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whether Iraq has or will establish its chem-
ical warfare agent production facilities.’’ 

8. There was not a real risk of an ‘‘extreme 
magnitude of harm that would result to the 
United States and its citizens from such an 
attack’’ because Iraq had no capability of at-
tacking the United States. 

Here’s what Colin Powell said at the time: 
‘‘Containment has been a successful policy, 
and I think we should make sure that we 
continue it until such time as Saddam Hus-
sein comes into compliance with the agree-
ments he made at the end of the Gulf War.’’ 
Speaking of Iraq, Secretary of State Powell 
said, ‘‘Iraq is not threatening America.’’ 

9. The aforementioned evidence did not 
‘‘justify the use of force by the United States 
to defend itself’’ because Iraq did not have 
weapons of mass destruction, or have the in-
tention or capability of using nonexistent 
WMDs against the United States. 

10. Since there was no threat posed by Iraq 
to the United States, the enactment clause 
of the Senate Joint Resolution 45 was predi-
cated on misstatements to Congress. 

Congress relied on the information pro-
vided to it by the President of the United 
States. Congress provided the President with 
the authorization to use military force that 
he requested. As a consequence of the fraud-
ulent representations made to Congress, the 
United States Armed Forces, under the di-
rection of George Bush as Commander in 
Chief, pursuant to section 3 of the Authoriza-
tion for the Use of Force which President 
Bush requested, invaded Iraq and occupies it 
to this day, at the cost of 4,116 lives of serv-
icemen and -women, injuries to over 30,000 of 
our troops, the deaths of over 1 million inno-
cent Iraqi civilians, the destruction of Iraq, 
and a long-term cost of over $3 trillion. 

President Bush’s misrepresentations to 
Congress to induce passage of a use of force 
resolution is subversive of the constitutional 
system of checks and balances, destructive 
of Congress’ sole prerogative to declare war 
under article I, section 8 of the Constitution, 
and is therefore a High Crime. An even 
greater offense by the President of the 
United States occurs in his capacity as Com-
mander in Chief, because he knowingly 
placed the men and women of the United 
States Armed Forces in harm’s way, jeopard-
izing their lives and their families’ future, 
for reasons that to this date have not been 
established in fact. 

In all of these actions and decisions, Presi-
dent George W. Bush has acted in a manner 
contrary to his trust as President and Com-
mander in Chief, and subversive of constitu-
tional government, to the prejudice of the 
cause of law and justice and to the manifest 
injury of the people of the United States and 
of those members of the Armed Forces who 
put their lives on the line pursuant to the 
falsehoods of the President. Wherefore, 
President George W. Bush, by such conduct, 
is guilty of an impeachable offense war-
ranting removal from office. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings or other audible conversation 
is in violation of the House rules. 

Under rule IX, a resolution offered 
from the floor by a Member other than 
the majority leader or the minority 
leader as a question of the privileges of 
the House has immediate precedence 
only at a time designated by the Chair 
within 2 legislative days after the reso-
lution is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Ohio will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

STONE COLD 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, on Sunday 
morning Chaudhry Rashad brutally 
murdered his daughter for bringing, as 
he said, ‘‘disgrace to the family.’’ 

Rashad’s 25-year-old daughter, 
Sandeela, wanted a divorce from her 
arranged marriage, but Rashad be-
lieved that it was more honorable for 
him to take a course of action to stran-
gle her to death. 

When Atlanta police arrived on the 
scene, Rashad was in his driveway, 
calmly smoking a cigarette behind a 
car as if it was a normal Sunday. After 
being arrested, then he arrogantly de-
manded to be served Islamic food while 
he was in custody. 

Rashad said he has ‘‘done nothing 
wrong’’ by murdering his daughter. Yet 
another example of murder in the name 
of religion. Yet that’s the problem, 
that people still use the word ‘‘honor’’ 
and ‘‘killing’’ in the same breath. The 
United Nations estimates that there 
are approximately 5,000 supposed reli-
gious honor killings each year of 
women and girls. Murder is not honor-
able. 

When the police found young 
Sandeela’s body, they said it was cold 
to the touch. However, the cold, dead 
body of his daughter was nothing com-
pared to the coldness of a father’s 
heart who willingly steals the life of 
his child in the name of religion. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

AMERICA’S STRATEGIC CONTEXT 

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

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, yes-
terday I rose to speak about the need 
for America to embark upon a process 
to develop a comprehensive strategy to 
advance U.S. interests in the world. 
Today I rise to continue that theme; I 
want to take the conversation a bit 
further. 

