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Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, this 

is Health Care Uninsured Awareness 
Week. The number of Americans with-
out health insurance has grown about 5 
million since President Bush took of-
fice. The health care crisis is America’s 
single largest domestic issue, but the 
President has offered Band-Aids to 
cover his lack of leadership. And the 
people have noticed. Nine out of ten 
Americans told a recent CBS/New York 
Times poll that the American health 
care system needs to be completely re-
built. 

Today, the number of Americans 
without any health insurance surpasses 
the combined population of 24 U.S. 
States: Alaska, Arkansas, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Hawaii, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
Maine, Mississippi, Montana, Ne-
braska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Or-
egon, Rhode Island, South Dakota, 
Utah, Vermont, West Virginia, and Wy-
oming. That is the population without 
health insurance. 

But the crisis is even worse than 
that. Millions of Americans are under-
insured, and millions more can’t afford 
the copay, or have to fight constant 
battles with the big drug companies 
and the HMOs. 

In Seattle, my congressional district, 
here is what one constituent wrote to 
Health Care for All Washington, one of 
the organizations I work closely with: 

‘‘My dad has prostate cancer and has 
taken a turn for the worse. We had to 
postpone a quarterly injection of his 
drug because we are having trouble 
with the health insurance over the cost 
of the drug. It has been extremely frus-
trating as the insurance company has 
the drug in the wrong category. They 
sent us a letter admitting as much, but 
every 3 months we have to fight with 
them again, anywhere from $180 to 
$1,800. Anyway, since we postponed it, 
my dad has suffered.’’ 

Does that sound familiar? 
The pain inflicted by the health care 

crisis is hurting families across the 
United States. According to the Census 
Bureau, almost one-third of Latinos 
are uninsured, one-fifth of African 
Americans, 15 percent of children, 18 
percent of full-time employees, and 11 
percent of middle-class families. 

In other words, only the rich can af-
ford to live without risk. Only the rich 
are immune, because they have been 
coddled by the Republican-imposed in-
come tax shelters that can pay for 
health care. Every other American is 
one layoff, one major accident, one 
major illness or divorce away from 
being uninsured and facing financial 
ruin. 

Since the President took office, 
health care premiums have risen 87 
percent. Have your wages gone up that 
much? 

Here is another personal story from a 
letter: ‘‘I have always worked and I 
have never taken welfare or asked for 
help from anyone. Last month, I was 
diagnosed with follicular lymphoma. 
There is no cure for this slow-moving 

cancer. I will not be able to buy health 
insurance now because I have a pre-
existing condition. Even if I can find it 
somewhere, I would not be able to af-
ford the big premiums. The only solu-
tion I can come up with is to leave 
America and move to another nation 
where I can get health care coverage.’’ 

When American citizens consider 
leaving the country as the only viable 
option, that is not a solution, that is 
an indictment of a failure to act. The 
only solution to America’s health care 
crisis is a single payer, universal 
health care system. We have tried ev-
erything else except the right idea. 

Under H.R. 1200, my bill, every Amer-
ican would be guaranteed a package of 
benefits. States would administer their 
own programs, with decisions made 
closest to the patient. The health care 
system today is all about profits, not 
patients. My bill would put patients 
back in charge. It would provide pre-
dictable and lower cost for American 
businesses, and everyone would be cov-
ered. 

The special interests have run the 
health care system into the ground, 
and millions of Americans have been 
ground into financial ruin as a result. 
The single most common cause for 
going into bankruptcy in this country 
is health care costs. 

America stands virtually alone in the 
industrialized world in not caring for 
its citizens, and being a loner is insen-
sitive, incomprehensible, and intoler-
able. If all we do is read these poignant 
stories and ring our hands, we will 
turned our backs on the people who 
elected us to serve them by leading. It 
is time to pass universal health care. 
We can do it, but it will take some 
leadership in the White House. Unfor-
tunately, we may have to wait until 
2009 to get a President who understands 
that all Americans should be protected 
with health insurance. 

f 

THE WAR IN IRAQ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. PENCE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I am grate-
ful for the opportunity to come before 
my colleagues and those that might be 
looking in to speak about the war in 
Iraq. 

We have heard colleagues speak 
about the issue tonight in poignant 
and, no doubt, sincere terms. Mostly, 
the words of my Democrat colleagues 
register their objection to the ongoing 
war in Iraq, and that is expected, as 
Democrats will prepare to bring to the 
floor of the House of Representatives 
by this weekend a war spending bill 
that will include timetables for with-
drawal that will add unconstitutional 
provisions which will necessitate the 
beginning of troop withdrawals by July 
2007, with the goal of ending U.S. com-
bat operations no later than March of 
2008. 

I want to leave for a little later, Mr. 
Speaker, the discussion of whether or 
not Congress has the constitutional au-
thority that will be contemplated in 
this legislation, but for now I want to 
speak specifically to the state of the 
war. And I want to say, as President 
Bush said yesterday in the Oval Office, 
this is a tough time in Iraq. 

In my role as the ranking Republican 
member of the Middle East Sub-
committee of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee here in the House of Represent-
atives, I am regularly and routinely 
briefed both about our surge strategy, 
the efforts of U.S. and coalition and 
Iraqi forces on the ground, and of 
course regularly briefed on the efforts 
of insurgents and al Qaeda and those 
attempting to foment sectarian vio-
lence and to generate a civil war in 
Iraq. It is a tough time in Iraq. 

This week, we will hear from our 
commander in Baghdad. General David 
Petraeus is on Capitol Hill as we speak, 
preparing to meet tomorrow with 
Members of the United States House of 
Representatives to present his report 
on the progress of the surge. And that 
is specifically what I want to speak 
about tonight, because, Mr. Speaker, I 
suspect my colleagues will hear tomor-
row what I heard from General David 
Petraeus in Baghdad just 3 weeks ago 
when I traveled with colleagues in the 
House and Senate to tour literally the 
streets of Baghdad and to tour our 
progress in Ramadi and in al-Anbar 
province. 

