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Now, when I raised this issue with 

Dr. John Agwunobi, who is the Assist-
ant Secretary For Health, he is a re-
cent Bush appointee, his expertise was 
being Health and Human Services Di-
rector for President Bush’s brother in 
Florida, so he brings tremendous exper-
tise to this job and great profes-
sionalism, as do many of the political 
appointees we have seen with this ad-
ministration, but when I asked Dr. 
Agwunobi about the ventilator short-
age, he said, well, that is not our job. 

I said, well, what about the national 
stockpile? He said, oh, yeah, we’ll get 
some for the national stockpile. How 
many? Oh, well, 4,000 or 5,000 ventila-
tors. Remember, we need another 
640,000 or so in the case of a pandemic. 

So I said, well, whose duty do you 
think it is to enhance the stockpile? 
How are we going to enhance the 
stockpile? He says, oh, no, that is the 
job of the States and the hospitals. He 
said, in fact, you know, hospitals or 
some county somewhere might not 
build a swimming pool; instead, they 
should be investigating in preparedness 
for pandemics. 

Well, he doesn’t live in the world 
that most of us live in. My counties are 
pretty short of money for essentials. 
They are not out building swimming 
pools. We don’t have public hospitals in 
my State. The other hospitals that are 
there can’t get reimbursed. You can’t 
work it into a Medicare reimbursement 
schedule to buy a bunch of ventilators 
to stockpile for a pandemic. They have 
to justify the current clientele needing 
the ventilators, otherwise they are not 
allowed to put that into their rate 
base. 

So I raised these issues with Dr. 
Agwunobi, and he just basically blew it 
off. He is really not too concerned. 
Now, this is the Assistant Secretary 
For Health, political appointee of 
George Bush. He started to kind of re-
mind me of another famous appointee, 
Michael Brown. But this time it is be-
fore the fact. We need action to prepare 
for a pandemic. 

I am writing to the Appropriations 
Committee recommending that they 
deal with this in the Labor-HHS-Edu-
cation appropriation bill; that we man-
date some purchases for the national 
stockpile, minimally of ventilators. We 
should also be doing a much better job 
of stockpiling the antivirals; and we 
should also be, with more urgency, in-
stead of waiting for the private sector 
or the pharmaceutical companies, who 
aren’t much interested in vaccines or 
other things they can’t make a bunch 
of money on, to give us some new in-
stalled capacity in this country, mod-
ern capacity, to develop vaccines. I 
mean, this pandemic will come in 
waves. And between the waves, if it 
goes on for 6 months or a year, you 
could develop and deploy vaccines once 
the specifics are known. Unfortunately, 
there are no modern facilities in the 

United States of America capable of 
manufacturing vaccines. 

But, again, Dr. Agwunobi and the 
Bush appointees don’t look at this as a 
particular problem. We need to better 
prepare to protect the American people 
for the possibility of a flu pandemic. 

f 

SALUTE TO THE LEADERSHIP 
COUNCIL FOR METROPOLITAN 
OPEN HOUSING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
this year marks the 40th anniversary of 
Reverend Martin Luther King’s north-
ern campaign. In January of 1966, Dr. 
King and his family moved to Chicago’s 
west side, not far from where I was liv-
ing and working at the time. Chicago 
was one of the most segregated cities 
in the Nation, and real estate agents 
were deeply engaged in racial steering 
and block busting. Beginning in July of 
1966, Dr. King organized a series of 
marches demanding open housing. To 
the shame of Chicago and the Nation, 
marches were met by shouts of ‘‘White 
Power,’’ bricks, and even bombs. 

Mr. Speaker, those who have been 
reading the Taylor Branch three-vol-
ume biography of Dr. King will be re-
minded of one of the great ironies of 
our time. We know less about Dr. 
King’s stay in Chicago than almost any 
other period of his life because, for 
some reason, the FBI was relatively 
unsuccessful in bugging Dr. King’s 
communications in Chicago. One of the 
things we do know for certain was that 
although the northern campaign was 
deemed a failure by many, it gave birth 
to one of America’s great fair housing 
organizations, the Leadership Council 
for Metropolitan Open Communities. 