A strategy, as I said last night, de-
scribes the way we employ all elements 

of national power to advance our crit-
ical interests. Ultimately, determining 
these critical interests depends upon 
the place America occupies in the 
world. What do we see as our role? Who 
do we want to be, and how do we want 
to interact with the rest of the globe’s 
inhabitants to get there? That’s the 
fundamental question, of course, but 
we are not ready to answer it yet. 

Instead, we must first consider the 
domestic and global contexts within 
which we must act. As our vision of 
where we want to go evolves, we must 
have an ongoing dialogue about the ef-
fort and the sacrifices we are willing to 
make. We must also look at the world 
as it is, not as we’d like it to be, and we 
must acknowledge that much of the 
world does not necessarily see us as we 
would see ourselves. We must look 
clear-eyed beyond Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Only with that understanding can 
we determine where we want to go and 
how we want to get there. But as this 
vision develops, we must keep in mind 
that it is no good if we cannot provide 
the means to achieve it, nor is it useful 
if it is not a realistic fit with the rest 
of the world. 

The global environment is ever 
changing. While we cannot control the 
sea swell of change, we must prepare 
ourselves to navigate those waters. Re-
gional power is shifting; some large na-
tion states, such as China, India, 
Brazil, to name a few, are ascending 
and verge on global power status. Rus-
sia may already be there, again. Do 
their interests conflict or coincide with 
ours? Is their rise a challenge to oppose 
or an opportunity to engage? Some of 
our traditional security arrangements 
may fade in importance as others take 
on new meaning. But nation states are 
not our only concern. It’s clear that a 
number of transnational issues will 
challenge us while others may provide 
positive potential. Fundamentalist ter-
rorism and the proliferation of dan-
gerous weapons are obvious examples 
of serious challenges, of course, but 
what about climate change, the fra-
gility of increasingly connected world 
financial markets, or the outbreak of 
pandemic diseases? These are chal-
lenges that present themselves without 
any malicious intentional human ac-
tion. 

The point here is that the world 
around us bears significant scrutiny 
because it represents the context that 
binds whatever strategy we choose. 
This is not to say we cannot strive for 
an ideal. We can and we should. It’s 
how this Nation was formed. The abil-
ity to conceive a vision that is breath-
taking in scope and heartbreaking in 
its beauty is America’s gift to the 
world. But while the goal may be the 
ideal, our understanding of our envi-
ronment and our selection of the 
means to reach it must be firmly root-
ed in realism. 

With that thought I close, Madam 
Speaker. In my next speech addressing 
these issues, I will talk about the need 
to return to the fundamentals of stra-
tegic understanding, a return to Sun 
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Tzu, to Clausewitz, to strategic 
thought rooted not in slogans but in 
enduring principles. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR PERMANENT SE-
LECT COMMITTEE ON INTEL-
LIGENCE TO FILE SUPPLE-
MENTAL REPORT ON H.R. 5959, 
INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION 
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2009 

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the House Per-
manent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence be allowed to file a supple-
mental report to accompany H.R. 5959. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

b 1715 

ROAD TO ARMAGEDDON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, it’s offi-
cial. Iran now is capable of firing long- 
range missiles into southern Europe, 
Israel, and at U.S. troops in the Middle 
East. 

This story broke yesterday morning 
when news agencies all over the world 
reported that Iran successfully test- 
fired nine medium- to long-range mis-
siles with ranges of 1,200 miles or more 
that could carry nuclear weapons. 

Madam Speaker, here’s a map of the 
area. Here’s Iran in the green. Next 
door is Iraq. Here’s Syria. And, of 
course, this small area here is Israel. 
Weapons that they have fired are now 
capable of reaching Israel if Iran so de-
sires. 

Iranian leaders say these supposed to 
send a message to the United States 
and to Israel. The message: Iran has no 
problem attacking if they so desire. 

The world is threatened by North 
Korea, Syria, and Iran, all developing 
nuclear capabilities while denying they 
have mischief in mind. The most dan-
gerous, of course, is Iran. 

The administration claims that the 
U.S. is determined to prevent Iran from 
threatening U.S. interests. But what 
does that mean? We have heard that 
line before. We’ve heard it the last 
time the U.N. imposed sanctions and 
told Iran to straighten up or else. And 
Iran just ignored the U.N. and the 
United States. 

It’s pretty clear that Iran’s aggres-
sive weapons development is part of a 
calculated plan to destroy their en-
emies. Unfortunately, Madam Speaker, 
the U.S. and Israel are at the top of 
Iran’s hate list. 

The LA Times recently reported that 
the little fellow from Iran, Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad, said, ‘‘The Zionist re-
gime of Israel is about to die and will 
soon be erased from the scene.’’ And, 
‘‘The time for the fall of the satanic 
power of the United States has come, 

and the countdown to annihilation has 
started.’’ 