I believe what General Petraeus will 
tell our colleagues on Capitol Hill to-
morrow is that despite a recent wave of 
insurgent and horrific bombings, this 
war is not lost. In fact, because of the 
President’s surge and the brave and 
courageous conduct of American sol-
diers on the ground and brave Iraqis on 
the ground, we are making modest 
progress in Iraq in the early months of 
this surge. 

But, as General Petraeus will say, 
while Congress will this week con-
template embracing a resolution that 
will be built upon the predicate that 
the war is lost, in fact there is evidence 
that this new surge strategy both in 
Baghdad and in the al-Anbar province 
are beginning to have a good effect. 

In Baghdad, for instance, as I will 
chronicle tonight, despite recent and 
horrific bombings, sectarian violence is 
down significantly in the past 2 
months. Baghdad is not safe, but it is 
safer because of the deployment of 
more than two dozen U.S. and Iraqi 
joint operating centers throughout the 
city. And now, perhaps most compel-
lingly, in the al-Anbar province in 
Ramadi, more than 20 of the Sunni 
sheik leaders have come together to 
form what they call the Iraq Awak-
ening Movement. For the first time 
ever, Sunni leadership in the al-Anbar 
province are standing with the Amer-
ican soldier and with the government 
of Nouri al-Maliki. 

Again, let me say, this is a tough 
time in Iraq. But we are in the midst of 
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a strong backlash and counterattacks 
by insurgency in al Qaeda. We are be-
ginning to see the seedlings of hope in 
that war-torn country. I truly believe 
we are making progress precisely be-
cause of the President’s surge strategy. 

This war is not lost. And before I 
close tonight, I will reflect on my 
heartfelt sentiment that I believe the 
American people know that victory is 
our only option in Iraq, and I will urge 
this Congress to give General Petraeus 
not only a willing ear tomorrow but 
also the time, the resources, and the 
authority under his Commander in 
Chief to secure a victory for freedom in 
Iraq. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am aware of the 
skepticism of my colleagues on this 
point and perhaps even the skepticism 
of some who would be looking in to-
night. So let me stick tonight not so 
much with rhetoric or semantics, but 
let’s just talk about the facts on the 
ground in Baghdad. Because it seems to 
me just, not as a Congressman, but as 
an American, that most of the facts 
that I get in the popular debate in 
America in the mainstream media have 
to do with the horrific counterattacks 
that insurgents and al Qaeda are con-
ducting in response to the surge. 

b 2030 

But I want to focus tonight, in the 
time that I have been allotted, on the 
products of the surge, both militarily, 
both with regard to security in Bagh-
dad and in Ramadi, where I visited just 
3 short weeks ago, and also, in the po-
litical process which we all know ulti-
mately holds the solution to our im-
passe in Iraq. 

Let me begin by saying, first and 
foremost, despite the difficulty of our 
challenge in Iraq, we are seeing posi-
tive indicators under the President’s 
new strategy that we hope will turn 
into positive trends. 

General Petraeus has been carrying 
out this new strategy now for just over 
2 months. He will not have the full 
complement of U.S. forces and rein-
forcements on the ground in Baghdad 
for several months yet, which makes 
all the more questionable those who 
would be prepared at this point to an-
nounce withdrawal before the surge has 
been even fully implemented in Iraq. 

Iraqi and American forces are mak-
ing incremental gains, specifically in 
the Iraqi capital of Baghdad. And let 
me emphasize, President’s strategy, 
from the first time he outlined it to 
the Nation, from the time, a few days 
before that what I and a handful of 
Members were in the Cabinet Room 
and the President described his strat-
egy for a surge of military reinforce-
ments. 

This is not about sending in enough 
forces to provide military control of 
the entire country of Iraq. President’s 
strategy, the so-called surge, actually 
found its origin in the Iraq Study 
Group report, which, if memory serves, 
on page 74 in the published edition, ac-
tually said that, and I quote, that the 

Iraq Study Group said that they would 
support a temporary increase in forces 
or a surge in U.S. forces in Baghdad to 
quell violence in the capital city, to 
make possible a political solution. 

Now, I know in the past, and perhaps 
even before the end of this week, many 
of my colleagues who oppose the war 
will cite glowingly the Iraq Study 
Group. But I will take whatever oppor-
tunity I have, informally or formally, 
to respectfully point them to that page 
of the Iraq Study Group report. The 
President’s surge is a military strategy 
designed to quell violence in the cap-
ital city of Baghdad, and, to no less ex-
tent, in Ramadi and the al-Anbar Prov-
ince. 

The belief is that if we can, U.S. and 
Iraqi forces in the lead, if we can quell 
violence in the capital city, we can cre-
ate an environment where the political 
process and a political settlement and, 
ultimately, regionally a diplomatic 
settlement can take hold. And there is 
some evidence that that surge strategy 
is beginning, just beginning to deliver 
on the security that will make that po-
litical and diplomatic settlement pos-
sible. The most significant element, 
therefore, of the new strategy is being 
carried out in Baghdad. 

Baghdad, it is widely known, was the 
site of most of the sectarian violence in 
Iraq, and therefore it is the destination 
for most of our reinforcements. At this 
point there are three additional Amer-
ican brigades that have reached the 
Iraqi capital, and while another is in 
Kuwait preparing to deploy, one more 
will arrive next month. 

The Iraq Government, for its part, 
when I am home in Indiana I am asked 
a lot about what are Iraqis doing for 
their own security as a part of this 
surge and as a part of this war. Well, 
the Iraqi Government is meeting its 
pledge to boost force levels in Baghdad. 

Here is a jarring statistic, Mr. Speak-
er. For every U.S. combat soldier de-
ployed in Baghdad, there are now 
roughly three Iraqi military forces de-
ployed in Baghdad. Let me say that 
again. For every one American combat 
force, for every American soldier, com-
bat soldier deployed in Baghdad, there 
are now roughly three soldiers as a 
part of the Iraq Security Force de-
ployed in Baghdad. 

