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RECOGNIZING WILLIAM WILSON,
RECIPIENT OF THE FRONTIERS
IN PHYSIOLOGY’S ONLINE
TEACHER PROFESSIONAL DE-
VELOPMENT PROGRAM FELLOW-
SHIP

HON. ADAM SMITH

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to honor William Wilson, recipient of
the Frontiers in Physiology’s Online Teacher
Professional Development Program Fellow-
ship.

When Mr. Wilson is not coaching high
school wrestling, he is inspiring his students in
the field of science as a teacher at Clover
Park High School in Lakewood, Washington.
His outstanding research proposal in the bio-
medical field earned him the Frontiers in
Physiology’s Online Teacher Professional De-
velopment Program Fellowship. Mr. Wilson will
be awarded educational grants to help him ad-
vance his research and make improvements
to Clover Park’s science department.

The Frontiers in Physiology program was
initiated in 1990 by 10 impassioned high
school science teachers embarking on a sum-
mer research grant in physiology. The 10-
month fellowship aims to integrate best prac-
tices in scientific research into middle schools
and high schools, incorporate technology and
internet-based resources to enhance learning,
and improve classroom labs with a better un-
derstanding of the scientific research process.
The program has been proven to enable
teachers to advance teaching techniques and
promote excellence in science education.

As a dedicated and inspiring teacher, Mr.
Wilson has proven to be an invaluable asset
to the Pierce County community. The re-
sources that Mr. Wilson will bring from the On-
line Teacher Professional Development Pro-
gram fellowship will undoubtedly allow him to
contribute more to Clover Park High School
and the greater science community.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues in the
House of Representatives please join me in
congratulating Mr. William Wilson for receiving
the Frontiers in Physiology Online Teacher
Professional Development Fellowship and
honoring him as a model teacher.

——

IN HONOR OF ELAINE AND LARRY
MYERS UPON RECEIVING THE
2011 GRINDSTONE AWARD

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
honor of Elaine and Larry Myers for winning
the 2011 Grindstone Award which recognizes
their devotion to the Berea community. Both
Elaine and Larry will be honored at the 44th
annual Grindstone Award Dinner.

The list of benefits the Myers have be-
stowed upon the Berea community is long.
Larry established the Berea Athletic Hall of
Fame in 1981. Both Larry and his wife have
served on the Athletic Booster committee year
after year. Elaine has held numerous positions
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on organizations such as the Committee for
Good Schools, the Coe Lake Nature Trail
Committee, the Education Foundation Auction
Committee and she worked for the Suicide
Prevention Education Alliance, an extremely
noble cause.

Within the community, Larry and Elaine are
known as Mr. & Mrs. Pancake, since both co-
chair the Annual Kiwanis Pancake Festival
and the Committee for Good Schools Pancake
Breakfast.

As one member of the Berea community
has said, “Larry and Elaine Myers truly make
Berea a better city in which to live and give
truth to the line, a small city is like a big fam-
ily.”

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me
in honor and recognition on these two truly re-
markable individuals. Through their devotion
and love for their community both Elaine and
Larry have truly made their mark and im-
proved the Berea community.

—

RECOGNIZING JULIE MEIER
WRIGHT, PRESIDENT AND CEO
OF THE SAN DIEGO REGIONAL
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COR-
PORATION

HON. DARRELL E. ISSA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec-
ognize the distinguished tenure of Ms. Julie
Meier Wright on the occasion of her retirement
as President and CEO of the San Diego Re-
gional Economic Development Corporation
(EDC).

Prior to her work with the EDC, Ms. Wright
served as California’s first Secretary of Trade
and Commerce. Under her management, Ms.
Wright built a new Agency to expand the
state’s international role and presence, includ-
ing opening five new overseas offices.

Ms. Wright's service as President of the
EDC has been the capstone of a notable ca-
reer. For 13 years, she has served as an eco-
nomic booster, marketing the San Diego re-
gion as the world’s foremost job creation loca-
tion celebrating a highly-skilled workforce, in-
novation climate, and quality of life.

In her work, Ms. Wright championed the
Partnership for a New Economy, an initiative
which spurred the creation of High Tech High,
a school designed to prepare students for
technology and life sciences careers along
with the Rady School of Management at
UCSD, which educates global leaders for in-
novation.

