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The military system does not have enough
resources, funding or personnel to adequately
support the neuropsychological health of serv-
ice members and their families in peace and
during conflict.

There is a shortage of active-duty mental
health professionals. The system has been
stressed by repeated deployments and other
frustrations, and psychologists and psychiatric
nurses are leaving the military in growing
numbers:

Air Force lost 20 percent of mental health
workers from 2003-2007.

Navy lost 15 percent of mental health work-
ers from 2003—-2006.

Army lost 8 percent of mental health work-
ers from 2003—-2005.

This report points to significant shortfalls
in achieving goals and taking care of our
service members and their families.—Dr. S.
Ward Casscells, assistant secretary of de-
fense for health affairs

The current complement of mental health
professionals is woefully inadequate.—MHTF
Report.

CONCLUSION

Madam Speaker, flexibility is not President
Bush’s strong suit.

As his policy in Iraq continued to unravel, he
dug his heels in and refused to listen to the
generals, to the Congress or to the American
people.

As the situation in Iraq continued to deterio-
rate, the President kept insisting that things
were getting better and the violence was be-
ginning to subside.

As civil society devolved into chaos, Presi-
dent Bush held onto the false hope that the
Iragi people were somehow prepared to take
the necessary steps toward creating a democ-
racy.

Madam Speaker, President Bush cannot
sustain this charade any longer.

The “wise men” of the Republican Party, in-
cluding Senator LUGAR, are calling into ques-
tion the fundamental precepts of the Bush pol-
icy and calling for a major overhaul.

The president’s Iraq policy stands discred-
ited in the eyes of the world. At this point, only
President Bush, Vice President CHENEY and
Prime Minister Tony Blair seem to believe that
the original mission has any chance of suc-
cess.

It is time, Madam Speaker, for President
Bush to get in touch with reality before he
does anymore damage to the position of the
United States in the Middle East and before
we lose in the Middle East even more of our
sons and daughters in this disastrous war.

——

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

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

—

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

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

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
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woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

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

(Mr. SARBANES addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

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

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

————

DIPLOMATIC STRATEGY FOR IRAQ

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

Mr. SESTAK. Madam Speaker, I rise
to speak for a few minutes about Iraq.
Every Member of the House brings
their experience with them. Mine hap-
pens to be 31 years in the military, in-
cluding leading men and women in war.
I have operated with the Soviet Union,
the People’s Republic of China, entered
the DMZ in North Korea, dealt with
the Iranians at sea in the Persian Gulf.

When I saw us about to go into Iraq,
I was concerned. I felt it was a tragic
misadventure, not because of Iraq sole-
ly by itself, but because of what it
would do to our strategic security
around this globe.

I flew with my battle group over Iraq
just prior to the war, after having left
the war in Afghanistan. I have always
been taken in the military by the
power of our diplomacy, the power of
our diplomats, because they are the
ones who often have prevented us from
having to use our military. I honestly
believe there is a way to redeploy from
Iraq that does not mean just getting
out nor just bringing the troops home.
Those are the wrong words.

Iraq is a set piece in a strategic envi-
ronment around this world that the
United States has interest in. And
there is a way to end this tragic mis-
adventure, to redeploy out of Iraq so
we might place our men and women
where they need to be in Afghanistan,
the western Pacific, and here at home
to improve the readiness of our Army
that has not one, not one active Guard
or Reserve unit that is in a state of
readiness to deploy anywhere to any
other contingency in this world.

And that strategy is really brought
about by changing the behavior, in par-
ticular, of Iran, who I have operated
with at sea, and Iraq and Syria, and the
other nations in that region. We will
not do that by doubling down once
again on a bad bet with a surge of mili-
tary forces. I know. I have watched it
happen before.
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This can only be resolved by a strat-
egy that sets a date, a date within a
year by which we will redeploy out of
Iraq, because that date is not just for
ending this war, it has the value of a
different strategy to leave an unfailed
state, as Iran, recognizing that we will
no longer be in that state, but we will
remain in the region at our bases that
we do have in Qatar, Oman, Bahrain,
the United Arab Emirates; and our car-
rier battle group and our amphibious
ready group in that region because we
have interests there.

But by that date we change the be-
havior of Iran who does not want to
deal by itself with the 2 million Iraqis
who have been dislocated from their
homes and have yet to overflow their
borders, as 2 million others have.