And American troops are now living 
and working side by side with Iraqi 
forces. I actually had the chance to see 
it firsthand in our trip to Baghdad; in 
fact, our trip to a joint operating cen-
ter with General David Petraeus on 
April 1. These neighborhood small out-
posts are called joint security stations. 

In fact, on this map, Mr. Speaker, we 
see the coalition’s forward operating 
bases in the fall of 2006. Here we see in 
the center of town the international 
zone, so-called the Green Zone. Of 
course here is the Baghdad inter-
national airport. And at this point, in 
fall of 2006, roughly, these diagrams, 
these small triangles, 1, 2, 3 and 4 rep-
resented all of the forward operating 
bases in Baghdad. 

Since the beginning of the surge, 
now, Mr. Speaker, there are 21, 21 com-
bat outposts throughout Baghdad, and 
26 joint security stations run together 
with U.S. and Iraqi forces. These are 
seen as a key building block in an ef-
fort to increase security for Baghdad’s 
residents. 

As I mentioned, we traveled out to 
the al Karada joint security station 
during my April 1st trip to Baghdad. 
We helicoptered from the Green Zone. 
We landed at the al Karada joint secu-
rity station. These joint stations, for 
all the world, they are like neighbor-
hood police stations. And U.S. forces, 
literally, on 2-week rotations, move to 
these stations. 

And it was very compelling to me to 
see U.S. and Iraqi forces side by side 
when we arrived in this joint operating 
security station. And they greeted us 
warmly, and we spoke with Iraqi mili-
tary personnel; spoke, of course, with 
American personnel. 

And I remember one of the facts that 
stuck out in my mind was that when 
they were building this particular joint 
operating center at al Karada, right 
literally in downtown Baghdad, they 
offered, out of respect to religious tra-
ditions, they offered the Iraqi forces, 
they said, Well, you could have sepa-
rate living forces from the U.S. forces 
so that you wouldn’t have to essen-
tially bunk together. And it was the 
Iraqi soldiers who said, Absolutely not. 
We want to bunk together with the 
American forces. We want to, essen-
tially, be in the same dorm with them, 
and we are deploying with them every 
day. 

And there is a tremendous sense for 
all the world, Mr. Speaker, of esprit de 
corps that one gets when you see the 
American soldier and you see the Iraqi 
soldier, as we did that day at the al 
Karada joint security station. 

Let me say again, I was unable to 
bring tonight, Mr. Speaker, a diagram 
that would show all of the locations of 
the 26 joint security stations that now 
dot the landscape of Baghdad, 26 sta-
tions that were not there in the fall of 
2006. Security issues would not permit 
me to put that on, essentially, global 
television through C–SPAN coverage, 
looking in. 

But for all the world, if you can 
imagine, here we had four forward-de-
ployed stations in the Green Zone, and 
now, literally, I would mark up this 
map into almost an incomprehensible 
state if I were to draw the 21 combat 
outposts and the 26 combat security 
stations that are now on the ground in 
Baghdad. 

Iraqi and American forces are work-
ing together. Specifically, not only liv-
ing at these stations, but deploying 24/ 
7 to clear out and secure neighbor-
hoods. If a heavy fight breaks out, 
American forces step in. Iraqi forces 
learn, side by side, valuable skills in 
fighting shoulder to shoulder with our 
troops. 

Iraqi and American forces have also, 
in the past 3 months, received more 
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tips than during any 3-month period on 
record. 

Baghdad is not safe; can we say that 
for the RECORD? But Baghdad is safer 
because of the presence of U.S. and 
Iraqi forces throughout the capital 
city. And an evidence of that, number 
one, is a sharp decline in insurgent sec-
tarian violence within the city of 
Baghdad, a sharp decline which I men-
tioned in my opening comments. 

But also evidence we can point to is 
more tips from people in Baghdad than 
at any 3-month period on record. By 
living in Baghdad neighborhoods, it is 
believed that American forces are get-
ting to know the culture, the concerns, 
the local residents. 

I don’t understand every operational 
profile of our presence in Iraq. I have 
been there five different times. But my 
sense is, Mr. Speaker, that prior to, es-
sentially, the embedding of these joint 
security stations throughout the cap-
ital city, American forces essentially 
would deploy from one of our forward 
operating bases where there was a 
problem, patrol, deal with the problem 
and go back to base. Now we go, we 
stay. And that is what is being widely 
credited with two facts, one good and 
one bad. 

The first fact, as I have mentioned, 
and I will say again, there has been a 
drop in sectarian violence in Baghdad, 
as well as in Ramadi, which I will get 
to in a minute. That is the good news. 

The bad news is that the enemy is 
fighting back in the form of horrific 
bombings. We saw the bridge car bomb. 
We saw bombings against unsecured 
marketplaces, particularly recently on 
the south and west of Baghdad. Heart-
breaking, violent acts by the enemy, 
which I believe give evidence of the 
fact that we are taking the fight to the 
enemy and the enemy is responding. 

But again, let me say again, sec-
tarian violence overall in Baghdad is 
down in the first 2 months. And it gives 
us just an inkling of hope for success of 
the surge. 

Baghdad is not safer. But it is safer 
because of the presence of 26 joint oper-
ating centers where U.S. and Iraqi 
forces deploy and live together and pa-
trol the neighborhoods 24/7. 

Now, let me speak a little bit about 
the al-Anbar Province, truly an ex-
traordinary experience from our time 
in Baghdad. Our delegation traveled 
west into the al-Anbar Province, the 
capital of which is the city of Ramadi. 
And Ramadi is a very dangerous place, 
Mr. Speaker. It is a place where there 
has been a great and tremendous and 
consistent insurgent presence. 

Ramadi historically is where, frank-
ly, most of the Sunni power in the 
country was focused. Most of the 
wealth of Sunnis was concentrated in 
Ramadi, and therefore the Sunni insur-
gency against the al-Maliki govern-
ment found much expression in vio-
lence in that city. 

Here is a picture on the ground, un-
classified, of the insurgent presence in 
Ramadi, of just 2 months ago, the river 

passing through the middle of town. I 
believe the U.S. military base is in this 
direction. 