For 40 years, the Leadership Council 
has fought the good fight, seeking 
equality and justice for families who 
just wanted equal access to the housing 
market, just wanted a fair shot at find-
ing a decent, affordable place to stay of 
their own choosing. The Leadership 
Council made it possible for more than 
10,000 public housing families to im-
prove their housing situation as a re-
sult of a Federal court settlement with 
the Chicago Housing Authority. 

They relentlessly pursued housing 
discrimination in the courts through a 
program of testing. They trained tens 
of thousands of real estate agents in 
fair housing law. And though much re-
mains to be done in the arena of fair 
housing, the Leadership Council is now 
preparing to close its doors due to lack 
of funding. These are indeed hard times 
for nonprofits in general, but fair hous-
ing advocates tell us that they have 
been hit particularly hard. 

Mr. Speaker, the Leadership Council 
left a little of their vision wherever 
they ventured, even here in the peo-

ple’s House, where they helped to lead 
the grass-roots movement which led to 
passage of the Federal Fair Housing 
Act. 

Mr. Speaker, the Leadership Council 
will be missed but not forgotten. They 
leave a proud legacy and can retire 
with their heads held high. Their re-
solve and their work will live on as 
other organizations and individuals 
pick up where they left off. And al-
though they are closing their doors and 
going out of business, I say to them 
and all of those who were associated, A 
job well done. 

f 

CIVIL RIGHTS AND IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as al-
ways, I appreciate the honor and the 
privilege of addressing the Speaker 
and, in doing so, addressing this Cham-
ber as well. I know that the voices that 
come to this floor to make these ad-
dresses echo across America, as our 
Founding Fathers envisioned. 

Before I pick up the issue I came to 
this floor to speak about, I would say a 
few words in support of the remarks 
made by my colleague, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), with regard 
to Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Some-
times we lose perspective of that time 
in America, back in the 1960s, when 
there was the institutionalization of 
segregation, particularly in the South. 

Those were glorious days when there 
were civil rights marches for civil 
rights reasons and the rights that ev-
eryone has in this country that are 
guaranteed by our Constitution. These 
are individual rights. They are rights 
without regard to what group you 
might think you are aligned with. 
They belong to men and they belong to 
women, and they are rights that pre-
clude group rights. They are individual 
rights, the rights to life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness, but more spe-
cifically freedom of speech, freedom of 
press, freedom of religion, freedom of 
assembly, freedom to keep and bear 
arms, and the right to property owner-
ship, which has been eroded by the 
Kelo decision here in these last few 
months, I might add for your benefit 
particularly, Mr. Speaker, and for 
mine. 

In those days, when there was a 
peaceful civil rights movement in this 
country that stood on solid philo-
sophical ground that all people that 
are citizens of this country, that live 
here, have equal rights. That is a dif-
ferent kind of a civil rights call than 
we have heard sometimes across this 
country today. 

There is the argument that there is a 
civil right to marry anyone that you 
choose, say, for example, a same-sex 
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marriage civil right they claim. Or a 
civil right that people claim because 
they are illegally in this country and 
they say I have a global civil right to 
come to the United States of America 
and the Americans do not have a civil 
right to set immigration policies. 
Those are not civil rights, Mr. Speaker. 
There is not any civil right to come to 
America and demand the rights of citi-
zenship; and there is no civil right to 
marriage, even for opposite sex couples 
that are madly in love, that tradition-
ally have and will hopefully continue 
to be joined together in holy matri-
mony. That is not a civil right. 

In fact, we give a license for mar-
riage. And a license is, by definition, a 
permit to do that which is otherwise il-
legal. So the State, meaning the gov-
ernment, the Federal Government, 
there are State governments and some 
of our local governments, take an in-
terest in that sacred institution of 
marriage when a man and a woman are 
joined together in holy matrimony. Be-
cause we know that the value of this 
entire society and civilization is 
poured through into the next genera-
tion of our children through that rela-
tionship of holy matrimony between a 
man and a woman. 

