disaster here at home. It’s important
for our citizens to understand that as tempt-
ing as it might be, to understand the con-
sequences of leaving before the job is done,
radical Islamic extremists would grow in
strength. They would be emboldened. It
would make it easier to recruit for their
cause. They would be in a position to do that
which they have said they want to do, which
is to topple moderate governments, to spread
their radical vision across an important re-
gion of the world.

If we were to leave before the job is done,
if we were to fail in Iraq, Iran would be
emboldened in its pursuit of nuclear weap-
ons. Our enemies would have safe havens
from which to launch attacks. People would
look back at this moment in history and say,
what happened to them in America? How
come they couldn’t see the threats to a fu-
ture generation?

The consequences of failure are clear: Rad-
ical Islamic extremists would grow in
strength and gain new recruits. They would
be in a better position to topple moderate
governments, create chaos in the region, and
use oil revenues to fund their ambitions.
Iran would be emboldened in its pursuit of
nuclear weapons. Our enemies would have a
safe haven from which to plan and launch at-
tacks on the American people. On September
the 11th, 2001, we saw what a refuge for ex-
tremists on the other side of the world could
bring to the streets of our own cities. For the
safety of our people, America must succeed
in Iraq.

Iraq is a central component of defeating
the extremists who want to establish safe
haven in the Middle East, extremists who
would use their safe haven from which to at-
tack the United States, extremists and radi-
cals who have stated that they want to top-
ple moderate governments in order to be able
to achieve assets necessary to effect their
dream of spreading their totalitarian ide-
ology as far and wide as possible.

This is really the calling of our time, that
is, to defeat these extremists and radicals,
and Iraq is a component part, an important
part of laying the foundation for peace.

The inherent contradiction in the adminis-
tration strategy is simple. If Iraq matters as
much as the President says it does (and here
I agree with the President on the supreme
importance of victory) then the TUnited
States must not design and rely on a strat-
egy which relies on the Iraqis to win.

On the other hand if the war is so unimpor-
tant that the fate of Iraq can be allowed to
rest with the efforts of a new, weak, untested
and inexperienced government then why are
we risking American lives.

Both propositions cannot be true.

I accept the President’s analysis of the im-
portance of winning in Iraq and therefore I
am compelled to propose that his recently
announced strategy is inadequate.

The second weakness is that the current
strategy debate once again focuses too much
on the military and too little on everything
that has not been working. The one instru-
ment that has been reasonably competent is
the combat element of American military
power. That is a very narrow definition and
should not be expanded to include the non-
combat elements of the Department of De-
fense which also have a lot of difficulties in
performing adequately.

The great failures in the Iraq and Afghani-
stan campaigns have been in non-combat
power. Intelligence, diplomacy, economic
aid, information operations, support from
the civilian elements of national power.
These have been the great centers of failure
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in America’s recent conflicts. They are a
major reason we have done so badly in Iraq.
The gap between the President’s recent pro-
posals and the required rethinking and
transforming of our non-combat instruments
of power is simply breathtaking.

No military leader I have talked with be-
lieves military force is adequate to win in
Iraq. Every one of them insists that the ci-
vilian instruments of power are more impor-
tant than the combat elements. They all as-
sert that they can hold the line for a while
with force but that holding the line will ulti-
mately fail if we are not using that time to
achieve progress in nonmilitary areas.

This failure of the non-combat bureauc-
racies cannot be solved in Iraq. The heart of
the problem is in Washington and that
brings us to the third weakness in the cur-
rent strategy.

The third weakness in the current strategy
is its inability to impose war-time decision-
making and accountability in Washington.

The interagency process is hopelessly bro-
ken.

This is not a new phenomenon. I first
wrote about it in 1984 in Window of Oppor-
tunity when I asserted:

[W]e must decide what sort of executive-
branch planning and implementation system
are desirable.

At a minimum, we will need closer rela-
tionships between the intelligence agencies,
the diplomatic agencies, the economic agen-
cies, the military agencies, the news media
and the political structure. There has to be
a synergism in which our assessment of what
is happening relates to our policies as they
are developed and implemented. Both anal-
yses and implementation must be related to
the new media and political system because
all basic policies must have public support if
they are to succeed.

Finally, once the professionals have mas-
tered their professions and have begun to
work in systems that are effective and co-
ordinated, those professionals must teach
both the news media and the elected politi-
cians. No free society can for long accept the
level of ignorance about war, history, and
the nature of power which has become the
norm for our news media and our elected
politicians. An ignorant society is on its way
to becoming an extinct society.

In 1991 my concern for replacing the bro-
ken interagency system with an integrated
system of effective coordination was height-
ened when General Max Thurmond who had
planned and led the liberation of Panama
told me unequivocally that the interagency
process was broken.