But just to give you a snapshot here, 
Mr. Speaker, you can see all of this red 
area that shows insurgent presence in 
Ramadi. Quick snapshot, the present 
picture in Ramadi is this. And again it 
is in direct connection with the leader-
ship of General Odierno, U.S. forces 
and Iraqi forces employing exactly the 
same strategy that I just described is 
being deployed in Baghdad, the deploy-
ment of joint security stations, Iraqis 
and Americans working together. 

Now, the city of Ramadi that was 
highly compromised 2 months ago with 
insurgent presence, according to U.S. 
sources this would represent al Qaeda 
in Iraq positions, now, according to of-
ficial U.S. military sources, now has 
been reduced in its scope to a rel-
atively isolated area of the city of 
Ramadi. 

Well, how is that happening? Is it all 
about joint operating centers and the 
military response? 

Well, it certainly is a part of that. 
But I would also add, a great deal has 
to do with a sea change that is taking 
place among Sunni sheiks and Sunni 
leadership. 

Remember, in the history of the 
three successive national elections and 
referenda that took place in Iraq, for 
the most part, Sunnis, and particularly 
Sunnis in al-Anbar Province, not only 
were opposed to measures, but refused 
to participate in most cases. 

Now, there has been a breakthrough 
in recent months, and we met with a 
Sheik Sitar, a courageous man, rough-
ly my age, who ended up, Mr. Speaker, 
being featured for all the world on a 60 
Minutes program a week after we re-
turned from Iraq, for all the world to 
see and hear his own words. 

We sat in a room with Sheik Sitar 
and we heard them describe what he 
helped to found. It is called the Iraq 
Awakening Movement. The Iraq Awak-
ening Movement already includes 22 of 
24 Ramadi-area Sunni tribes that are 
now cooperating with U.S. and Iraqi 
forces. 

Let me say that again; 22 of 24 
Ramadi area tribes are now cooper-
ating with U.S. and Iraqi and coalition 
forces. 

b 2045 

Sheikh Sattar himself has an ex-
traordinary and compelling story. His 
father was killed in his native town of 
Ramadi by al Qaeda. His two brothers 
were killed by al Qaeda. And to hear 
him tell it, Sheikh Sattar just said, 
That’s enough, and began in the proc-
ess with other sheikhs and other tribal 
leaders throughout the Sunni popu-
lation of Ramadi and to say this is not 
going to happen like this anymore. And 
they came to the American base in 
Ramadi and sat down with officials and 
said, We want to figure out how to 
move forward. 

He made comments that were echoed 
across the Nation on that ‘‘60 Minutes’’ 

CBS television program. And I com-
mend Scott Pelley and I commend CBS 
News for replaying his comments. 

He looked at us across the table and 
spoke about the American soldier. And 
I paraphrase now, Mr. Speaker, but 
Sheikh Sattar said, Anyone who points 
a gun at an American soldier in 
Ramadi is pointing a gun at an Iraqi. It 
was incredibly moving. He spoke of 
their gratitude to the American sol-
dier. And then he looked me right in 
the eye across this small conference 
table at the U.S. military base in 
Ramadi, and he said, Congressman, 
anyone who tells you the Iraqi people 
don’t like Americans is lying to you. 
And then he said with even greater em-
phasis, Iraqis love Americans and, par-
ticularly, he added, the American sol-
dier. I don’t have his words precisely 
correct, but it was very moving to this 
small-town boy to hear a man roughly 
my age living in this war-torn country 
who was now risking his life to stand 
with his own nascent government, the 
al Maliki government, and to stand 
with U.S. and coalition forces. 

We are forward deployed. Much of the 
strategy that I described in Baghdad 
we were told in Ramadi is being em-
ployed in Ramadi. But I think some-
thing else is happening in the al-Anbar 
province: tribal sheikhs cooperating 
with American and Iraqi forces to fight 
al Qaeda, providing highly specific in-
telligence. We have sent more troops to 
the al-Anbar province with these sig-
nificant changes where presence of al 
Qaeda terrorists in the city has de-
clined significantly in the past 6 
months, as evidenced by these charts. 

But it would be important to note, as 
I return to my original graphic, that al 
Qaeda responds to these changes with 
sickening brutality. But the local 
Sunnis in al-Anbar province and in 
Ramadi are refusing to be intimidated, 
and they are stepping forward to drive 
out terrorists. 

We are cracking down on extremists 
also gathering in other parts of Iraq, 
but as I conceded on a news program 
this afternoon, one of the concerns 
that I heard, Mr. Speaker, from Gen-
eral Odierno in Ramadi and General 
Petraeus in Baghdad was that as we 
move U.S. and Iraqi forces into those 
major cities with a special emphasis on 
Baghdad, number one, the enemy will 
fight back, and the horrific bombings 
of the past few weeks are evidence that 
this enemy will not go quietly. But, 
number two, the other, and we are see-
ing evidence of this already, is that the 
al Qaeda and the insurgent elements, 
to the extent that we are able system-
atically neighborhood by neighborhood 
to drive them out of those major cities, 
that they will move into the outlying 
province, and we are seeing evidence of 
that. 

But let me say again the strategy 
here is not to go neighborhood by 
neighborhood to secure the entire city 
of Baghdad. The President’s surge 
strategy is a clear hold-and-build strat-
egy designed to provide enough secu-
rity in Baghdad and a critical area in 
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Ramadi to allow a political solution to 
take hold. 

We can assume our enemies will con-
tinue to fight back. These are ruthless, 
blood-thirsty killers who not only de-
sire the power that would come with a 
nation-state in Iraq, but they desire to 
do us harm and to do harm to our pos-
terity. They will continue to fight 
back. But I believe there is evidence 
that this strategy to clear areas, to 
hold them with the joint operating cen-
ters, again, 26 joint operating centers 
throughout the city of Baghdad where 
American forces and Iraqi forces are 
living and patrolling 24/7 is a strategy 
where we can provide the kind of sta-
bility to facilitate the political and 
economic progress that will make a 
lasting peace possible. 