As a strong advocate for the economy of
California, Ms. Wright has been a visionary
that has undoubtedly helped shape San Diego
to become a leader in so many industries.

Among her many commendations, Ms.
Wright has been named the nation’s Out-
standing Secretary of Commerce by the Bio-
technology Industry Organization and the Cali-
fornia Leader of the Year by Leadership Cali-
fornia. Her manifest of remarkable achieve-
ments includes receiving the Junior Achieve-
ment’s San Diego Hall of Fame Lifetime Lau-
reate Award, the San Diego Business Jour-
nal’s Women Who Mean Business Award, the
“Women of Distinction” award from Sorop-
timist International and she was named in
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“Women Who Move the City” by San Diego
Magazine.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues
please join me in recognizing the tenure of
Ms. Julie Meier Wright as she retires as Presi-
dent of the San Diego Regional EDC.

———

TIME FOR AN AFGHANISTAN-
PAKISTAN STUDY GROUP

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
bring to the attention of my colleagues legisla-
tion | am introducing to create an Afghanistan-
Pakistan Study Group, APSG, modeled after
the Iraq Study Group, ISG, to bring “fresh
eyes” to the war effort in Afghanistan which is
now in its 10 year.

Last August, | began pressing the adminis-
tration to convene an Afghanistan-Pakistan
Study Group. | submit a copy of my initial let-
ter to the President.

In the letter, | outlined the genesis of the
Iraq Study Group, ISG—an idea which was
born in 2005 after my third visit to Iraq, during
which | witnessed firsthand the deteriorating
security situation. While reticent at first, to
their credit President Bush, Secretary of State
Rice and Defense Secretary Rumsfeld came
to support the ISG, ably led by bipartisan co-
chairs, former Secretary of State James Baker
and former Congressman Lee Hamilton.

It has been my hope that the Obama admin-
istration would come to view this bipartisan
“fresh eyes” approach as something which is
ultimately good for our men and women in uni-
form and good for the country as a whole.

Aside from the specific policy recommenda-
tions of the ISG, the formation of the group
and the issuance of the report helped force a
moment of truth in our national conversation
about the war effort.

It was apparent last summer, and it is truer
still today, that with roughly 100,000 U.S.
troops presently in Afghanistan, no clear end
in sight to our nation’s longest running war at
10 years and counting, and public support for
the war at an all-time low, a national con-
versation about Afghanistan is what is in fact
urgently needed.

Before proposing this idea to the Obama
administration | spoke with a number of knowl-
edgeable individuals including former senior
diplomats, public policy experts and retired
and active military. Many believed our Afghan-
istan policy was adrift, and there was near
unanimity that an Afghanistan-Pakistan Study
Group was needed. Among those distin-
guished individuals who embraced the idea
was former Ambassador to Iraq Ryan Crocker.
| also sought input from senior foreign policy
experts, among them former U.S. Ambassador
to Afghanistan Ronald Neumann, who now
serves as president of the American Academy
of Diplomacy, regarding the implications of
failure in Afghanistan. | submit for the record
Ambassador Neumann’s letter which lays out
in sobering detail all that is at stake in that
country.

| also submit for the record a letter | re-
ceived last year from a constituent who is the
mother of six children, all of whom are cur-
rently serving or have served in the U.S. mili-
tary. She wrote of being troubled by “how dis-
tant this war is for so many Americans” and
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she offered her wholehearted support for “the
formation of an Afghanistan-Pakistan Study
Group in the hope that it will turn the tide of
this war . . .” | shared this constituent cor-
respondence, too, with the administration last
September and again urged them to take ac-
tion.

The war has remained distant for many
Americans. It is rarely spoken of from the
presidential bully pulpit. In fact a recent Fox
News piece reported that “The last time
Obama specifically devoted a full public
speech to Afghanistan was December 9,
2009, 16 months ago, when he announced at
West Point that he was sending an additional
30,000 U.S. troops to that war-torn country.”

Further, the war is seldom covered in great
depth in the news. And yet for the husbands,
wives, mothers, fathers, sons, and daughters
who have sent off a loved one in uniform, the
war in Afghanistan is anything but distant. It is
uncertainty and sacrifice, it is separation and
worry, it is life and death.