The devil of the desert, Ahmadinejad, 
is preaching hate and murder, which 
puts the rest of the world in danger as 
well. For those folks who might be 
willing to give Iran the benefit of the 
doubt, let’s take a walk down memory 
lane and consider some of the recent 
facts. 

In August of 2002, allegations were 
made that Iran was building a uranium 
enrichment facility, a component nec-
essary for nuclear weapon technology. 
In December of 2002, satellite images 
confirmed the site. Then, after being 
caught in 2003, Iran agreed to allow 
U.N. inspectors in the country to in-
spect their facilities. But shortly after 
the inspections, Iran removed the in-
spectors’ cameras and began nuclear 
development again. 

In September of 2003, more enriched 
uranium was found. Caught again. In 
October, Iran pledged that if they could 
develop peaceful, civilian nuclear tech-
nology, they would suspend uranium 
enrichment activities. However, less 
than a month later, we learned that 
Iran didn’t hold up to their end of the 
bargain. Big surprise, Madam Speaker. 
They lied and were caught again. 

In 2004, we learned from the United 
Nations inspectors that Iran violated 
obligations under the Nuclear Pro-
liferation Treaty, and had been doing 
so for 18 years. Then Iran refused to 
allow U.N. inspectors back into their 
country. In 2005, Iran finally permitted 
U.N. inspectors to conducted limited 
inspections and, only after Iran had 
enough time to sanitize the facilities, 
were the inspectors allowed in the 
country. 

Then, at the end of 2005, an agree-
ment to suspend uranium enrichment 
was broken when Ahmadinejad became 
President. Iran started its nuclear pro-
gram once again. In 2006, the U.N. or-
dered Iran to suspend enrichment. Iran 
did not comply. Later that year, the 
U.N. issued another order demanding 
that Iran stop enrichment, and Iran re-
fused, and rejected even an incentive 
package. 

The U.N. passed more resolutions de-
manding that Iran suspend its enrich-
ment, and all have basically been ig-
nored. Not only has Iran’s dictator 
been stubbornly defiant in complying 
with these international demands, he 
has openly mocked U.S. attempts to 
keep Iran from developing nuclear 
technology through diplomacy. 

In fact, just recently one of Iran’s 
military commanders was quoted as 
saying that Iran’s, ‘‘hands are always 
on the trigger and missiles are always 
ready to be launched.’’ Do those 
gunslingers sound like the kind of peo-
ple we can with reason with? How 
many more United Nations resolutions 
have to be issued, how many more 
sanctions imposed? How many more 
chances are we willing to give this trig-
ger-happy regime? It’s pretty clear 
what we are doing now is not working. 

So the question, Madam Speaker, is: 
Does the United States have a plan to 

deal with this crisis, or are we going to 
have to wait for Iran to deploy a nu-
clear missile before we wake up and re-
alize that we need a plan. The U.S. in-
telligence community says that Iran 
can have nuclear weapons as early as 
2010. That is just 2 years away. We al-
ready know Iran has long-range missile 
capability. Put those two together and 
our world is in a rude awakening very 
soon. 

Iran is not a joke. It’s a threat to the 
whole world. The government of Iran 
and, more importantly, the American 
people need to know what the United 
States’ position and plan is. We know 
what Ahmadinejad’s plan is. It’s full of 
malice toward the United States and 
Israel and his intentions are fatally 
bent on mischief. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
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.) 

f 

HALLWAY POLICY AND FACES OF 
THE FALLEN MEMORIAL 

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, this week I received a 
notice from the Chief Administrative 
Officer and the Architect of the Capitol 
directing me to remove a memorial 
outside of my office, which honors fall-
en marines from Camp Lejeune, North 
Carolina, because it does not comply 
with the new hallway policy of the 
House. 

The hallway policy states that items 
such as flags, equipment, furnishings, 
and trash must be removed from the 
hallways. The policy defines fur-
nishings, in part, as easels and exhibits 
and posters. 

While the Faces of the Fallen memo-
rial displayed outside my office does 
include posters and easels, I cannot be-
lieve that these symbols of service to 
our Nation could be considered mere 
furnishings. Discarded office equip-
ment and trash are certainly a hin-
drance to the public who passes 
through the hallways of congressional 
office buildings. However, memorials 
to honor the lives of those killed in 
Iraq and Afghanistan are a welcome 
tribute that should not fall under the 
hallway policy jurisdiction. 

Yesterday, I wrote a letter to Speak-
er NANCY PELOSI to explain the history 
of this memorial and its importance. In 
2004, Congressman RAHM EMANUEL and 
I introduced legislation directing the 
Architect of the Capitol to establish an 
exhibit in the Capitol rotunda to honor 
the memory of members of the United 
States Armed Forces who have died in 
Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation 
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