We teach our children in that rela-
tionship everything that we know and 
everything that we believe about our 
values. We pass our religious values 
along through that marriage relation-
ship. Children are our projects for our 
life. There is nothing more important 
that we can do in our lifetime than 
raise children. So we make them 
projects. And our first and most impor-
tant thing is to be able to teach them 
our religious values and our moral val-
ues and our work ethic. And all the 
things that flow from our culture flow 
from a father and a mother and a fam-
ily. 

Now, that is the ideal circumstance. 
And it doesn’t mean that there aren’t 
millions of children in America that 
aren’t raised in that kind of an envi-
ronment. It doesn’t mean that they 
will not have opportunities. They will. 
And they will pick up their values 
sometimes from a single mother or a 
single father. But they need extra nur-
turing from their pastors and teachers 
in the neighborhood. We know that sta-
tistically most of society’s pathologies 
can be solved by two people joined to-
gether in marriage raising children in 
that marriage and having them also 
keep a job. 

But the fact that there is a marriage 
license that is granted precludes the 
idea that there is a civil right to mar-
riage, just like there is not a civil right 
to someone who lives in another coun-
try to come into the United States. 
Those are not civil rights. Civil rights 
are specified in title VII of the Civil 
Rights Act, and those are defined char-
acteristics. There will be no discrimi-
nation against people based upon race, 

creed, religion, ethnicity, skin color, or 
national origin. And I am not sure that 
is exactly the quote, but it is exactly 
the theme, Mr. Speaker. 

I know that behind that some of the 
States have added also age or marital 
status. But those are all immutable 
rights or immutable characteristics, 
characteristics that can be independ-
ently identified and can’t be willfully 
changed. Those are the reality. It is 
not something that I decide I am going 
to be a man or a woman or a person of 
a certain other country or color. You 
can’t change that, Mr. Speaker. 

The immutable characteristics are 
those that are real, they are distinct, 
they can’t be changed, and they can be 
independently identified. And what we 
say in title VII of the Civil Rights Act 
is it shall be unlawful to discriminate 
against people for that list of immu-
table characteristics that I have given. 

b 1530 
That is what gives the Civil Rights 

Act the dignity and respect and sets it 
apart for many of the claims for civil 
rights that come out today. There is 
always looking to be another successor 
to the civil rights movement, and there 
will never be another need for the civil 
rights that were demanded in the 1960s, 
and provided by peaceful demonstra-
tions done in the right way for the 
right reasons with the right ideals, and 
those were glorious days for America 
to go through that change and emerge. 
I will say we are very sensitive to these 
issues of race and ethnicity, and we are 
very respectful of the issues of race and 
ethnicity, and the work that was done 
in the 1960s, the benefits flow to us 
today. 

The legacy is with us today. We look 
across our public life and see successes 
in people from all avenues, from people 
that have come from any origin. They 
have overcome many obstacles, and we 
applaud that as Americans. As Ameri-
cans, we are for the underdog. We are 
for the one who pull themselves up by 
their bootstraps. We are for the ones 
who had the least opportunity and 
made the most from the least oppor-
tunity. 

The reason that we are is because 
that embodies the American spirit, the 
American spirit which is embodied by 
the massive number of immigrants 
that have come to this country legally. 

Mr. Speaker, 66.1 million Americans 
have come to the United States legally, 
many of them through Ellis Island 
starting when we first began keeping 
records in 1820 until the year 2000 is the 
last time I can get the numbers added 
up and be firm on them. So 66.1 million 
self-selected individuals that brought 
their vitality to the United States be-
cause of the clarion call of freedom and 
liberty, and that liberty that was en-
sured and enhanced during the civil 
rights era. 