Despite my several letters to the President
and other senior administration officials calling
for a “vigorous, thoughtful and principled de-
bate and discussion among some of our na-
tion’s greatest minds,” the idea for a study
group has languished.

And so today | am introducing legislation to
create an Afghanistan-Pakistan Study Group,
comprised of nationally known and respected
individuals who love their country more than
their political party, and who would, | believe,
serve to provide much-needed clarity to a pol-
icy that appears adrift at best and highly politi-
cized at worst.

In reading Obama’s Wars, | was deeply
troubled by Bob Woodward’s reporting which
indicated that discussions of the war strategy
were infused with political calculations. Wood-
ward also wrote of an administration that
“wrestled with the most basic questions about
the war . . . What is the mission? What are
we trying to do? What will work?”

These are questions that demand answers.

| believe that Americans of all political view-
points can embrace this “fresh eyes” ap-
proach—for it is always in our national interest
to openly assess the challenges before us and
to chart a clear course to success. | urge my
colleagues to join me in support of this legisla-
tion.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
August 4, 2010.
Hon. BARACK H. OBAMA,
The President, The White House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: On September 14,
2001, following the catastrophic and delib-
erate terrorist attack on our country, I
voted to go to war in Afghanistan. I stand by
that decision and have the utmost con-
fidence in General Petraeus’s proven leader-
ship. I also remain unequivocally committed
to the success of our mission there and to
the more than 100,000 American troops sacri-
ficing toward that end. In fact, it is this
commitment which has led me to write to
you. While I have been a consistent sup-
porter of the war effort in both Afghanistan
and Iraq, I believe that with this support
comes a responsibility. This was true during
a Republican administration in the midst of
the wars, and it remains true today.

In 2005, I returned from my third trip to
Iraq where I saw firsthand the deteriorating
security situation. I was deeply concerned
that Congress was failing to exercise the nec-
essary oversight of the war effort. Against
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this backdrop I authored the legislation that
created the Iraq Study Group (ISO). The ISG
was a 10-member bipartisan group of well-re-
spected, nationally known figures who were
brought together with the help of four rep-
utable organizations—the U.S. Institute for
Peace, the Center for the Study of the Presi-
dency, the Center for Strategic and Inter-
national Studies, and the Baker Institute for
Public Policy at Rice University—and
charged with undertaking a comprehensive
review of U.S. efforts there. This panel was
intended to serve as ‘‘fresh eyes on the tar-
get”’—the target being success in Iraq.

While reticent at first, to their credit
President Bush, State Secretary Rice and
Defense Secretary Rumsfeld came to support
the ISG, ably led by bipartisan co-chairs,
former Secretary of State James Baker and
former Congressman Lee Hamilton. Two
members of your national security team,
Secretary of Defense Robert Gates and CIA
Director Leon Panetta, saw the merit of the
ISO and, in fact, served on the panel. Vice
President Biden, too, then serving in the
Senate, was supportive and saw it as a means
to unite the Congress at a critical time. A
number of the ISG’s recommendations and
ideas were adopted. Retired General Jack
Keane, senior military adviser to the ISG,
was a lead proponent of ‘‘the surge,” and the
ISG referenced the possibility on page 73.
Aside from the specific policy recommenda-
tions of the panel, the ISG helped force a mo-
ment of truth in our national conversation
about the war effort.

I believe our nation is again facing such a
moment in the Afghanistan war effort, and
that a similar model is needed. In recent
days I have spoken with a number of knowl-
edgeable individuals including former senior
diplomats, public policy experts and retired
and active military. Many believe our Af-
ghanistan policy is adrift, and all agreed
that there is an urgent need for what I call
an Afghanistan-Pakistan Study Group
(APSG). We must examine our efforts in the
region holistically, given Pakistan’s stra-
tegic significance to our efforts in Afghani-
stan and the Taliban’s presence in that coun-
try as well, especially in the border areas.

