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to thank Colonel Holzworth for his service and
lastly, “Semper Fidelis.”

IRAQ WAR RESOLUTION

SPEECH OF

HON. CHET EDWARDS

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, February 16, 2007

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, there are
two fundamental questions we face in voting
on this resolution: First, is it appropriate for
Congress to express its views on the esca-
lation of U.S. troops in Irag? And second, is
the escalation the best use of military forces in
our war on terrorism?

First let me say that it is wrong for anyone
in this debate to question the patriotism of
someone on the other side of that issue. That
tactic was tried by Senator Joseph McCarthy
in the 1950s. It was wrong then, it is wrong
now.

In our democracy, there is nothing patriotic
about questioning the patriotism of someone
with an opposing view. We all love our coun-
try; we all support our troops; and we all want
to defend America from terrorism.

On the appropriateness of this resolution
being before the House, | believe this debate
is consistent with our Founding Fathers’ deep
commitment to the constitutional checks and
balances of government. They chose to make
the President our Commander in Chief of the
Armed Forces. At the same time, they chose
not to give the President the authority to de-
clare war or to fund a war. Those solemn re-
sponsibilities were given to the Congress in
article | of the Constitution.

It is noteworthy that on the most solemn act
of government, to put citizens into harm’s way,
our Founding Fathers clearly chose to put in
place constitutional checks and balances on
the executive branch. This resolution is a
proper exercise of that constitutional principle,
especially given this war has now lasted
longer than America’s involvement in World
War Il, with no end in sight. Blind allegiance
to the executive branch is not a constitutional
principle.

The second question before us is whether
the escalation in Iraq is the best use of U.S.
military forces in our war on terrorism.

After nearly 4 years of combat, two facts are
indisputable: First, our service men and
women have served our Nation with courage
and professionalism. They and their families
have sacrificed above and beyond the call of
duty, and | salute them.

Second; there have been major mistakes
made by policymakers in Washington that
have complicated at every step the challenges
our troops have faced in Irag, dead wrong in-
telligence on weapons of mass destruction
and Irag’s involvement with September 11; re-
jecting General Shinseki’s call to send an ade-
quate amount of troops to Irag in 2003, the
disbanding of the Iragi Army, the de-
Baathification process, inadequate armor for
our troops; and the repeated assertion that the
insurgency was on its last leg, despite facts to
the contrary.

Given mistakes made in the build-up to this
war and its management, and the enormity of
this issue in terms of lives at risk and our Na-
tion’s future, it is time for Congress to give a
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voice to the clear majority of the American
people who oppose escalation in Iraq.

Since the President has already started the
escalation, | personally hope and pray that he
is right, and that more U.S. troops in Iraq will
lead to long-term stability there. However, in
good conscience, | must express my profound
concerns for this policy for several reasons.

First; | believe until the Iragi government
creates a government that is respected by
Sunnis, Shiites and Kurds, no amount of U.S.
forces can stop sectarian violence there in the
long run.

Second; | want U.S. forces fighting terror-
ists, not standing on street corners in Baghdad
as target practice for Sunnis and Shiites
locked into deep-rooted sectarian violence.

Third; | believe it is necessary to send a
blunt wake-up call to the Iraqi political leaders
that America has sacrificed our sons and
daughters and hundreds of billions of dollars
for their nation, but we will not do so forever
for an incompetent government that is rife with
corruption and sectarian bias. This is not a
test of America’s will, rather, it is a test of the
Iragi government's will to make the tough
choices to ensure its nation’s own future.

Fourth; with the increasingly serious situa-
tion in Afghanistan, where al Qaeda and the
Taliban are resurging, we will definitely need
additional U.S. troops there to prevent the kind
of chaos that is rampant in Iraq.

For these reasons, | believe this resolution
is the appropriate and right thing to do. This
resolution will send an unequivocal message
to the lIraqi political leaders that the time to
end their corruption, incompetence and sec-
tarian favoritism is now.

When that message is truly heard, then and
only then will there be real hope for stable and
lasting peace in Iraq.

| urge support of this resolution.