I applaud Mr. DAVIS for his remarks, 
and I am a great fan of the contribu-
tion of Martin Luther King, Jr. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I came to speak on 
an issue which has significant impact 
on the destiny of the United States of 
America. That is some of us found out 
very early yesterday morning, it came 
to my information about 3:30 yesterday 
morning here, that perhaps the worst, 
most horrible murderer on the face of 
the earth had been brought to justice 
by Coalition Forces and Iraqi intel-
ligence as well as Task Force 145 of the 
United States military, and I will say, 
all of the Coalition Forces together, 
and that would be the end of the very 
tyrannical career of Abu Musab al- 
Zarqawi. 

We know they had followed him to a 
safe house where he was having a meet-
ing with six of his other colleagues, 
some of them high level. Our surveil-
lance had tracked him there. As they 
watched that safe house, they thought 
about different ways that they might 
be able to take action against Zarqawi, 
the person who was responsible for 
thousands of murders in Iraq. 

Zarqawi was the inspiration, was the 
person that led the recruitment of al 
Qaeda fighters to come into Iraq and 
take on Coalition Forces and try to fo-
ment an insurrection, tried to foment a 
civil war. One who argued and pro-
moted and schemed and planned and 
strategized to attack Shiites within 
Iraq for the specific and stated purpose 
of fomenting civil war in Iraq. 

It was not just to fight Americans, 
which was bad enough, but it was to 
get Iraqis to fight Iraqis. And al Qaeda 
knew that if they lost a base of oper-
ations in Iraq, they didn’t have another 
place to go to. 

When our military went into Afghan-
istan in the fall of 2001 and won the sig-
nificant victories there, that took out 
a base of operations for al Qaeda. They 
had operations that were beginning to 
take place down to Mogadishu, and 
when they moved some of those oper-
ations up to Afghanistan, they had a 
base of operations that would allow 
them to penetrate anywhere in the 
world and mount their terrorist oper-
ations against the United States em-
bassies in Africa, the USS Cole, and 
bombings across the globe against 
other countries as well as the United 
States. 

But when they had a base of oper-
ations, then they could raise funds, 
control those funds, bring in military 
supplies and munitions. They could 
train and recruit and send people out 
around the world. We picked out a lot 
of Taliban fighters during the Afghan 
operation, and many of them were 
brought to Guantanamo Bay. As we 
began to interrogate them, we found 
out that they had been going into Af-
ghanistan to train. They came from 
different places in the world. And there 
was a handful of Americans that went 
to Afghanistan to train with al Qaeda 
to come back and fight somewhere in 
the world against the United States of 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 09:26 Mar 24, 2017 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00079 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\BR09JN06.DAT BR09JN06ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 152, Pt. 8 10719 June 9, 2006 
America. Certainly we know that is the 
case for other countries as well. 

Well, that base of operations in Af-
ghanistan was wiped out in the fall of 
2001. Justifiably so. And then the base 
of operations shifted over to Iraq. Now 
we know that there was an al Qaeda 
training camp in northern Iraq up in 
the Kurdistan region. We know that 
Saddam was working and strategizing 
with al Qaeda. Some would say Saddam 
was secular; and, therefore, he would 
not have collaborated with Osama bin 
Laden. We know better than that. 

The thing that is in history that we 
know the enemy of one’s enemy is 
their friend. But Stalin and Hitler 
teamed together in World War II and 
converged in their battles over on Ger-
many’s eastern front until such time 
they met and clashed, and then Hitler 
turned around and attacked Stalin. 
The enemy of my enemy is my friend. 

So we joined up with Stalin at that 
point and began to engage in that war 
that turned it into a two-front war for 
Germany. The idea that someone like 
Hitler could not have collaborated with 
Emperor Hirohito in Japan because 
they didn’t match the same ideology 
doesn’t matter throughout history. 
That is an erroneous assumption. That 
does not matter. It is an erroneous as-
sumption throughout history that peo-
ple will not cooperate and collabora-
tion because they do not match the 
same goals or ideology. It is the enemy 
of my enemy is my friend. That is what 
was going on over between bin Laden 
and Saddam. 