This likely will not come as a surprise to
you as commander in chief. You are well ac-
quainted with the sobering statistics of the
past several weeks—notably that July sur-
passed June as the deadliest month for U.S.
troops. There is a palpable shift in the na-
tion’s mood and in the halls of Congress. A
July 2010 CBS news poll found that 62 per-
cent of Americans say the war is going badly
in Afghanistan, up from 49 percent in May.
Further, last week, 102 Democrats voted
against the war spending bill, which is 70
more than last year, and they were joined by
12 members of my own party. Senator Lind-
say Graham, speaking last Sunday on CNN’s
‘““‘State of the Union,” candidly expressed
concern about an ‘‘unholy alliance’ emerg-
ing of anti-war Democrats and Republicans.

I have heard it said that Vietnam was not
lost in Saigon; rather, it was lost in Wash-
ington. While the Vietnam and Afghanistan
parallels are imperfect at best, the shadow of
history looms large. Eroding political will
has consequences—and in the case of Afghan-
istan, the stakes could not be higher. A year
ago, speaking before the Veterans of Foreign
War National Convention, you rightly said,
“Those who attacked America on 9/11 are
plotting to do so again. If left unchecked, the
Taliban insurgency will mean an even larger
safe haven from which al Qaeda would plot
to kill more Americans. So this is not only
a war worth fighting . . . this is fundamental
to the defense of our people.” Indeed it is
fundamental. We must soberly consider the
implications of failure in Afghanistan. Those
that we know for certain are chilling—name-
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ly an emboldened al-Qaeda, a reconstituted
Taliban with an open staging ground for fu-
ture worldwide attacks, and a destabilized,
nuclear-armed Pakistan.

Given these realities and wavering public
and political support, I urge you to act im-
mediately, through executive order, to con-
vene an Afghanistan-Pakistan Study Group
modeled after the Iraq Study Group. The
participation of nationally known and re-
spected individuals is of paramount impor-
tance. Among the names that surfaced in my
discussions with others, all of whom more
than meet the criteria described above, are
ISG co-chairs Baker and Hamilton; former
Senators Chuck Robb, Bob Kerrey and Sam
Nunn; former Congressman Duncan Hunter;
former U.S. ambassador Ryan Crocker;
former Secretary of Defense James Schles-
inger, and General Keane. These names are
simply suggestions among a cadre of capable
men and women, as evidenced by the make-
up of the ISG, who would be more than up to
the task.

I firmly believe that an Afghanistan-Paki-
stan Study Group could reinvigorate na-
tional confidence in how America can be suc-
cessful and move toward a shared mission in
Afghanistan. This is a crucial task. On the
Sunday morning news shows this past week-
end, it was unsettling to hear conflicting
statements from within the leadership of the
administration that revealed a lack of clar-
ity about the end game in Afghanistan. How
much more so is this true for the rest of the
country? An APSG is necessary for precisely
that reason. We are nine years into our na-
tion’s longest running war and the American
people and their elected representatives do
not have a clear sense of what we are aiming
to achieve, why it is necessary and how far
we are from attaining that goal. Further, an
APSG could strengthen many of our NATO
allies in Afghanistan who are also facing
dwindling public support, as evidenced by
the recent Dutch troop withdrawal, and
would give them a tangible vision to which
to commit.

Just as was true at the time of the Iraqg
Study Group, I believe that Americans of all
political viewpoints, liberals and conserv-
atives alike, and varied opinions on the war
will embrace this ‘‘fresh eyes’ approach.
Like the previous administration’s support
of the Iraq Study Group, which involved tak-
ing the group’s members to Iraq and pro-
viding high-level access to policy and deci-
sion makers, I urge you to embrace an Af-
ghanistan-Pakistan Study Group. It is al-
ways in our national interest to openly as-
sess the challenges before us and to chart a
clear course to success.

As you know, the full Congress comes back
in session in mid-September—days after
Americans around the country will once
again pause and remember that horrific
morning nine years ago when passenger air-
lines became weapons, when the skyline of
one of America’s greatest cities was forever
changed, when a symbol of America’s mili-
tary might was left with a gaping hole. The
experts with whom I have spoken in recent
days believe that time is of the essence in
moving forward with a study panel, and
waiting for Congress to reconvene is too long
to wait. As such, I am hopeful you will use
an executive order and the power of the bully
pulpit to convene this group in short order,
and explain to the American people why it is
both necessary and timely. Should you
choose not to take this path, respectfully, I
intend to offer an amendment by whatever
vehicle necessary to mandate the group’s
creation at the earliest possible opportunity.

