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Sergeant Donald Foisie was wounded 

several times, and received the Purple 
Heart that day. He stayed in the 
United States Army until 1962. He 
came back to Atascocita, Texas—down 
the street from me—and he had several 
businesses. He worked for a corpora-
tion in Houston. That corporation was 
an international corporation, and from 
time to time they would fly the flag of 
the country that they were hosting 
that day. When Donald Foisie saw that 
one of those flags, on one day that he 
was working, was the Red Chinese—as 
he called them—Communist flag, he re-
fused to go to work. He didn’t believe 
that the Chinese flag ought to fly on 
American soil. That’s the kind of guy 
he was. 

He spent the rest of his life letting 
Americans know about the Korean war. 
Last year, he was at Creekwood Middle 
School in Kingwood, Texas where the 
Creekwood Middle School kids honored 
the veterans of Hill 303—those who 
were murdered—and had a memorial. 
He was there, along with many South 
Koreans, and Ambassador Park from 
South Korea and myself were there. 

Last year, he also attended the Me-
morial Day service at the veterans 
cemetery in Houston, and this is where 
that photograph was taken. He was sa-
luting a crowd of several thousand who 
had given him a standing ovation after 
his story was told. You see, he looks 
pretty good. He’s 81 in this photograph. 
This week, Donald Foisie, United 
States Army, 1st Cavalry Division— 
he’s still wearing his hat—died. He will 
be buried this Friday at this same cem-
etery that he was standing in and hon-
oring on Memorial Day. 

He was quite a guy. He was married 
to Rita for 60 years. He had three 
kids—Donna, Daniel, and David. He 
wrote several books. He was in the air- 
conditioning business, and he worked 
as a security guard when his knees got 
bad. But he spent most of his life let-
ting America know about his buddies 
in Korea in 1950—‘‘the forgotten war,’’ 
as he called it. He wants us to remem-
ber what occurred many years ago 
when young Americans—kids—went 
over to lands they’d never seen and 
fought for people they had never 
known, all in the name of securing lib-
erty and America’s interest. 

So, today, we honor Sergeant Foisie 
and his family for his service in the 
United States Army, for being a true 
patriot, a true American, a great 
Texan, and a person who never gave 
ground. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

10-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF IRAQ 
WAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. LEE of California. Today is a sol-
emn anniversary, a tragedy that began 
10 years ago when President George W. 
Bush launched a war of choice in Iraq, 
driving our country into a costly, bit-

ter conflict based on falsehoods and hy-
perbole. It took President Obama’s ful-
filling his campaign promise to end the 
Iraq war, and we are grateful that he 
brought the war to an end, but we must 
not forget how we got into the war in 
the first place so that these mistakes 
are not repeated. 

We were told there were weapons of 
mass destruction. We were warned 
about mushroom clouds. Now, I offered 
an amendment at the time that would 
have taken us down a different path. It 
would have required the United States 
to work through the United Nations, 
using inspectors and maximizing diplo-
macy and inspections to determine 
whether or not Iraq was developing 
weapons of mass destruction. Unfortu-
nately, my amendment failed by a vote 
of 72–355. 

What happened from there? We all 
know the tragic consequences: Presi-
dent Bush dragged this country into an 
unnecessary war. No weapons of mass 
destruction were ever found. The costs 
of the Iraq war soared far beyond what 
was projected, and we lost 4,400 Amer-
ican troops in Iraq, and over 32,000 were 
wounded, not to mention Iraqis. 

Once the war started, many of us in 
Congress quickly organized. Led by 
Congresswoman MAXINE WATERS and 
my good friend former Congresswoman 
Lynn Woolsey and myself, we founded 
the Out of Iraq Caucus. Over 80 Mem-
bers joined. Thankfully, on May 25, 
2005, Congresswoman Woolsey intro-
duced the first amendment to bring our 
troops home. From what I remember, 
there were about 132 votes that that 
amendment received, but that was not 
enough to stop the war. It was our way, 
though, to join the hundreds of thou-
sands of people who marched and pro-
tested against what they knew was a 
war based on misleading information 
by the Bush administration. Many in 
this House supported my amendment 
every year to cut the funding for com-
bat operations and to only appropriate 
funding for the safe and orderly with-
drawal of our troops and our contrac-
tors. 

Now, we would have saved hundreds 
of lives had this body used the power of 
the purse strings to stop this war. 
Shame on us. Ten years later, today, 
the full consequences and costs of the 
Iraq war remain to be seen. 

According to a new study by the Wat-
son Institute at Brown University, the 
war in Iraq has cost $1.7 trillion, with 
an additional $490 billion in benefits 
owed to our veterans. Most impor-
tantly, we paid for this war most trag-
ically in loss of life and injury, and we 
poured billions of dollars into nation- 
building in Iraq with little oversight or 
accountability. The Special Inspector 
General for Iraq Reconstruction issued 
his final report to Congress last month, 
detailing the billions of United States 
tax dollars lost to waste, fraud, and 
abuse. 