———

TRIBUTE TO SISTER ALICIA
FLORENCE ALLICK-GOUDIE

HON. JOSE E. SERRANO

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 28, 2007

Mr. SERRANO. Madam Speaker, in mem-
ory of so many distinguished Black leaders in
our nation’s history who migrated to the United
States from the islands of the Caribbean, | rise
today in recognition of Sister Alicia Florence
Allick-Goudie—a selfless individual of unwav-
ering faith in the importance of community,
education and family.

Born and raised in St. Thomas of the U.S.
Virgin Islands, Sister Goudie came to New
York City as a fifteen-year-old in 1965. Attend-
ing Louis D. Brandeis High School and later
Medgar Evers College, Sister Goudie’s early
academic pursuits gave rise to a lifelong com-
mitment to fostering intellectual growth in oth-
ers—evidenced by her work as an educator in
the New York City public school system, local
Head Start Programs, and her church’s Voca-
tional Bible and Sunday Schools.

In addition to Sister Goudie’s teaching work,
she has also demonstrated an abiding dedica-
tion to civic participation. A member of both
Community Board 11 and the New York City
Police Department’s 25th Precinct since 1996,
Sister Goudie has received numerous acco-
lades and held several positions of responsi-
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bility—currently she is the Sergeant-of-Arms
for the 25th Police Precinct through 2008.

One constant theme throughout Sister
Goudie’s life has been her deep spiritual con-
viction. After joining the Third Moravian
Church, which later became United Moravian
Church, Sister Goudie became an active
member of the Usher Board, the Intermediate
Choir, the Liturgical Dance Group and the Mo-
ravian Community Center.

Madam Speaker, for her deeply rooted de-
votion to improving the lives of those around
her, it gives me great pleasure to recognize
Sister Alicia Florence Allick-Goudie.

RECOGNIZING ANN RICHARDS’ EX-
TRAORDINARY CONTRIBUTIONS
TO TEXAS AND AMERICAN PUB-
LIC LIFE

HON. AL GREEN

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 27, 2007

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is
a privilege to honor a great Texan and a great
American.

Ann Richards served not only as the Gov-
ernor of Texas, but as an exemplary role
model for young people across the United
States. She lived her life with humor, tenacity,
dedication and an indomitable spirit that will
be missed.

Time and time again, Ann Richards showed
a true commitment to that great American
ideal of equal opportunity for all. For example,
nearly half of her 3,000 appointees were fe-
male, 15 percent of her appointees were Afri-
can American, and 20 percent of her ap-
pointees were Latino. She was by every
measure a Governor for all of the people of
Texas.

During her time in office Governor Richards
also developed a Robin Hood Plan for Texas
schools, to ensure equitable financing for all
school districts in our state. The Robin Hood
Plan has substantially equalized funding for
school districts across Texas and has helped
those districts without high property values
provide good education for their students.

Governor Richards should also be recog-
nized for developing an innovative and re-
markably effective drug treatment program for
Texas prison inmates. The Texas Initiative
was launched in 1991 and quickly grew into
the most ambitious and aggressive prison-
based drug and alcohol treatment program in
the country. Under Governor Richards’ watch
only 7.2 percent of those who had undergone
at least 3 months of treatment were reincar-
cerated within 1 year of being released, com-
pared to 18.5 percent of those who received
no treatment.

Ann Richards’ legacy goes well beyond the
state of Texas. Her famous statement that
“well-behaved women rarely make history” ex-
emplifies how she has helped inspire a gen-
eration of young women to aspire to hold the
highest public offices in the land or to follow
whatever their dreams may be.

Governor Richards also became a leading
international spokesperson for women battling
osteoporosis, authoring the book I'm Not
Slowing Down: Winning My Battle with
Osteoporosis, which has been described as
inspirational and eye-opening.
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Ann Richards lived a life full of accomplish-
ments. She gave new opportunities to thou-
sands of people across Texas. She inspired a
generation of young women. She was a great
woman, and she will be deeply missed.

| commend my colleague, the Dean of the
Texas Delegation, Congressman ORTIZ for in-
troducing this resolution.