The ISG’s report opened with a letter from
the co-chairs that read, ‘“There is no magic
formula to solve the problems of Iraq. How-
ever, there are actions that can be taken to
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improve the situation and protect American
interests.” The same can be said of Afghani-
stan.

I understand that you are a great admirer
of Abraham Lincoln. He, too, governed dur-
ing a time of war, albeit a war that pitted
brother against brother, and father against
son. In the midst of that epic struggle, he re-
lied on a cabinet with strong, often times op-
posing viewpoints. Historians assert this
served to develop his thinking on complex
matters. Similarly, while total agreement
may not emerge from a study group for Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan, I believe that vig-
orous, thoughtful and principled debate and
discussion among some of our nation’s great-
est minds on these matters will only serve
the national interest. The biblical admoni-
tion that iron sharpens iron rings true.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,
FRANK R. WOLF,
Member of Congress.

P.S. We as a nation must be successful in
Afghanistan. We owe this to our men and
women in the military serving in harm’s way
and to the American people.

THE AMERICAN ACADEMY
OF DIPLOMACY,
Washington, DC, September 27, 2010.
Hon. FRANK WOLF,
Cannon House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE WOLF, I am respond-
ing to your letter of September 16 requesting
my personal views on the consequences
should our mission in Afghanistan fail. I be-
lieve the answer must examine both the like-
ly results in Afghanistan and Central Asia
on the one hand, as well as the risks to di-
rect American security through terrorism on
the other.

Should we withdraw our forces before the
Afghan army is ready to assume the internal
defense of Afghanistan—an issue of force
quality and support services, not just num-
bers—I believe there is every reason to as-
sume a civil war will occur in Afghanistan.
The Tajiks, Uzbeks, Hazaras, and even some
of the Pushtun population, having experi-
enced Taliban rule once will not submit
again. However, lacking an adequate army
with which to resist they will fall back on
armed militias as they have in the past. This
will have several consequences..

Such militia bodies inevitably empower
warlords who seek power on their own. They
will, at times, collude against each other.
Similar infighting led to the initial accept-
ance of the Taliban by many Afghans in
their desperate search for peace at any price.

The civil war will draw in outside powers
to further or defend their own interests. At a
minimum, the Russians will support forces
in order to build a buffer between Afghani-
stan and the Central Asian states that Rus-
sia sees as its zone of influence. Iran will re-
enter the fray, as it did before, to protect
Shia co-religionists and to extend its power.
Pakistan will be a major player, quite pos-
sibly reverting to the effort to back a
Taliban victory as Pakistan did in the past.
The Indians will be drawn in to counter the
Pakistanis since India fears the growth of
terrorist movements that have found sanc-
tuary in Afghanistan in the past. The in-
volvement of both India and Pakistan in a
contest that each views as a zero sum game
presents additional dangers of conflict be-
tween the two nuclear armed states (al-
though I would put this risk as low).

It has been argued that the Taliban and al-
Qaida have different goals and, therefore,
that a return of the Taliban to Afghanistan
would not bring back al-Qaida. The first is
true but immaterial. The second conclusion
is false. The tactical alliance between the
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two movements is strong and has been inten-
sified during the insurgency. This is particu-
larly true of the areas of Haqgqani’s influence
where we see a steady growth in the presence
of foreign fighters as I learned in my visit to
Afghanistan in May of this year. In the con-
text of the likely civil war the Taliban will
have every incentive to maintain their alli-
ance with al-Qaida since the latter bring
with them resources, recruits and fanati-
cism. Indeed, before our entry into Afghani-
stan, al-Qaida often constituted the shock
troops of the Taliban. There is every reason
to believe they will return to this role in
their alliance.