In 1995 that process was reinforced when
General Hartzog described the failures of the
interagency in trying to deal with Haiti.

As early as 2002 it was clear that the inter-
agency had broken down in Afghanistan and
I gave a very strong speech in May 2003 at
the American Enterprise Institute criti-
cizing the process.

By the summer of 2003 it was clear the
interagency was failing in Iraq and by Sep-
tember and October 2003 we were getting
consistent reports from the field of the gap
between the capability of the combat forces
and the failure of the civilian systems.

No senior officer in the Defense Depart-
ment doubts that the current interagency
cannot work at the speed of modern war.
They will not engage in a fight with the Na-
tional Security Council or the State Depart-
ment or the various civilian agencies which
fail to do their job. But in private they will
assert over and over again that the inter-
agency system is hopelessly broken.

It was very disappointing to have the
President focus so much on 21,500 more mili-
tary personnel and so little on the reforms
needed in all the other elements of the exec-
utive branch.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

The proposals for winning in Iraq outlined
below follow from this analysis.

KEY STEPS TO VICTORY IN IRAQ

1. Place General Petraeus in charge of the
Iraq campaign and establish that the Ambas-
sador is operating in support of the military
commander.

2. Since General Petraeus will now have re-
sponsibility for victory in Iraq all elements
of achieving victory are within his purview
and he should report daily to the White
House on anything significant which is not
working or is needed

3. Create a deputy chief of staff to the
President and appoint a retired four star
general or admiral to manage Iraq imple-
mentation for the Commander in Chief on a
daily basis.

4. Establish that the second briefing (after
the daily intelligence brief) the President
will get every day is from his deputy chief of
staff for Iraq implementation.

5. Establish a War Cabinet which will meet
once a week to review metrics of implemen-
tation and resolve failures and enforce deci-
sions. The President should chair the War
Cabinet personally and his deputy chief of
staff for Iraq implementation should prepare
the agenda for the weekly review and meet-
ing.

6. Establish three plans: one for achieving
victory with the help of the Iraqi govern-
ment, one for achieving victory with the pas-
sive acquiescence of the Iraqi government,
one for achieving victory even if the current
Iraqi government is unhappy. The third plan
may involve very significant shifts in troops
and resources away from Baghdad and a
process of allowing the Iraqi central govern-
ment to fend for itself if it refuses to cooper-
ate.

7. Communicate clearly to Syria and Iran
that the United States is determined to win
in Iraq and that any further interference
(such as the recent reports of sophisticated
Iranian explosives being sent to Iraq to tar-
get Americans) will lead to direct and ag-
gressive countermeasures.

8. Pour as many intelligence assets into
the fight as needed to develop an over-
whelming advantage in intelligence prepara-
tion of the battlefield.

9. Develop a commander’s capacity to
spend money on local activities sufficient to
enable every local American commander to
have substantial leverage in dealing with
local communities.

10. Establish a jobs corps or civil conserva-
tion corps of sufficient scale to bring unem-
ployment for males under 30 below 10 percent
(see the attached oped by Mayor Giuliani
and myself on this topic).

11. Expand dramatically the integration of
American purchasing power in buying from
Iraqi firms pioneered by Assistant Secretary
Paul Brinkley to maximize the rate of recov-
ery of the Iraqi economy.

12. Expand the American Army and Marine
Corps as much as needed to sustain the
fights in Iraq and Afghanistan while also
being prepared for other contingencies and
maintaining a sustainable rhythm for the
families and the force.

13. Demand a war budget for recapitaliza-
tion of the military to continue moderniza-
tion while defeating our enemies. The cur-
rent national security budget is lower as a
percentage of the economy than at any time
from Pearl Harbor through the end of the
Cold War. It is less than half the level Tru-
man sustained before the Korean War.

14. The State Department is too small, too
undercapitalized and too untrained for the
demands of the 21st century. There should be
a b0 percent increase in the State Depart-
ment budget and a profound rethinking of
the culture and systems of the State Depart-

ment so it can be an operationally effective
system.

15. The Agency for International Develop-
ment is hopelessly unsuited to the new re-
quirements of economic assistance and de-
velopment and should be rethought from the
ground up. The Marshall Plan and Point
Four were as important as NATO in con-
taining the Soviet Empire. We do not have
that capability today.

16. The President should issue executive
orders where possible to reform the imple-
mentation system so it works with the speed
and effectiveness required by the 21st cen-
tury.

17. Where legislation is needed the Presi-
dent should collaborate with Congress in
honestly reviewing the systems that are fail-
ing and developing new metrics, new struc-
tures and new strategies.