And Syria, that is Sunni, does not
want as it fuels, after we leave there, a
civil war, would be fueling the Sunnis
against the Shia that the Iranians
might be supporting. Neither nation
wants a proxy war.

If we work diplomatically with a date
certain, because they don’t want us to
remain in that nation, we have the
ability to bring to the table the inter-
ested parties who can work on the ex-
treme elements in that nation, Iran
and Syria; and we deal with the center,
the government of Baghdad, with a
date certain that makes them recog-
nize they must also step up to the plate
and assume responsibility for the coun-
try which they have done and presently
have to do as we Keep a lid politically
and militarily on a simmering pot.

There is a strategy which I believe
we need to pursue, Republican and
Democrat together, that sets a date of
approximately a year, which gives us
time to safely redeploy. Because, re-
member, it took us 6 months to rede-
ploy out of Somalia with only about
8,000 troops, when we have 160,000 in
Iraq with over 100,000 U.S. contractors.
We need time to safely redeploy with a
strategy that works to bring Iran and
Syria to the table because they have
interests in accommodating stability
as we remain in that region because of
our interests, providing air cover if
necessary from above, from bases out-
side or Special Forces from outside, as
we begin to address our other security
interests around the world and here at
home.

————
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STAND DOWN 2007

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

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, we
are all concerned about the troops. I
am extremely concerned about the
troops when they return home.

On this past Saturday, June 23, I vis-
ited the 14th annual Kansas City Stand
Down. This is a 2-day event, and it
opened up in Kansas City on Truman
Road, the road that Harry Truman’s
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house sits on. It was open to homeless
veterans. It provided a variety of serv-
ices. This event is an opportunity for
Americans to help Americans, Ameri-
cans giving respect and dignity to their
veterans who are down on their luck
and in many cases homeless.

It is believed there are approxi-
mately 1,800 homeless veterans in Kan-
sas City, Missouri’s largest city. This
year 800 homeless veterans attended
the Stand Down and received assist-
ance from 500 volunteers. It was a won-
derful opportunity to meet and visit
with veterans who proudly served the
United States of America, and I want
to also say at this time it was a proud
opportunity for me to thank the volun-
teers who forfeited their time to make
a difference.

One of the most popular contributors
was Big Bubba’s Barbecue, who fed a
delicious barbecue lunch to over 700
people on Saturday. Grants were pro-
vided by Best Buy, At Home America,
and the U.S. Department of Labor.
These grants, combined with donations
and countless volunteer hours, ensured
that the Stand Down would be able to
provide the necessary assistance to our
homeless veterans.

When a homeless veteran arrives,
they know that they will be greeted
with respect and provided with shelter,
shoes, showers, haircuts, blankets,
clothing and hygiene products. Each
veteran is given medical health
screenings, eye care, dental care and if
the veteran does not have identifica-
tion, they are provided with a picture
ID, assistance with legal problems, VA
benefit counseling, general benefits
counseling, including Social Security,
food stamps, local health and human
services, substance abuse counseling,
mental health counseling, employment
services which include job referrals,
employment counseling, as well as
housing services.

I wish the entire Nation could have
seen Kansas City turn out to pay re-
spect to their veterans and to provide
them with care. I truly appreciate and
congratulate the Vet Center,
AmeriCorps Vista volunteers and the
Stand Down steering committee for a
job well done. If this is done all over
America the way it was done in the
Fifth District of Missouri, our veterans
will know that we really do care.

———

HOUSE DEMOCRATS’ TOP 100
BROKEN PROMISES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the minority leader.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I appre-
ciate this and I appreciate the minor-
ity leader asking me to lead this hour
tonight.

I am going to have next to me here a
little poster that I'm going to keep up
during my talk. I am joined by a couple
of my colleagues that I will recognize
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in just a few minutes. I have been
blessed to be a part of an organization
and a group that has come here on the
House floor in the last 18 months or so
called the Truth Squad, led very ably
by our colleague, Dr. PRICE from Geor-
gia. I think that we will add to our
Truth Squad on a regular basis the
group that will be talking about the
House Democrats’ Top 100 Broken
Promises.