It is important to consider the likely con-
sequences within Pakistan of a US defeat
and a civil war involving the Taliban. It is
not simply that Pakistan has a previous
stake in a Taliban victory. The Pakistani
army has shown itself deeply fearful of In-
dian influence with the largely Tajik North-
ern Alliance. The combination of fear and
history is very likely to lead the Pakistanis
to support the Taliban, notwithstanding
whatever pressures we might bring to bear
against this. Under these circumstances it is
entirely possible that Pakistan will slow
down or back off from its active military
campaign against extremists within Paki-
stan. This was the pattern of the past. Paki-
stan tried repeatedly to put together short
term alliances with domestic extremists to
keep peace inside Pakistan while concur-
rently supporting or tolerating their activi-
ties in Afghanistan. The history of these alli-
ances is that each one failed, extremism
spread out of the tribal areas and into the
Punjab and the major Pakistani cities where
it now threatens the Pakistani state. This
scenario is not guaranteed but it is certainly
possible and, indeed, it is difficult to see how
Pakistan could refuse to support the Taliban
in Afghanistan or do so without compro-
mising with the Taliban’s backers in Paki-
stan. Of course, such actions would render
the current US-Pakistani relationship dif-
ficult to sustain.

Renewed insurgencies in Central Asia are
also possible. In the period of Taliban rule
extreme Islamist movements gained support
in Afghanistan for insurgencies in
Uzbekistan and Tajikistan. The Islamic
Movement of Uzbekistan still exists. Within
the last week, Tajik insurgents have mount-
ed an attack that appears to have come from
an unsecured area in Afghanistan. Insta-
bility in Central Asia will have unpredict-
able consequences for everything from polit-
ical reform to gas pipelines.

In short, the future of civil war in Afghani-
stan, involvement of outside powers, in-
creased extremism in Pakistan, and unrest
in Central Asia could continue for years. The
civil war in Lebanon involved fewer outside
players, a smaller country and population,
and less difficult terrain—and it lasted 15
years. The consequences in Afghanistan
could easily challenge that record.

A second set of challenges involves our di-
rect struggle with Islamist extremist ter-
rorism directed against US and American in-
terests. The goal of these self proclaimed
jihadist movements is the reshaping of the
Islamic world. Everywhere they look they
think they see us in their way; our military
presence in the region, support of Israel, ties
with moderate Arab and Muslim govern-
ments, and even our very culture are seen by
them as a threat. So their war with us will
go on even if we retreat from Afghanistan.

The difference will be that the extremists
will have gained their largest propaganda
victory since the fall of the Soviet Union.
They will trumpet the defeat of the second
superpower to fall to their arms. They will
use this to rally support and adherents and
to discredit those Muslims who oppose them
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in the name of religion, moderation and mo-
dernity.

One cannot predict the results with speci-
ficity. Nevertheless, I think it would be ex-
tremely naive to believe that we can unilat-
erally cease fighting, those who are waging a
continuing, violent war of terrorism against
us and not pay a heightened price in attacks
against us in the future. It is important to
remember that on jihadist web sites the inci-
dent we refer to as the terrorist attack of 9/
11 is referred to as ‘‘the raid on New York,”
a chilling reminder of how they see that inci-
dent as part of a continuing war.

In sum, sir, should we be defeated in Af-
ghanistan I foresee a substantial period of
civil war, regional instability and enhanced
risk to American lives and interests. All the
dominoes did not fall in Vietnam, a war I
fought as a soldier. It is possible that not all
the disasters I foresee in Afghanistan will
come to pass. Yet even a portion of them
would be a considerable calamity for the re-
gion and our interests. That is why I believe
we must persevere in Afghanistan. Thank
you for giving me this opportunity to ex-
press my views.

Sincerely,
RONALD E. NEUMANN,
Former US Ambassador to Afghanistan.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN WOLF: I have read your
proposal for the formation of an Afghani-
stan/Pakistan Study Group with deep per-
sonal interest and approbation. I applaud its
respectful, well-reasoned, bipartisan ap-
proach to rethinking the war in Afghanistan.
The following are my personal thoughts re-
garding this war. Please accept them as the
insights of an average American mother.

It has been troubling to me how distant
this war is for so many Americans. Many are
only vaguely aware of the events taking
place, other than perhaps the recent increase
in the number of casualties. Even gathering
information of what is daily happening in Af-
ghanistan hasn’t been easy. I comb the inter-
net daily searching many different online
news sources in an attempt to be informed.
Our country is at war and yet so often the
top news items contain nothing regarding it.
Often it is the local papers in towns with sol-
diers, sailors and marines serving in Afghan-
istan that contain the most news. Other
times it is the news stations with an embed-
ded reporter who will have a flurry of arti-
cles while the reporter is there but then
nothing once they return.