———

ON THE INTRODUCTION OF THE
REVISED “KEEP OUR PROMISE
TO AMERICA’S MILITARY RETIR-
EES ACT” AND THE NEW “KEEP-
ING FAITH WITH THE GREATEST
GENERATION MILITARY RETIR-
EES ACT”

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 28, 2007

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, today,
with my colleagues CHET EDWARDS, JEFF MiL-
LER and WALTER JONES, | am re-introducing
the Keep Our Promise to America’s Military
Retirees Act, a bill to fulfill promises made to
young men and women when they entered the
service that quality health care would be avail-
able to them when they retired after a career
in uniformed service to their country. In addi-
tion, we are introducing a new bill, the Keep-
ing Faith with the Greatest Generation Military
Retirees Act, legislation addressing a specific
obligation Congress has to military retirees
who entered the uniformed services prior to
1956 under one set of rules but retired under
a different set of rules that stripped them of
health care that had been provided routinely to
them. It was this class of military retirees for
whom a Federal Appeals Court cited the moral
obligation of Congress to address a remedy.

America’s military retirees and their families
have sacrificed much for their nation. The last
thing they need is to contend with the govern-
ment’s failure to deliver health care that was
promised and earned. For generations, military
recruits were told they would receive health
care at military facilities when they retired, and
for generations this was routinely the case.
However, beginning in 1956 laws and adminis-
trative policies gradually made this care less
available, so that ultimately many military retir-
ees had no access to health care under the
military system. Military downsizing made ac-
cess to military bases more difficult for retir-
ees, military treatment facilities were no longer
required to provide—and in some cases
stopped providing—retiree health care, and
many retirees who could not get care at mili-
tary bases could not find private doctors will-
ing to participate in the off-base plan known
as Tricare Standard.

The original version of the Keep Our Prom-
ise to America’s Military Retirees Act was in-
troduced in 1999, with two legislative goals:

To ensure that military retirees under age
65 who were ill-served by the Tricare military
health care system could have the option to
enroll in the Federal Employees Health Benefit
(FEHB) plan; and

To ensure that military retirees who qualify
for Medicare (generally those over age 65)
would retain coverage under the military sys-
tem, just as federal civilian retirees could re-
tain FEHB coverage as a second payer.

One year later Congress authorized the pro-
gram known today as Tricare for Life (TFL) in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

the FY2001 National Defense Authorization
Act. TFL was a major victory for Medicare-eli-
gible military retirees, offering Defense Depart-
ment coverage as a second payer to Medi-
care.

Unfortunately, Congress did not address the
needs of other groups of military retirees for
whom the military health care system con-
tinues to be broken. While the Tricare system
works well for many military retirees, some
younger retirees, especially those under age
65 who do not yet qualify for TFL, still do not
have access to promised—and earned—
health care. Many military facilities will not
treat military retirees on a timely basis, if at all,
and many continue to have difficulty finding
private doctors who participate in Tricare
Standard.

And even though TFL addressed the health
care needs of Medicare-eligible retirees over
age 65, there remained an outstanding broken
promise to a class of the most elderly retirees
from the World War Il and Korean War eras.
These military retirees joined the service
under one set of rules with a promise and ex-
pectation that fully paid health care would be
theirs upon retirement, but when they retired
they discovered that intervening laws forced
them to operate under a different set of rules
that took away that promised care. Many of
them were forced to expend significant life
savings on health care and they believe that
the government literally owes them. A breach-
of-contract lawsuit filed by some of these pre-
1956 retirees went all the way to a Federal
Appeals court, which ruled in 2003 against the
plaintiffs on a technicality but made it clear
that the plaintiffs had a legitimate moral claim:

Accordingly, we must affirm the district
court’s judgment and can do no more than
hope Congress will make good on the prom-
ises recruiters made in good faith to plain-
tiffs and others of the World War II and Ko-
rean War era—from 1941 to 1956, when Con-
gress enacted its first health care insurance
act for military members, excluding older re-
tirees. . . .