Last fall, the Democrats won a ma-
jority in this Congress, in the House
and in the Senate, by making many
promises to the American people. They
have not kept these promises. At the
beginning of the 110th Congress, the
new majority came to power full of
promises for a bipartisan working rela-
tionship and a landmark pledge to cre-
ate ‘‘the most honest, most open and
most ethical Congress in history.”” Un-
fortunately, the first 6 months of
Democratic control have been marked
by a long string of broken promises.
Contrary to the pledges they made to
the American people, the leaders of the
current majority have delivered a more
closed, intellectually dishonest, and
ethically ambivalent House of Rep-
resentatives. By decree instead of open
debate, Democrats have attempted to
weaken our national defense and legis-
late retreat from the global war on ter-
ror, impose the largest tax increase in
American history, propose the most in-
discriminate wasteful spending this
Congress has seen in decades, craft
multi-billion dollar slush funds for se-
cret earmarks, make gas prices worse
by raising taxes and increasing regula-
tion, and cut Medicare at a time when
our seniors are enjoying large savings
in their prescription drug medicines.
This is the wrong direction for the
American people.

I am quoting from a new report that
the offices of the Republican leaders
have put together and will continue to
do that throughout my comments to-
night.

At the 6-month mark of the new ma-
jority, the report takes a look at the
House Democrats’ top 100 promises and
how those broken promises have led to
little if any accomplishments of note
and a record of failure that has under-
mined the confidence of the American
people in this Congress. As I said ear-
lier, this report complements efforts
that have been made by other House
Republicans, including the Official
Truth Squad, and the Truth Squad has
been holding Democrats accountable
for their promises. We're going to go
over these promises one by one, point
them out to the American people and
show them what has not happened even
though the Democrats made these
promises in order to get elected last
fall.

Let me start with Democratic Prom-
ise No. 1: Prepared to Govern and
Ready to Lead: ‘“‘Democrats are pre-
pared to govern and ready to lead.”
Speaker-Elect NANCY PELOSI, D-CA, in
a press release, November 8, 2006.

Now, let me tell you what the report
is on that promise from the Chicago
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Tribune. The headline on the article,
“Democrats Promised Way More Than
They’ve Delivered So Far.” June 21,
2007. And this is the quote from that
article: ‘“Six months after taking over
Congress, Democrats find they have ac-
complished little of their agenda. Per-
haps not coincidentally, Congress’s job
approval rating has reached a dramatic
low. If they can’t reverse the trend,
some Democrats are starting to worry
their majority could be short-lived.”

Well, for the benefit of the American
people who counted on the promises
that the Democrats made and who
promised a new bipartisan approach to
governing, and with our assistance we
could have accomplished a great deal
in this 6 months, but because they have
refused to uphold their promises, they
have not been able to fulfill much, if
anything.

I would now like to recognize one of
my colleagues who’s here with us to-
night who’s going to expand upon some
of these promises and talk a little bit
about how they have affected the
American people and perhaps particu-
larly those in her district, the
gentlelady from Florida, Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. I thank the gentlelady from North
Carolina.

I think Americans are disappointed. I
think with the change in leadership in
the House of Representatives as well as
in the Senate, the people thought
things were going to be improved. Kind
of like when you buy a new container
of detergent, it might say New and Im-
proved. Well, I have to say, it’s not im-
proved and it certainly isn’t new.

We were promised transparency. As
you know, the gentlelady from North
Carolina, if you recall, we had some
language about making all earmarks
transparent when we were in charge,
when the Republicans were in charge.
Well, a week and a half ago on this
very floor, we found out that that
promise of transparency was broken
and the promise of transparency in ear-
marks just didn’t happen. As a matter
of fact, we were going to be asked to
vote on a bill that we had no idea what
the earmarks were going to be in. We
would be told that when it came back
from conference.

Well, that clearly, as my momma
used to say, was buying a pig in a poke.
You didn’t know what you were getting
and it was a very bad public policy.
One of the Democrat promises was that
they were going to promote smart and
tough security. Let me read a direct
quote: ‘“‘Democrats are committed to
protecting our country with real secu-
rity initiatives that are smart and
tough,” then Minority Leader NANCY
PELOSI said in a press release on Octo-
ber 25, 2006, before the November elec-
tions.

Well, what we find is that the Demo-
crats brought legislation to the House
floor supporting the transfer of respon-
sibility for a critical national security
program to, of all entities, the United



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-15T20:46:53-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