The War on Terror is not just impersonal
news but it is a war that strikes very close
to home. My father has a dear friend whose
son-in-law died in the Twin Towers. I have a
friend who lost a son in Iraq during the bat-
tle for Fallujah. A student of mine lost her
fiancee in the war. My children and son-in-
law have served in both Iraq and Afghanistan
and have buddies injured or killed in action.

One of my daughters is currently serving
in Afghanistan in a Combat Support Hos-
pital. She arrived in time to experience first
hand the peak number of casualties in June
and July. In a recent news interview her
Commanding Officer said they are seeing an
almost constant stream of casualties; some-
thing that none of them were prepared for,
but will remember the horrors of the rest of
their lives.

It has sometimes appeared that the efforts
in Afghanistan have trudged along, with suc-
cess measured in part by the areas in which
we have gained some measure of control
versus the price paid in human lives both ci-
vilian and military. The casualties suffered
aren’t just numbers to me; each name, each
face, represents a family who is paying the
ultimate price, the loss of a son or daughter,
brother or sister, father or mother; a family
that will never be the same. Therefore, I
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wholeheartedly support the formation of an
Afghanistan/Pakistan Study Group in the
hope that it will help to turn the tide of this
war and lessen the number of casualties as
well.

I, too, have a deep respect and confidence
in Gen. Petraus and would not want my com-
ments to be construed as being critical of the
leadership of our military. I have no formal
training in political science or history so
please accept these comments as simply the
perspective of an American mother with
children glad to serve our country.

God bless you and give you wisdom as you
serve in the leadership of our country.

Sincerely,
* % %

PS It meant so much to see my sons re-
ceive a standing ovation when introduced
during last weeks luncheon. It is these very
Lance Corporals, Corporals and Sergeants
who are almost daily listed among the cas-
ualties. My son, * * * remarked that listen-
ing to your speech ‘‘restored his faith in the
republic”’. Thank you again for recognizing
their service.

——————

HONORING THE LAJKONIK SONG
AND DANCE ENSEMBLE

HON. MIKE QUIGLEY

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the
thousands of Polish-American constituents re-
siding in the 5th District of lllinois, | rise today
in recognition of the 20th Anniversary of the
Lajkonik Song and Dance Ensemble. For 20
successful years, the Lajkonik Song and
Dance Ensemble has promoted Polish folk
culture and history to constituents of Polish
and non-Polish decent alike.

Founded in 1991—under patronage of the
Polish National Alliance Group 3241, and be-
longing to the Holy Trinity Polish Mission—
Lajkonik has had the opportunity to flourish to
an influential organization and cultural asset to
the City of Chicago.

The Lajkonik Ensemble has performed in
various locations in Chicago; some include the
Chicago Cultural Center, Taste of Chicago,
Daley Plaza, Chicago Public Libraries and Mil-
lennium Park, among others. Additionally,
Lajkonik has traveled the Midwest and also
represented the Chicago Polish Community at
the International Folk Dance Festival in
Rzeszoéw, Poland on four occasions.

Though the event focuses on Polish tradi-
tions, Lajkonik also reaches out to the Amer-
ican population to promote and encourage all
people to learn about Polish culture, to sup-
port and appreciate it. The performances con-
sist of different Polish regional folk songs,
dances and colorful authentic Polish cos-
tumes.

Sunday, May 29th, 2011 marks the 20th An-
niversary of the Lajkonik Song and Dance En-
semble. All the community support and time
volunteered by numerous individuals have
made two decades possible and hopefully
many more anniversaries to come. The 20th
Anniversary celebration will be held at the Co-
pernicus Cultural and Civic Center consisting
of hundreds of children performing in a Gala
Concert displaying regional costumes, folk
dances, songs, and other performances.

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to recognize this
exciting day on behalf of my 110,000 Polish
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American constituents. | congratulate all those
who contributed their time and passion of pre-
serving the Polish culture toward another suc-
cessful celebration.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably absent for votes in the House
Chamber yesterday. | would like the record to
show that, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on rollcall votes 254 and 255 and
“no” on rollcall vote 256.

