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(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

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 gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN
D1AZ-BALART) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida addressed the House. His re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.)

——

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.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MILLER of Michigan addressed
the House. Her remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

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

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

———
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VACATING 5-MINUTE SPECIAL
ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the 5-minute Special Order
ordered in favor of the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is vacated.

There was no objection.

———

THE STATE OF OUR NATIONAL
SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FRANKS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, I know that it comes as no surprise
to this House that I have been one very
critical of this administration’s poli-
cies on a number of different fronts,
and I suppose that will be no different
tonight. But Mr. Speaker, I guess I
wanted to start out tonight by address-
ing the WikiLeaks issue. I know that a
lot of people across America have
looked upon this with interest, and I
guess it’s significant in my mind that
what we’ve seen on the WikiLeaks
issue is really more confirmatory than
it is anything that’s informative. In
many ways what the WikiLeaks infor-
mation has demonstrated is that this
administration has practiced for a long
time a foreign policy of appeasement,
and I think it has been a disaster for
our country, Mr. Speaker.

I suppose it goes without saying that
the most pressing question is how a 22-
year-old private first class in a remote
location in Iraq could have gained ac-
cess to so many of these documents, es-
pecially since they are far outside his
scope of responsibilities. It represents,
really, a glaring failure on parts of the
State Department and even some parts
of the Defense Department. And some
of these commonsense security meas-
ures could have been implemented
prior to this. The Pentagon has since
announced that it will be imple-
menting new policies, including a tech-
nology that makes it impossible to
copy classified documents to portable
storage devices. Now the fact is that it
has taken too long for such a common-
sense policy to sink in, and this admin-
istration certainly had lead time to
consider this long before now, but I
guess it is, in a sense, indicative of why
bureaucracies are so inefficient most of
the time. It took the leak of hundreds
of thousands of sensitive documents be-
fore this government decided to get up
to speed with the unique risks posed by
one of the most basic modern conven-
iences, that being the computer.

Private Bradley Manning, the U.S.
Army soldier suspected of leaking the
documents, and WikiLeaks founder Ju-
lian Assange hid behind the claim that
the government’s so-called ‘‘lack of
transparency’ is unjustified. This is
their main reason for justifying their
own actions, Mr. Speaker. Unfortu-
nately, in that process they have pro-
vided a wealth of aid and comfort to
groups that are at war with the United
States of America. Of course Mr.
Assange claims to be fighting for truth
and transparency. The reality is that
his desire to promote himself has out-
weighed his concern for scores and per-
haps hundreds of innocent lives that he
has endangered with his reckless pub-
licity in this kind of a stunt in the
guise of some greater cause.

But Mr. Speaker, it’s telling that the
foreign media sometimes is almost
more comforting to justice than the
American media sometimes. The Amer-
ican media willingly complied in dis-
seminating this information and they
are complicit, in my judgment, in any
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harm that will come to American serv-
icemembers or American personnel
across the country as well.

Just to give you an example, Mr.
Speaker, the same New York Times
that was reticent to cover the story
that’s often referred to as
“Climategate”  willingly ran the
WikiLeaks cover story on the front
page of their newspaper. Now this is a
hypocrisy, Mr. Speaker, that I think is
absolutely astounding. In other words,
just to put it in perspective, I will just
read what one of the bloggers there of
The New York Times said. Andrew
Revkin of The New York Times, he is
actually a reporter, was one of the first
ones to cover Climategate. And in his
first story only a matter of a few hours
after Climategate’s blog posted, in his
story he states, ‘“The documents’’—this
is the Climategate documents, Mr.
Speaker—‘‘appear to have been ac-
quired illegally and contain all manner
of private information and statements
that were never intended for the public
eye, so they will not be posted here.”
Well, how gallant, how noble of Mr.
Revkin to want to protect some of his
perhaps liberal friends from being ex-
posed in some of the over-hyped notion
of global warming, but yet when peo-
ple’s lives are at stake, when American
national security is at stake, then all
of a sudden The New York Times is all
too willing to publish the WikiLeaks
information in the interest of full dis-
closure and grand journalism, and I
find that unbelievable, Mr. Speaker. If
the Times reporters had felt such urges
of chivalry when it comes to protecting
the men and women who give up their
lives so that we can all sleep peacefully
at night, it’s just a strange time for
them to do that. And to cap it all off,
Mr. Speaker, it is rumored that the
leading candidate for Time magazine’s
“Man of the Year’” now is none other
than WikiLeaks’ Julian Assange.

Mr. Speaker, before I yield to one of
my colleagues here, I would just like to
say that, unlike authoritarian regimes
across the world, democratic govern-
ments like ours hold secrets largely be-
cause citizens agree that they should
in order to protect legitimate policy
and national security. But this massive
breach of our national security has en-
dangered our ability to build trust and
cooperation with our allies, it has cer-
tainly not served the public’s interest,
and most of all, it has strengthened
and emboldened our enemies. Mr.
Assange and WikiLeaks should be pro-
foundly ashamed, and I think they
should be pursued with whatever legal
actions can be brought, and of course
The New York Times, for their com-
plicity in this effort, should be
ashamed beyond measure.

With that, I would like to yield to
my good friend, Congressman LAMBORN
from Colorado, to see if he has any
thoughts.

Mr. LAMBORN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Let me point out that, to its credit,
The Wall Street Journal did not accept
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