We cannot readily imagine more sympa-
thetic plaintiffs than the retired officers of
the World War II and Korean War era in-
volved in this case. They served their coun-
try for at least 20 years with the under-
standing that when they retired they and
their dependents would receive full free
health care for life. The promise of such
health care was made in good faith and re-
lied upon. Again, however, because no au-
thority existed to make such promises in the
first place, and because Congress has never
ratified or acquiesced to this promise, we
have no alternative but to uphold the judg-
ment against the retirees’ breach-of-contract
claim. . ..

Perhaps Congress will consider using its
legal power to address the moral claims
raised by [the plaintiffs] on their own behalf,
and indirectly for other affected retirees.

Recent versions of the Keep Our Promise to
America’s Military Retirees Act have enjoyed
strong support in Congress. Most recently it
had 260 bipartisan cosponsors in the 109th
Congress. The bill addressed the ongoing bro-
ken promises to military retirees with two main
legislative provisions:

As with the original version of the bill, the
bill in the 109th Congress offered military retir-
ees under age 65 who were ill-served by the
Tricare military health care system the option
to enroll in the Federal Employees Health
Benefit (FEHB). The FEHB provision offered a
proven and effective health care option that
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can take effect very quickly without creating a
new bureaucracy; and

Addressed Congress’ moral obligation to
make good on broken promises to the pre-
1956 retirees, who were forced to spend sig-
nificant sums for health care despite assur-
ances when they joined the service that no-
cost retirement health care would be provided,
by exempting them from paying the Medicare
Part B premiums required to enroll in Tricare
for Life.

The exemption from Part B premiums for
the pre-1956 retirees was a fair and just mat-
ter of principle. But the high costs of that pro-
vision prevented the bill from moving forward.
Many Members of Congress believed we had
addressed the health care needs of elderly
military retirees by enacting TFL in the
FY2001 defense bill, and even if the Federal
Court had rightfully noted that Congress need-
ed to further address broken promises to the
most elderly military retirees, the federal budg-
et simply could not accommodate exempting
one and one-half million military retirees,
spouses and dependents from paying Medi-
care Part B premiums.

In addition to the cost issue, there remained
another significant legislative hurdle for the
Keep Our Promise Act. Because of its impact
on the delivery of health care generally and its
direct impact on three different health care
systems—Tricare, FEHB and Medicare—the
bill was referred to four separate congres-
sional committees, which makes consideration
and passage of any legislation much more dif-
ficult.

An old axiom says that “politics is the art of
the possible.” We hope this year to prove that
axiom right, by dividing the Keep Our Promise
Act into two distinct pieces of legislation, to
improve the chances that at least one of the
bills’ legislative provisions can soon become
law.

So today we are introducing a revised Keep
Our Promise to America’s Military Retirees
Act, which has the sole purpose of offering the
FEHB options to military retirees so they have
a way to get quality health care underwritten
by the U.S. government if the military health
care system doesn’t work for them. This is a
legislative remedy that keeps the govern-
ment’s promise that military retirees will have
quality health care without creating a new bu-
reaucracy.

We are also introducing a new companion
measure, the Keeping Faith with the Greatest
Generation Military Retirees Act, which fulfills
the country’s moral obligation to the most el-
derly military retirees for whom the rules were
changed in the middle of the game and to
whom we continue to owe back debts.

While the financial cost of this bill is high,
the moral costs of not enacting it are far high-
er. It is our hope that this bill will get the hear-
ing it deserves and that Congress will ac-
knowledge its moral obligation that was made
so clear by the Federal Courts.

Madam Speaker, today we set a course that
we believe is politically viable—the art of the
possible. Our new legislation has significant
revisions that will rectify injustices and hard-
ships for America’s greatest heroes that we
have allowed to fester for far too long. This is
the year we can and must make health care
available to many military retirees for whom
the military health care system is broken. This
is the year we must Keep Our Promise to
America’s Military Retirees.
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