———

RECOGNIZING KEITH LEWINGER
ON THE OCCASION OF HIS RE-
TIREMENT FROM THE
FALLBROOK PUBLIC UTILITIES
DISTRICT

HON. DARRELL E. ISSA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec-
ognize the honorable public service of Keith
Lewinger as he retires as General Manager of
the Fallbrook Public Utilities District (PUD) of
California.

After graduating from the University of Cor-
nell in the early 70’s, Mr. Lewinger worked for
the Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts,
the Irvine Ranch Water District, and the Otay
Water District. Mr. Lewinger proceeded as
General Manager for ten years at Otay which
is one of the largest water districts in San
Diego County.

In 1999 Mr. Lewinger joined the team at the
Fallbrook PUD which contains approximately
8,000 water and 4,000 sewer connections.
After 12 years of committed leadership, Mr.
Lewinger has established a solid foundation
for the Fallbrook PUD and has been instru-
mental in the area’s resource management ef-
forts.

Previously a member of the Governor's Re-
cycled Water Task Force, Mr. Lewinger also
represents the San Diego County Water Au-
thority on the Metropolitan Water District
Board of Southern California. Additionally, he
serves on the Association of California Water
Agencies (ACWA’s) Board of Directors as
Vice-Chair of Region 10, has been Chairman
of ACWA’s Water Reclamation and Reuse
Committee, a member of the California and
National Boards of Directors of the
WateReuse Association including President of
the California Section of the WateReuse Asso-
ciation, and a member of the American Water
Works Association’s (AWWA'’s) Water Reuse
Committee.

It is an honor to recognize Mr. Lewinger on
the occasion of his retirement after nearly
three decades of contributions to the re-
sources community. Mr. Speaker, | ask you to
please join me in recognizing Mr. Keith
Lewinger’s dedicated service to the Fallbrook
Public Utilities District and the state of
California.

April 13, 2011

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR
STRENGTHENING SAFETY
STANDARDS FOR OFFSHORE
BLOWOUT PREVENTERS AND
EMERGENCY SHUTOFF EQUIP-
MENT

HON. JAY INSLEE

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker. | rise today to
once again to introduce the Offshore Drilling
Safety Improvement Act.

As we rapidly approach the one-year anni-
versary of the catastrophic Deepwater Horizon
oil spill, which killed 11 workers and dumped
hundreds of millions of gallons of ail into the
Gulf of Mexico, we must confront the fact that
Congress still has yet to pass comprehensive
safety reform for offshore oil drilling. A year
after toxic sludge drenched the Gulf beaches,
communities are still suffering from economic
ramifications of the loss of tourism and fishing.

Last year, after numerous congressional
hearings and months of hard work, the House
passed the Consolidated Land, Energy, and
Aquatic, CLEAR, Act, a comprehensive ap-
proach to make sure American jobs and
coastlines are protected. Among other bene-
ficial improvements, the CLEAR Act included
important provisions requiring better tech-
nology on blowout preventers and other com-
monsense safety reforms. Unfortunately, the
bill did not make it through the Senate, and
over the last few months the House has yet to
pass similar legislation.

That is why | am once again, with bipartisan
support, introducing the Offshore Drilling Safe-
ty Improvement Act. This act strengthens the
standards for safety equipment on offshore oil
rigs by requiring the use of the best available
technology for blowout preventers and emer-
gency shutoff equipment. It will also require
the Administration to consider independent
and reputable science and expertise when de-
termining appropriate equipment. It is one vital
piece of the larger, comprehensive effort to
create a regulatory system that protects Amer-
ican jobs, coasts, and communities.

We may never know for sure what exactly
caused the disastrous leak but we do know
that we must work together to protect our
shores and local economies from future spills.
Other countries around the world require more
comprehensive emergency safety equipment.
It is time that, in the places we decide to drill,
we are using the best safety equipment avail-
able.

———

A MODEL OF FEDERAL/STATE CO-
OPERATION ON BEHALF OF THE
PEOPLE

HON. BARNEY FRANK

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 2011

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker,
one of the most troubling inconsistencies in
our political dialogue is the one in which many
conservatives argue on some issues that the
Federal Government must be respectful of
states’ rights and not intrude on the preroga-
tives of the States, but, on the other hand,
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