And let me speak to that. As we in-
crease our troop levels, it is vital that 
we also strengthen our civilian pres-
ence, provisional reconstruction teams, 
organizations that restore basic serv-
ices, stimulate job creation, promote 
reconciliation. 

I was at USAID yesterday. I met with 
Ambassador Tobias and learned about 
the extraordinary efforts that are tak-
ing place to meet real and human needs 
on the ground. I met in my office today 
with the head of the Iraqi Red Crescent 
organization, an admirable organiza-
tion modeled in effect after the Amer-
ican Red Cross but built on the Muslim 
tradition of the Crescent. The Iraqi 
Red Crescent is an organization that 
day in and day out is answering the hu-
manitarian crisis on the ground in this 
violent and war-torn country. 

Military operations are beginning to 
open up a breathing space, though, for 
political progress, and therein lies the 
real hope, Mr. Speaker. As we sat down 
with the foreign minister, seven mem-
bers of the cabinet, and the Vice Presi-
dent of Iraq over a long and lengthy 
and brutally frank dinner in the am-
bassador’s headquarters in the Green 
Zone at the end of our day in Baghdad, 
we emphasized the need to move for-
ward on reconciliation, to move for-
ward on an agreement that would dis-
tribute the oil revenues equitably be-
tween all the ethnic groups in Iraq. 
And, truthfully, as they reminded us, 
the Iraq legislature has met some key 
milestones, met one benchmark by 
passing a budget that commits $10 bil-
lion for reconstruction. The Council of 
Ministers recently approved legislation 
that would provide a framework for an 
equitable sharing of oil revenues. 

Now that legislation will go before 
the Iraq Parliament for its approval. 
The government has formed a com-
mittee to organize provincial elections. 
And I want to say of the al-Anbar prov-
ince, with Sunnis now in the Iraq 
Awakening movement beginning to 
stand with U.S. and Iraqi forces and 
the al Maliki government, we urged 
them very strongly to move as quickly 
as possible toward provincial elections 
with the expectation that Sunnis in 
the al-Anbar province and in other 
provinces of the country would, in 

many cases for the first time, partici-
pate and take ownership in the elec-
toral and the governing process. 

The Iraqi cabinet, as they reminded 
us, are all taking steps to finalize to-
ward agreement on a de-Baathification 
law. And in a conference in Egypt next 
month, Prime Minister Maliki will 
seek increased diplomatic and financial 
commitments for Iraq’s democracy. 

Ultimately, let me say as clearly as I 
can, during these difficult days for the 
war in Iraq, the answer in Iraq is not 
exclusively military, but we must pro-
vide the military support to give the al 
Maliki government and this nascent 
democracy the capacity to defend its 
capital. To defend its capital is at the 
very essence of the credibility of any 
government. And given the oppor-
tunity to provide basic services and 
basic security in Baghdad, we believe 
that all of these objectives could move 
forward, not only internally in Iraq. 
The de-Baathification law, oil revenue 
sharing agreement, provincial elec-
tions, all of which would contribute to 
a widening sense of ownership in this 
new democracy, but also it would pro-
vide an opportunity where Iraq could 
begin, as it has just recently begun, to 
reach out to its neighbors with the 
United States already at the table. 
Even with countries greatly antago-
nistic to our interests in the region, 
the United States has been willing to 
sit down and begin to facilitate the 
achievement of a diplomatic solution. 

The truth is that giving up on Iraq 
would have consequences far beyond 
Iraq’s borders, and there may be time 
before the end of this week and before 
the end of this debate to expand on 
that. But let me just say emphatically, 
Mr. Speaker, that withdrawal is not a 
strategy. Withdrawal would do nothing 
to prevent violence from spilling out 
across the country and plunging Iraq 
into chaos and anarchy. 

In fact, when I asked the leader of 
the Iraq Red Crescent movement today 
what a precipitous and early with-
drawal of U.S. forces would mean, he 
painted a frightening picture of a hu-
manitarian crisis, true civil conflict 
and strife, potentially widening into a 
wider regional war generated by the in-
stability and uncertainty in Iraq. 

But that being said, let me speak, if 
I can, in my time remaining, of the 
proposal that we will consider this 
week on the floor of the Congress. And 
that is what I have described in the 
past as the Democrat plan for retreat 
and defeat in Iraq. I wanted to come to 
the floor tonight, Mr. Speaker, to basi-
cally share what General David 
Petraeus shared with me in Baghdad 
and just the seedlings, the very begin-
ning of hope, that the President’s 
planned surge is beginning to produce 
modest progress in Iraq. 

But let me say again at the outset, it 
is easy to be understood in this debate, 
it is a tough time in Iraq; but despite a 
recent wave of insurgent bombings, 
this war is not lost, and Congress 
would do well to reflect very deeply on 

the real facts on the ground, not the 
images in the media, but the real facts 
on the ground that I have recited to-
night, that General Petraeus will re-
cite to Members tomorrow, before we 
make a decision to embrace a plan con-
templated by House and Senate agree-
ment, a $124 billion spending plan ex-
pected to come to the floor with the 
goal of bringing U.S. troops home be-
ginning July of this year and ending 
U.S. combat operations no later than 
March of 2008. 

When I think of the Democrat plan in 
the midst of this hard-fought effort, 
street by street, the sacrifices that 
American and Iraqi soldiers are mak-
ing, and the fact that both in Baghdad 
and in Ramadi sectarian violence is 
down. Despite the horrific bombing, 
sectarian violence is down. Coopera-
tion in the form of tips is increasing. 
We are just beginning to see the 
inklings of hope in Iraq. And yet the 
Democrat majority will bring forward 
a proposal that would micromanage it, 
deadlines for withdrawal. For all the 
world, that makes me think of George 
Orwell, who said: ‘‘The quickest way to 
end the war is to lose it.’’ And I really 
do believe the Democrat plan is a pre-
scription for retreat and defeat. 

