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Americans for Democratic Action im-
mediately after World War II under the
leadership of Eleanor Roosevelt and
John Kenneth Galbraith and Walter
Reuther and others was a very impor-
tant organization in which liberals
fought a two-front ideologic war
against conservatives who wanted to
retreat from the New Deal on the one
side and from Communists who were
anti-democratic on the other.

As time went on, the Americans for
Democratic Action, ADA as it is
known, became less important, prob-
ably because the Democratic Party, I
believe, moved more in that direction.
But it was still important to have that
organization then as it is now as an
independent force, and Leon Shull kept
that organization vibrant.

There is an expression used about
boxers who are fighting in a weight
class heavier than their own, that they
are able to punch above their weight,
that they have a strength and a phys-
ical ability that allows them to be
competitive with people bigger and
theoretically beyond their reach.

Leon Shull punched above his weight,
and ADA under him punched above its
weight. He was in this city for many
years a beacon for those of us who be-
lieved that the liberal tenets of Frank-
lin Roosevelt were still very relevant,
that a wealthy society in the United
States had both the obligation and the
resources to diminish inequality, not
to dispose of it altogether in a capital-
istic system, but to diminish it.

Leon Shull was an ally of people
fighting racism, of people fighting pov-
erty, of people fighting unjust wars, of
people fighting for rational environ-
mental policy, of people fighting for
free speech and fairness. And with all
that, he was a gentle man. He was a
fierce advocate of these policies, but in
personal demeanor a man of
gentleness, a man who inspired the
love and affection of those who worked
with him. In later years he retired and
he moved away from Washington, and I
saw much less of him.

Mr. Speaker, when I read of his
death, I realized as I thought about it
all that he is one of the people from
whom I learned a great deal. To his
wife, Anne, to his daughters and others
who have lost this great man, I send
my deepest sympathy; and to his mem-
ory I express my gratitude for being
the model of an effective liberal.

ILLUSORY PROGRESS IN IRAQ

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

Mr. WYNN. Good evening, Mr. Speak-
er. Last Friday, I had the unfortunate
occasion to attend the funeral of Ser-
geant Princess Samuels, age 22, a grad-
uate of Flowers High School in my dis-
trict and one of the most recent casual-
ties of our misadventure in Iraq.

I rise today to comment on what I
consider to be a failed policy in Iraq,
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because she is only one of over 3,700
American soldiers who have been killed
in Iraq. Meanwhile, 27,000 U.S. troops
have been wounded in action, 12,000 of
whom will not be able to return to ac-
tion, and although we don’t comment
on it often, at least 50,000 Iraqis have
been killed; 18,000 Iraqi civilians were
killed in August alone.

It was very sad to be with the family
of Sergeant Princess Samuels. Her
mother, in an understandable note of
bitterness, said that here she found
herself prepared for a funeral while the
Commander in Chief was preparing for
a wedding for his daughter. Her anger
was certainly understandable, and our
sympathies and those of all us in the
Fourth Congressional District go out
to Ms. Samuels.

So I find it very unfortunate that we
begin to hear comments such as ‘‘the
surge is working”’ and that we need to
‘“‘stay the course.” This is the wrong
course. This is the wrong course. We
need to stay engaged, but we need to
move away from this military course.

Our troops have fought valiantly and
they have done everything we have
asked of them. They have done more.
But, right now, the GAO report tells us
that the strategy is flawed. You see,
the strategy was to have a surge that
would allow this government some
breathing room, and in that breathing
room they would have a reconciliation
and begin to bring the various sec-
tarian groups in Iraq together.

What we found from the GAO report
is that that hasn’t happened. The surge
has only provided the illusion of
progress. That is, if you put more
troops in, you will reduce the casual-
ties among those troops. But the fact
is, the overall level of violence con-
tinues to be very high. The number of
Iraqis killed remains about the same.

Now, last January the President laid
out some benchmarks. He said that
these ought to be completed, and this
is why we are having the surge. The
GAO report says only three of the 18
benchmarks have been met. Do the
math: that means 15 have not been
met.

These are not benchmarks that U.S.
troops, no matter how valiant, can
achieve. These are political bench-
marks that this Iraqi Government has
failed to achieve. The number of daily
attacks over the last 6 months is about
the same. In fact, the number of Iraqi
army units capable of independent op-
eration has actually decreased. And
what we find is insurgents frequently
work with the Iraqi police and military
forces based on common sectarian ties.

There is an interesting article in The
Washington Post today. Our U.S.
troops are pinned down in a section of
west Baghdad and they are calling for
relief from Iraqi troops. The relief did
not come. Why? Because the Iraqi
troops were in league with the Shiite
militia in that area and they did not
respond. Fortunately, our American
troops were able to reach cover and
survive, but the story illustrates an-
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other failure that is occurring in Iraq
as the so-called security forces that we
are trying to prop up were in fact
working with our enemies. The policy
is not working.

We can’t continue this policy. We
need a new direction. We need to look
to diplomacy as a way to resolve this
problem. People say, well, if we with-
draw U.S. troops, there is going to be a
blood bath. There is a bloodbath now.

The fact of the matter is if U.S.
troops withdraw, one of the major
catalysts for violence will be removed
from the situation. We will then be in
a position to support diplomatic ef-
forts, peace initiatives by Muslim
countries, by the U.N., by internation-
ally recognized military leaders. Some-
times this country has an arrogance
and believes that we are the only ones
that can promote peace. I disagree. I
believe that other countries, Muslim
countries, other people can also pro-
mote peace. And I also believe that
they want peace, and given supportive
conditions, they can in fact create
peace.

I think we have to accept the fact
that the surge gives an illusion of suc-
cess, but the overall policy has not
worked, because the GAO reported the
benchmarks haven’t been met, and it is
time to move in a new direction. I also
noted today the British, our allies in
this adventure, have already begun to
leave Basra, leaving the cities in the
hands of the Iraqi security.

The point is, everyone but this ad-
ministration realizes we need a new di-
rection. I hope the administration will
look at the GAO report and conclude,
as it has, that this policy is a failure
and that we need a new policy in Iraq.

————
ENDING THE MADNESS IN TRAQ

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. Mr. Speaker, there
will be a great debate in Congress in
the coming days about the administra-
tion’s escalation strategy in Iraq. The
administration has been trying during
this time to influence that debate by
launching a saturation public relations
campaign designed to convince us that
the escalation is working. Before the
debate in Congress begins, however, it
is really important for every Member
of this House to know the facts; and
the truth is the escalation is not work-
ing. It is failing. Here are the facts:

First, this summer has been the
bloodiest summer of the occupation for
American troops since the occupation
began. Between June and August, 261 of
our brave troops died. Over the same
three months last year, 169 died. That
is too many, absolutely; but it is a 54
percent increase this year over last
year.

Second, the escalation has been dead-
ly for U.S. troops ever since it began:
6564 U.S. troops were Kkilled between
February, when the escalation began,
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