Speaking with an Iraqi official, Spe-
cial Inspector Stuart Bowen was told: 
You can fly in a helicopter around 

Baghdad and other cities, but you can-
not point a finger to a single project 
that was built and completed by the 
United States. 

Unfortunately, these lost opportuni-
ties and tragic mistakes are not behind 
us. As the daughter of a 25-year veteran 
of the Armed Forces, I recognize the 
sacrifices our young men and women 
have made in Iraq and continue to 
make in Afghanistan. I am deeply con-
cerned with the widespread incidences 
of PTSD and the alarming suicide rates 
among our returning veterans. We need 
to honor our troops who served and 
show our support by giving our men 
and women who served the best health 
care, the best educational opportuni-
ties and the best jobs available. They 
deserve nothing less. 

It is my hope that this reckless and 
shortsighted decision will mark a turn-
ing point in American history and that 
we will never again wage an unneces-
sary war. We must use all the tools of 
American power in resolving disputes, 
including diplomacy, and we must have 
sufficient congressional debate. We 
only debated this go-to-war resolution 
for probably a couple of hours. We need 
more debate and oversight before ever 
putting another U.S. soldier in harm’s 
way. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, just like in 
Iraq, there is no military solution in 
Afghanistan. We need to bring the war 
in Afghanistan to an accelerated end 
and bring our troops home now. Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr., in expressing 
his sentiment during a different war, 
said: The bombs in Vietnam explode at 
home—they destroy the hopes and pos-
sibilities of a decent America. 

So let us put this decade of perpetual 
warfare behind us, invest in our vet-
erans, our children, and get about the 
business of nation-building here at 
home. 

f 

b 1030 

CONGRATULATING DR. JOSEPH 
SCHRODT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, every time I walk onto this 
floor, it is such an honor and a privi-
lege to be able to represent the great 
citizens of central and southwestern Il-
linois, the citizens that have given me 
this opportunity that humbles me 
every time we walk through those 
doors and every time we are able to 
stand here in this institution and offer 
what our visions for America are. 
There are vast differences in our vi-
sions for America between many par-
ties. Fortunately, though, there are a 
lot of similarities and our willingness 
to begin working together to craft a vi-
sion for America that the hardworking 
taxpayers of this country want and de-
serve. 

But another great honor that this in-
stitution allows is to actually honor 
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some of those hardworking taxpayers 
in our district on a regular basis. It 
gives us an opportunity to talk about 
the many things that those in our dis-
tricts do on a regular basis. They don’t 
ask for recognition; they just do it be-
cause it is the right thing to do. 

And that’s why today I stand here, 
Mr. Speaker. I want to congratulate 
Dr. Joseph Schrodt of Decatur, Illinois, 
for being honored by the American 
Medical Association for his 50-year an-
niversary of graduation from medical 
school. While Dr. Schrodt’s dedication 
and commitment to the medical profes-
sion through the years is a tremendous 
accomplishment, I would be remiss if I 
didn’t take this opportunity to also 
thank Dr. Schrodt for all he and his 
family have done for the entire Deca-
tur area. 

Dr. Schrodt’s contributions to the 
area are too many to mention, but his 
advocacy and hard work on behalf of 
students and education is something 
we should all strive to emulate. Wheth-
er it was his time spent serving on the 
board of my alma mater, Millikin Uni-
versity and their board of trustees, or 
the Richland Community College 
Foundation Board, or he and his late 
wife Martha’s work to see the health 
education wing at Richland Commu-
nity College come to fruition, Dr. 
Schrodt’s impact in the Decatur area 
will be felt for generations. 

So I take this time today, Mr. Speak-
er, to offer my thanks to Dr. Schrodt 
and his family for all that they have 
done and all that they continue to do, 
and offer my heartfelt congratulations 
to Dr. Schrodt for this tremendous ac-
complishment. 

f 

THE RYAN BUDGET AND SNAP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, budg-
et resolutions are moral documents. 
They lay out a vision of how each 
party sees the future and where our 
priorities should lie. Since this is budg-
et week, the week when we will vote on 
a number of different competing vi-
sions for America, it is the right time 
to talk about the misguided priorities 
laid out in the Republican budget as 
presented by Chairman PAUL RYAN. 

Once again, Chairman RYAN has pro-
posed a budget that guts low-income 
programs. The Ryan budget not only 
does not end hunger now, it actually 
makes hunger in America worse than it 
is today. 

Simply put, we are currently not 
doing enough to end hunger now. There 
are over 50 million hungry Americans 
in this country; 17 million are kids. 
Over 47 million rely on SNAP, formerly 
known as food stamps, to put food on 
their tables. Without this program, 
real hunger—the actual absence of 
food—would be much worse. 