Now, let me speak about the proper 
role of Congress in this context. And I 
think it speaks of the great wisdom of 
our Founders that Congress, as a body 
of 435 otherwise well-intentioned men 
and women, is not particularly well 
suited to the conduct of war. In fact, at 
the Constitutional Convention, almost 
no issue was more summarily dealt 
with than what our Founders referred 
to as war by committee. They feared it. 
Their experience was derived from sto-
ries of the Revolutionary War as Gen-
eral Washington was chased from New 
York all the way across New Jersey, 
facing almost certain defeat in the 
Philadelphia suburbs across the river, 
the Delaware. 

b 2100 

Every single night, General Wash-
ington would later record that he 
would sit in his tent and write letter 
after letter to Congress asking for ap-
propriations, asking for support, ask-
ing for details. 

As our founders put together the 
Constitution of the United States, they 
said there would be one Commander in 
Chief, and that would be the President 
of the United States of America; and 
that we would not have war by com-
mittee. And the Constitution is more 
clear on no other fact. Congress can de-
clare war, Congress can choose to fund 
or not to fund military operations, but 
Congress cannot conduct war. In fact, 
those times in American history where 
Congress has intruded itself on the pur-
view of the Commander in Chief have 
been marked as summarily perilous 
times. 

I am recently reading up on the com-
mittee in this Congress during the 
Civil War. I think it was loosely enti-
tled ‘‘The Committee on the Conduct of 
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the War.’’ And it was a committee in 
Congress that did not just attend itself 
to President Lincoln’s use of public as-
sets and funding of the war, but it in-
volved itself well into recommenda-
tions about military operations and 
the like. It would be none other than 
Robert E. Lee, the leader of the Army 
of the Confederacy, who would say, 
‘‘That committee in Congress was 
worth two divisions to me.’’ Robert E. 
Lee, leading the Army of the Confed-
eracy, would say that the Committee 
on the Conduct of the War, functioning 
in Congress, was worth two divisions to 
him. And yet, we will see this majority 
bring forward a measure that I believe 
violates both common sense, the Con-
stitution and our history with a plan 
for withdrawal from Iraq. And a mes-
sage of withdrawal at a time when we 
are just beginning, in the midst of hor-
rific counterattacks by the enemy, 
where we are just beginning to see evi-
dence of modest progress from the 
surge, I think is precisely the wrong 
message to send. 

But on this constitutional argument 
it is worth noting that it would not 
simply be my reading of history and 
the Constitution that would criticize 
the plan for a timetable for withdrawal 
included in the war funding bill this 
week, but let me quote, if I may, Mr. 
Speaker, an editorial in the Los Ange-
les Times that was published in the 
month of March under the heading, 
‘‘Do We Really Need a General Pelosi?’’ 
Their main point was, in effect, ‘‘Con-
gress can cut funding for Iraq, but it 
shouldn’t micromanage the war.’’ That 
newspaper went on to say, and I am 
quoting now the Los Angeles Times, 
‘‘After weeks of internal strife, House 
Democrats have brought forth their 
proposal for forcing President Bush to 
withdraw troops from Iraq by 2008.’’ 

The L.A. Times said, ‘‘The plan is an 
unruly mess, bad public policy, bad 
precedent and bad politics. If the legis-
lation passes, President Bush says he 
will veto it, as well he should.’’ 

They go on. ‘‘It was one thing for the 
House to pass a nonbinding vote of dis-
approval, it’s quite another for it to set 
out a detailed timetable with specific 
benchmarks and conditions for the con-
tinuation of the conflict.’’ They add, 
‘‘Imagine if Dwight Eisenhower had 
been forced to adhere to a congres-
sional war plan in scheduling the Nor-
mandy landings; or if in 1863 President 
Lincoln had been forced by Congress to 
conclude the Civil War by the following 
year.’’ 

‘‘This is the worst kind of congres-
sional meddling in military strategy,’’ 
so wrote the left column lead editorial 
in the L.A. Times in March. Not ex-
actly a ringing endorsement from the 
editorial board of record in the home 
State of Speaker PELOSI. 

And about the same time the Wash-
ington Post, really another lion of the 
liberal media in America, wrote in a 
lead editorial entitled, ‘‘The Pelosi 
Plan for Iraq,’’ the following: ‘‘In 
short, the Democratic proposal to be 

taken up this week is now an attempt 
to impose detailed management on the 
war without regard to the war itself.’’ 
‘‘Congress should rigorously monitor 
the Iraq Government’s progress on 
those benchmarks.’’ ‘‘By Mr. Bush’s 
own account, the purpose of the troop 
surge in Iraq is to enable political 
progress.’’ They wrote, ‘‘If progress 
does not occur, the military strategy 
should be reconsidered, but aggressive 
oversight is quite different from man-
dating military steps according to a 
flexible timetable conforming to the 
need to capture votes in Congress, or in 
2008 at the polls.’’ So wrote the edi-
torial in the Washington Post. 

You know, it really is amazing some-
times how politics, common sense and 
the Constitution can make such 
strange bedfellows. I don’t think I’ve 
ever come to the floor of this House 
and quoted in any length the lead edi-
torial in either the Washington Post or 
the L.A. Times, but I do so approvingly 
this evening. In both cases, these news-
papers identified what I asserted at the 
beginning, that the Democrats should 
heed the call of the Constitution and 
common sense and reject the Pelosi 
plan for retreat-defeat in Iraq. They 
should reject it on the basis of our his-
tory and Constitution, but they should 
also reject it because, as General 
Petraeus will describe to our col-
leagues tomorrow, in the midst of hor-
rific counterattacks by our enemy, 
there is evidence of modest progress on 
the ground. Sectarian violence is down 
in Baghdad and Ramadi. Cooperation 
among civilians is up. And I say once 
again, where there once were four for-
ward operating bases in the fall of 2006 
in Baghdad proper, now, like the joint 
security station I visited on April 1st 
in downtown Baghdad, now there are 26 
joint operating stations throughout 
Baghdad, almost as many, I’m told, in 
Ramadi, where U.S. and Iraqi forces 
are living together 2 weeks at a stretch 
and deploying and patrolling neighbor-
hoods 24/7. This is exactly not the time 
to embrace arbitrary timetables for 
withdrawal, or for Congress to tell our 
generals on the ground how to conduct 
the war. 