We know that Zarqawi went to Iraq 
and established himself as the leader of 
al Qaeda in Iraq. He said that he 
pledged his allegiance to Osama bin 
Laden. We have watched on television 
the horrible beheading of at least one 
American at the hand of al-Zarqawi. 
We know how bad this evil individual 
was. 

I believe it was a year ago last April 
that he produced a letter. And the let-
ter stated what the circumstances were 
like in Iraq. It should have been given 
us great heart. All Members in this 
Chamber should have read the letter 
and understood what it was Zarqawi 
was writing about. 

Many people on the other side of the 
aisle denied the reality of what 
Zarqawi knew last April when he wrote 
this letter. If I remember right, it was 
about a 17-page letter. I remember 
some of the things that were in the let-
ter, and it followed along these lines of 
now we are here in Iraq and we have to 
find a place where we can hide because 
if we are going to operate out of this 
country, it is a very dangerous place to 
do it because we have coalition forces 
and U.S. military that are breathing 
down our neck at every turn. 

He said there is a difference between 
some countries where they have been 
successful in their guerrilla warfare 
and Iraq. And these are the reasons 

why Iraq will never be a Vietnam. He 
said there are no mountains or forests 
to hide in, we must hide in the homes 
of the Iraqi people who are willing to 
take us into their homes, and Iraqis 
willing to do so are as rare as red sul-
fur. That was a quote from the letter. 
Iraqis who are willing to receive al 
Qaeda and harbor and protect them are 
as rare as red sulfur. 

Now I don’t know how rare red sulfur 
is. I don’t know if I have ever actually 
seen red sulfur. I have seen quite a lot 
of yellow sulfur. I am going to assume 
it might be an expression like as rare 
as frog’s hair or as rare as hen’s teeth. 
But as rare as red sulfur. 

So there weren’t many places for al 
Qaeda to hide in Iraq even last April. 
They had to take over communities, 
and then we would go in and break up 
those cells. So they kept reforming 
again, kind of like flies do. We would 
scatter them and swat some and arrest 
some and kill some, and it was going 
along at a very brisk pace. 

In fact, as recently ago as last sum-
mer the Coalition Forces, and this in-
cludes the Iraqi military of which there 
are at least 245,000 that are in uniform 
defending Iraqis today with those num-
bers going up 70,000 to 90,000 within a 
year, but these Coalition Forces were 
taking out between killed and captured 
3,000 a month. 

So as those numbers diminished 
within Iraq, so did Zarqawi’s sup-
porters. And the stronger the opposi-
tion to Zarqawi and the terrorist was, 
and the more confidence the Iraqi peo-
ple got, the more tips that they handed 
over then to the Coalition Forces that 
we could act on. 

We know that Uday and Qusay, Sad-
dam Hussein’s two sons, and actually 
one of his grandsons that were taken 
out in Mosul a couple of years ago, 
that was as a result of a tip. 

Our 101st Airborne reacted and took 
them out. In the end the house that 
they were in, they demolished the 
house and hauled the rubble away and 
graded the lot empty. There will not be 
a martyr’s shrine on that location, Mr. 
Speaker. 

It was intelligence that did that, and 
it was intelligence that took out Sad-
dam Hussein some months later, to 
find him and track him and find him in 
his spider hole. This is another high 
level of intelligence to be able to close 
in on Zarqawi. 

We know they were close to him a 
number of times in the last few 
months. We have heard different people 
in the news state that eventually they 
would get Zarqawi. This should not be 
a surprise to us. Sometimes it is a sur-
prise that a person can stay on the run 
and last as long as they did, but he 
stayed on the run until a little more 
than a day ago when our task force 
people put the laser on the safe house 
that he was in and then directed two 
500-pound bombs into that house. We 

have seen the pictures of it. The house, 
made of cement blocks, is just a jum-
bled pile of broken up cement blocks. 

Of the people who were in there, 
Zarqawi was the only one that was 
alive by the time our forces arrived 
there. I understand he expired not too 
long after they closed in, but he had at 
least enough left to recognize that it 
was Americans that had closed in and 
put an end to his terrible reign as the 
leader of al Qaeda in Iraq. 