18. Under our Constitution it is impossible
to have this scale of rethinking and reform
without deep support from the legislative
branch. Without Republican Senator Arthur
Vandenburg, Democratic President Harry
Truman could never have developed the con-
tainment policies that saved freedom and ul-
timately defeated the Soviet Empire. The
President should ask the bipartisan leaders
of Congress to cooperate in establishing a
joint Legislative-Executive working group
on winning the war and should openly brief
the legislative branch on the problems which
are weakening the American system abroad.
Only by educating and informing the Con-
gress can we achieve the level of mutual un-
derstanding and mutual commitment that
this long hard task will require.

Thank you for this opportunity to share
these proposals.

———

HONORING FORT WORTH HISPANIC
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE PRESI-
DENT ROSA NAVEJAR

HON. KAY GRANGER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 7, 2007

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, today I'm
honored to recognize the accomplishments of
Rosa Navejar, winner of the 2006 Coors His-
panic Leader of the Year Award.

This wonderful award goes to a good
woman who has had a great career. Thirty
years ago, Rosa Navejar's professional jour-
ney began in the banking industry where her
command of Spanish and her commitment to
all customers set her apart. She always
viewed her work as not just a job but as a
mission. Throughout her career, she took time
to mentor young people many of whom are
now leaders themselves.

In 2001, Rosa left banking to make history
as the first female Hispanic to lead the Fort
Worth Hispanic Chamber of Commerce. She
helped revitalize and reshape the Chamber as
a force for good throughout the community.
Under her leadership, the Fort Worth Hispanic
Chamber has grown in size and influence.
Perhaps the greatest example of this is the
Hispanic Leadership Development Course.
This unique program trains today the Hispanic
leaders of tomorrow.

In life, there are those who seek to make a
profit. And then there are people like Rosa
Navejar: those who seek to make a difference.
Thanks to her life, legacy and leadership, our
community is stronger, better and more united
than ever before.
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Rosa Navejar truly represents the spirit of
engagement, passion and success.

| congratulate my friend Rosa for this award.
And | thank her for her efforts.

————

IN HONOR OF D. WAYNE HOLDEN &
SHERMAN L. TOWNSEND

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE

OF DELAWARE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 7, 2007

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, it is with
great pleasure that | rise today to recognize
Mr. D. Wayne Holden and Mr. Sherman L.
Townsend for their distinguished contributions
to my home state of Delaware. In 2001, the
Delaware Community Foundation established
an award, now known as the Allen Cup
Award, in order to honor the achievements of
philanthropic leaders that posses the vision
and drive to affect meaningful change through-
out Delaware, and more specifically in the
central and southern regions of my home
state. | cannot think of two more deserving re-
cipients.

Wayne Holden, a Dover, Delaware native,
has always been deeply passionate about im-
proving his community. Many of his philan-
thropic projects are carried out through The
Thank You Fund, a donor-advised fund that
he and his wife, Betsy, started through the
Delaware Community Foundation (DCF). The
Holdens are responsible for supporting numer-
ous charitable organizations ranging from the
Nature Conservancy to the DCF Youth Philan-
thropy Board.

Wayne has also played a pivotal role in pre-
serving the quality of Delaware’s communities.
At a time when the Schwartz Center for the
Arts and the Dover Art League experienced
serious financial instability, Wayne donated his
own leadership skills and financial resources
in order to save these organizations. Through
his work as First Vice President at Merrill
Lynch in Dover, Wayne has been able to in-
spire others to create charitable legacies and
thus furthered his own philanthropic mission of
improving Delaware.

Sherman Townsend, has worked alongside
Wayne on the Board of the Delaware Commu-
nity Foundation and also in business as the
First Vice President for Investment at Merrill
Lynch. Throughout his many endeavors, Sher-
man has been successful at building a legacy
of leadership and charity within his community.
As an active board member of the DCF since
1986, he has helped the foundation grow and
flourish. His noble efforts have secured $2 mil-
lion grants, established a $3.3 million endow-
ment and lead to partnerships with organiza-
tions such as the United Way.

Sherman’s philanthropic spirit shines brightly
in all aspects of his life. In addition to advising
and helping his clients build charitable leg-
acies, he and his family have established a
fund which supports many important organiza-
tions such as, the Children’s Beach House,
Meals on Wheels, and the Bayhealth Founda-
tion. Sherman has further demonstrated his
dedication to the community through his in-
volvement on the University of Delaware
Board of Trustees, paying particular attention
to the development of scholarships for stu-
dents and the School of Nursing.

| could speak for hours and still not do
these two men justice. Their contributions will
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