I believe in my heart of hearts that 
the American people know that we 
have but one choice in Iraq, that vic-
tory is our only real option. And let me 
say this again; if I am repetitive to-
night, Mr. Speaker, it is intentional. I 
mean to be understood. 

This is a tough time in Iraq. As Gen-
eral Petraeus comes to Capitol Hill 
this week, I expect that he will tell our 
colleagues what he told me and Mem-
bers of the House and Senate on the 
streets of Baghdad just 3 short weeks 
ago. And that is that, despite a recent 
wave of insurgent bombings, counter-
attacks by the enemy responding to 
our surge on the ground, this war is not 
lost. In fact, because of the President’s 
surge and the brave conduct of U.S. 
and Iraqi forces on the ground, we are 
making modest progress in Iraq. 

In Baghdad, despite the recent bomb-
ings, sectarian violence is down. Bagh-

dad is not safe, but it is safer because 
of the presence of 26 joint operating 
stations where U.S. and Iraqi forces are 
deployed. And as I mentioned earlier, 
the extraordinary developments in 
Ramadi, which has seen a precipitous 
decline in the last 2 months in sec-
tarian violence, and also has seen 22 of 
24 Ramadi-area Sunni tribes now co-
operating and supporting U.S. forces 
and supporting the new al-Maliki gov-
ernment is truly an extraordinary de-
velopment, to say the least. 

I believe in my heart that the Amer-
ican people know that victory is our 
only option. And I just began recently, 
Mr. Speaker, rereading a biography 
that you might well approve of. It is 
the David McCollough biography of 
President Harry Truman. I have appro-
priated a few quotes by President Tru-
man that I found particularly compel-
ling and particularly appropriate at 
this time, and I will quote them with 
respect because I think they speak to 
our time, which is a tough time in Iraq, 
and a hard time for an American people 
that have little interest, almost at the 
level of our DNA. 

We are not a Nation interested in for-
eign entanglements. We are not an em-
pire-building Nation. And throughout 
our history, we have quickly grown 
weary of long-term foreign entangle-
ments. So this is a hard time at home, 
it is a hard time on the ground. We are 
taking the battle with the enemy with 
the President’s surge, and the enemy is 
fighting back. 

President Truman faced such times, 
difficult days both in his personal ca-
reer and as a wartime President. So I 
will reflect on his words and that of a 
leader of another country in difficult 
times as I reflect what I think is very 
close to the character of this Nation. 
Harry S. Truman said, ‘‘Carry the bat-
tle to them. Don’t let them bring it to 
you. Put them on the defensive, and 
don’t ever apologize for anything.’’ 
That was advice he gave to Hubert 
Humphrey in September of 1964. 

In 1945, President Truman said, ‘‘I 
wonder how far Moses would have got-
ten if he had taken a poll in Egypt. 
What would Jesus Christ have preached 
if he had taken a poll in Israel? Where 
would the Reformation have gone if 
Martin Luther had taken a poll?’’ 
President Truman went on to say, ‘‘It 
isn’t polls or public opinion of the mo-
ment that counts; it is right and 
wrong, and leadership, men with for-
titude and honesty and a belief in the 
right that makes epochs in the history 
of the world,’’ President Harry Truman 
said in 1945. 

And for those who would embrace 
withdrawal as a means of achieving 
peace, President Truman says out of 
history, quote, ‘‘A reminder: The ab-
sence of war is not peace.’’ And I would 
argue the absence of U.S. forces in Iraq 
is not peace; it is a prescription for an-
archy. 

I would also appropriate from history 
as I speak to what I truly believe in my 
heart is at the very core of the Amer-
ican identity, and that upon which we 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:19 Apr 25, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00261 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24AP7.143 H24APPT1jc
or

co
ra

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

62
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4040 April 24, 2007 
must avail ourselves during this time 
of testing in the war on terror, and 
they are the words of Sir Winston 
Churchill, Prime Minister of England, 
and a man considered by many to be 
the greatest leader of the free world in 
the 20th century. He gives us words 
that I believe speak to our time. And I 
quote, ‘‘Never, never, never believe any 
war will be smooth and easy, or that 
anyone who embarks on a strange voy-
age can measure the tides and hurri-
canes he will encounter. The statesman 
who yields to the war fever must real-
ize that once the signal is given, he is 
no longer the master of policy, but the 
slave of unforeseeable and uncontrol-
lable events.’’ 

Winston Churchill would also say, 
‘‘You ask, ‘What is our policy?’ I will 
say it is to wage war, by sea, land and 
air, with all our might and all the 
strength that God can give us; to wage 
war against a monstrous tyranny never 
surpassed in the dark, lamentable cata-
log of human crime. That is our policy. 

‘‘You ask, ‘What is our aim?’ I can 
answer with one word: Victory—vic-
tory at all costs, victory in spite of ter-
ror, victory however long and hard the 
road may be. For without victory, 
there is no survival.’’ 

And of our time, where many of our 
countrymen would wish away this war- 
torn part of the world, I can’t help but 
think that this quote is appropriate. 
Sir Winston Churchill said, ‘‘One ought 
never to turn one’s back on a threat-
ened danger or try to run away from it. 
If you do, that will double the danger; 
but if you meet it promptly and with-
out flinching, you will reduce it by 
half.’’ 