The Great Recession is the primary 
reason hunger is so bad today. Now, 

don’t get me wrong; hunger has been 
getting worse since the Presidency of 
Ronald Reagan. We almost eradicated 
hunger in America in the late 1970s, 
but hunger has been getting steadily 
worse in the decades since. But the 
Great Recession, the worst economic 
period we’ve faced since the Great De-
pression, resulted in millions more 
hungry people, millions of people who 
had to turn to SNAP as the safety net 
that prevented them from going with-
out food altogether. 

Recognizing that hunger is a real 
problem and that we need to end hun-
ger now, I would hope that any budget 
proposed in this Congress would, at the 
very least, do no harm to those who are 
struggling the most in our current 
economy. Yet the Ryan budget slashes 
SNAP once again. This should come as 
no surprise. This is basically the same 
budget he has introduced over the past 
few years—and the same budget that 
voters have rejected over and over 
again. Yes, Mr. Speaker, this is the 
same budget that turns Medicare into a 
voucher, the same budget that repeals 
the Affordable Care Act, and the same 
budget that gives even more tax breaks 
to the wealthiest Americans. And, Mr. 
Speaker, it’s the same budget that 
turns SNAP into a block grant. 

Some of my Republican friends will 
provide false arguments about what 
the Ryan budget really does. They’ll 
say that this just gives Governors 
flexibility, or they’re just combating 
fraud, waste, and abuse. Mr. Speaker, 
the real goal of the Ryan budget, and 
of some of my Republican friends who 
support it, is to end SNAP as we know 
it. 

SNAP is not just a simple antihunger 
program; it is among the more effec-
tive and efficient, if not the most effec-
tive and efficient, Federal program. 
SNAP has a historically low error rate. 
Trafficking is going down, and prosecu-
tions of SNAP trafficking are clearly 
visible as USDA works to reduce that 
problem. SNAP is a countercyclical 
program. That means that enrollment 
increases as the economy worsens. It is 
a true safety net program, and it has a 
side benefit of being a stimulus pro-
gram. Every SNAP dollar spent results 
in another $1.72 in economic activity. 

Yes, SNAP can use some improving, 
but the wholesale and shortsighted 
changes included in the Ryan budget 
are not the answer. The Ryan budget 
actually cuts $135 billion from SNAP 
over the next 10 years—$135 billion. 
That’s not a haircut; that’s a meat-ax. 
It’s an 18 percent cut, a cut that will 
cause real harm to low-income families 
who otherwise could not afford food. 

The cuts in the Ryan budget will 
have a real impact on poor Americans 
and struggling working families be-
cause millions of people on SNAP work 
for a living. They earn so little that 
they still qualify for Federal assist-
ance. If they apply these cuts solely to 
eligibility, these cuts would mean that 
8 to 9 million people would be cut from 
SNAP. If these cuts are applied solely 

to benefits, then all 47 million people 
on SNAP would see an average cut of 
$24 per person per month. That adds up 
to a cut of almost $1,100 per year for a 
family of four. That may not seem like 
much to a Congress that has a ton of 
millionaires, but a $1,100 cut will do 
real, serious harm to people whose 
budgets are already stretched to the 
limit. 

Cuts like these are not just mis-
guided, they’re cruel. Combined with 
cuts to other low-income programs 
that are included in the Ryan budget, 
these SNAP cuts will absolutely make 
hunger in America worse. As we con-
sider a budget, at the very least, we 
should do no harm, but we really 
should be striving to make every 
American’s life better. That’s our job. 
Cutting SNAP not only doesn’t make 
anybody’s life better, it actually does 
real harm, harm that will manifest in a 
less educated population, a sicker Na-
tion, and a Nation that ultimately has 
to spend more on the hungry simply 
because we decided to bring austerity 
to a program that doesn’t deserve to be 
cut. 

We are a great country, Mr. Speaker. 
We are great because we have a tradi-
tion of caring about the most vulner-
able among us. Let us not turn our 
backs on one of our greatest traditions. 
This assault on poor people must come 
to an end. This assault on the hungry, 
many of whom are kids and senior citi-
zens, must come to an end. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe we can end 
hunger now if we find the political will 
to do so. The Ryan budget does the op-
posite. It cuts a vital antihunger pro-
gram for crass political reasons, an act 
that makes hunger worse. Let us in-
stead pass a budget that lifts people up, 
not one that keeps people down. 

f 

DECISION TIME IN AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. JEFFRIES) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, this is 
decision time in America. We are at a 
fork in the road, and we have an oppor-
tunity to go in either one of two direc-
tions. In one direction, the Democratic 
approach, we can take a balanced ap-
proach to dealing with the economic 
situation that we find ourselves in and 
our deficit. The other direction, the 
GOP approach, is to balance the budget 
on the backs of the most vulnerable 
amongst us. The Democratic plan will 
put Americans back to work. The Re-
publican plan will put Americans out 
of work. It’s decision time in America. 
We can go in one of two different direc-
tions. 

Now, a balanced approach to deficit 
reduction has at least four elements to 
it: 

First, invest in the American econ-
omy. 

Second, increase revenues by closing 
corporate loopholes that are unfair, un-
reasonable, and unnecessary. 
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