These are difficult days in Iraq. Sac-
rifices that American forces and their 
families are making are deeply hum-
bling to me and to every Member of 
Congress and, I believe, of the Amer-
ican people. But I believe that, despite 
the recent wave of insurgent bombings, 
this war is not lost. In fact, because of 
the President’s surge and the bold lead-
ership of General David Petraeus in 
Baghdad and General Odierno in 
Ramadi, our U.S. forces on the ground, 
in combination with Iraqi forces, we 
are beginning to see modest progress in 
Iraq. 

b 2115 
In Baghdad, despite recent bombings, 

sectarian violence overall is down, and 
the same is true in Ramadi. Baghdad is 
not safe, but it is safer because of the 
deployment of 26 joint operating cen-
ters throughout the city. A city where 
there once were simply an Inter-
national Green Zone, the Baghdad Vic-
tory Base, and four forward-operating 
bases in Baghdad, now throughout the 
city, in form when I visited them on 
April 1 in Baghdad for all the world 
looked like neighborhood police sta-
tions. They call them joint operating 
centers, where U.S. and Iraqi forces 
live together, work together, eat to-
gether and deploy together, in 2-week 
rotations. And it is making a difference 
on the ground. 

In the al Anbar province in Ramadi, 
it is extraordinary to say 22 of the 24 
Sunni tribal leaders, led in part by 
Sheikh Sattar, with whom I spent one 
of the most memorable hours of my life 
on April 2 earlier this month, Sunni 
leadership is standing with the al 
Maliki government, standing with the 
American soldier, rejecting the insur-
gency, rejecting al Qaeda, and reclaim-
ing their city and their country for 
peace and security. 

We have a long way to go, but not 
that long before we know whether this 
new surge strategy will work. I believe 
it is imperative that Congress give 
General Petraeus not only a willing ear 
tomorrow when he comes to Capitol 
Hill, but I think it is high time that we 
sent the President a clean bill, take 
out all the micromanagement of the 
war, all the unconstitutional bench-
marks and datelines for withdrawal, 
for that matter, take out all the pork- 
barrel spending that has nothing to do 
with our military, and send General 
Petraeus and our soldiers on the 
ground the resources they need to get 
the job done and come home. 

You know, I was asked by a soldier in 
Ramadi, a soldier from Indiana, he 
looked at me and he said, Congress-
man, I just want to ask you an honest 
question. He said, When is it going to 
be enough? When are we going to have 
been here long enough? And I said to 
him with great humility, I said, Son, I 
will answer this as straight with you as 
I can: I think we have to stick around 
here until these people can defend 
themselves, and not a minute longer. 

That is what we need to accomplish, 
Mr. Speaker. We need to stick around 
long enough to help Iraqi security 
forces provide the basic stability in 
their capital and in the critical al 
Anbar province, and particularly in 
Ramadi, in order that the political 
process and the diplomatic process re-
gionally can go forward. And then, like 
Americans of past generations, we can 
pick up and go home, and only ask for 
a debt of friendship in return. 

It is a time of testing for our coun-
try. It is not a time for shrinking back. 
But based on the evidence, the facts 
that General Petraeus shared with me 
in Baghdad and will share with us on 
Capitol Hill, it is time to give the surge 
a chance to succeed. 

The Congress will likely pass a sup-
plemental bill that will have unconsti-
tutional benchmarks and datelines for 
withdrawal. The President of the 
United States will keep his word. He 
will promptly veto that legislation. 
But my hope, and, candidly, Mr. Speak-
er, my prayer, is that after we have 
gone through this exercise and Con-
gress has made its importance felt, we 
will get our soldiers the resources they 
need and we will give them the time 
and the freedom to succeed in this 
surge. 

But there are no guarantees. We are 
up against a ruthless and brutal 
enemy, who even this very day claimed 
American lives in another ruthless sui-
cide car bomb attack. 

I believe it would be a stain on our 
national character that we would not 
wipe off for generations if we were to 
walk away now; if we were simply to 
say to the good people of Iraq, hun-
dreds of which I have had the chance to 
meet and to speak with over my five 
journeys there over the last 4 years of 
this war, it would be a stain on our na-
tional character to that generation of 
Iraqis to leave them unable to defend 
themselves, to harvest a whirlwind of 
sectarian violence, revenge killings, 
and to leave them to become a part of 
a country that would become sub-
jugated by the blood-sworn enemies of 
the United States of America. And it 
would be a stain on our national char-
acter to leave Iraq, in effect, worse off 
than how we found it. 

As bad as it was under Saddam Hus-
sein, I can’t help but believe that if 
those who fight us in the form of the 
insurgency and al Qaeda today gain the 
reins of control in that Nation, that we 
will, as Winston Churchill said, we will 
double the danger, and our children 
and our children’s children will pay a 
price we dare not imagine. 

So we are faced with choices today, 
and my challenge to my colleagues and 
to any looking on is to listen to the 
facts, not the adjectives, not the 
‘‘spin,’’ as it is referred to in the pop-
ular debate, but listen to the facts. And 
the facts are that it is a tough time in 
Iraq. We are facing a determined 
enemy. But that despite a recent wave 
of insurgent bombings, this war is not 
lost. 

In fact, because of the President’s 
surge and the extraordinary courage of 
U.S. and Iraqi forces, we are making 
modest progress in Iraq. In Baghdad, 
despite recent bombings, sectarian vio-
lence is down. Baghdad is not safe, but 
it is safer because of the presence of 
more than two dozen U.S. and Iraqi 
joint operating centers. And now 22 of 
24 Sunni sheikhs and tribal leaders 
have come together in Ramadi and the 
al Anbar province to support the al 
Maliki government and U.S. forces. 

Let’s give General Petraeus a willing 
ear. Let’s listen to the facts. And then 
let us reject timetables for withdrawal, 
pork-barrel-laden spending bills, and 
simply provide our soldiers the re-
sources they need to get the job done 
and come home safe. 

I believe that we can secure victory 
for freedom in Iraq, and in so doing we 
will deliver a victory for freedom, not 
only for the Iraqi people, but for our-
selves and our posterity. We will un-
leash, as the President has spoken so 
eloquently, the forces of freedom and 
stability in a part of the world that has 
known little of either. That is my 
hope, and that is my prayer. 

f 

ECONOMIC OBSERVATIONS BY THE 
43 MEMBER STRONG, FISCALLY 
CONSERVATIVE DEMOCRATIC 
BLUE DOG COALITION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MURPHY of Connecticut). Under the 
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