Now, I believe that Zarqawi got his 
just desserts. I believe he has been sent 
to his eternal reward, or his eternal 
punishment is a more precise way to 
speak of that. I am grateful to the Coa-
lition Forces, to the Iraqis, and espe-
cially to the United States military for 
the job they are doing over there in 
that country and in all of the theaters 
that we have in operations now in this 
global war on terror. 

We know that things have heated up 
some in Afghanistan and the intensity 
that is there in Iraq, and the futility of 
the people on the other side who be-
lieve they can keep blowing up women 
and children and noncombatants. 

The other day they pulled a bus over 
and sorted out the Sunnis and gave 
them a pass and executed the Shiias 
and the Kurds on the bus. It is a hor-
rible thing to create that kind of vio-
lence. 

This man, Zarqawi, there was no 
level, no depth he would not stoop to. 
We know he has done the beheadings. 
He initiated the beheadings. Even 
today there were heads that were found 
in banana boxes in Iraq. They were put 
there to drive fear into the hearts of 
the people who would oppose al Qaeda. 

We know also there are retribution 
killings, revenge killings on the other 
side. But the truth of it is there is 
progress being made in Iraq, and the 
progress that has been made in the last 
31⁄2 years while we have been in those 
operations has been slower than many 
of us would have liked. But compared 
to any other similar operation in his-
tory, it is going along pretty good. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to keep in mind 
that the Iraqis have established them-
selves as a sovereign nation. That is no 
small task in a nation of 25 million 
people torn by violence and strife and 
torn by an al Qaeda parasite that came 
into that society that was determined 
to tear them apart, that was attacking 
and fomenting the kind of violence 
that was designed to produce a civil 
war. 

With all of those forces inside, with 
Iran providing resources to try to 
incent a civil war within Iraq, Iran not 
wanting to see free people in Iraq, for 
obvious reasons, the clerics, the 
mullahs that run the country of Iran, 
they want to stay in power. 

b 1545 

And we know that there is a signifi-
cant amount of unrest within Iran. The 
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people in Iran have memories of a more 
modern, open society under the Shah, 
and they want to join the world com-
munity of nations and they want to 
move into the future. And they under-
stand that if they are held back into 
the Dark Ages by a clerical group of 
leaders who are determined to hold 
them there and tell them what they 
can wear and what they can say and 
how they are going to live, to hold 
women back, to not allow elections, at 
least legitimate elections, that they 
will not be able to move Iran into the 
21st century. And they want their op-
portunity. But the leaders in Iran want 
to hang on to the power. 

That is all the way it is, Mr. Speaker. 
The leaders want to hang onto the 
power, and so they are promoting the 
violence also in Iraq. Some of that vio-
lence has been supported out of Syria 
the same way and the infiltrators that 
come in that are the fighters for the in-
surgents come across the border from 
Iran into Iraq and from Syria into Iraq 
in the greatest numbers from those two 
countries. There is support in both of 
those countries for an insurgency that 
had we had the cooperation of Iran, had 
we had the cooperation of Syria, this 
operation in Iraq would have been over 
a long time ago. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I would point out 
for the edification of the folks that 
don’t think about this very much that 
a war is never over until the losing side 
realizes that they have lost. It isn’t a 
function of how many people are 
killed, or a function of how much land 
is occupied, or a function of how many 
battles are fought and won. They are 
all factors. But those are all factors 
that are designed to influence and con-
vince the other side that they will 
eventually lose, in fact, may have lost 
the war. And so every operation that 
we have, military operation, any kind 
of a sanction that is there, any kind of 
a blockade, any kind of psyops, any 
psychological operations that are going 
on, media message that is going out 
there, the voice of the President, the 
Secretary of Defense, the voices on this 
floor of Congress, Mr. Speaker, should 
all be designed to promote the idea 
that America will not blink, that we 
will not back out, that we will stand up 
for freedom and stand up for liberty. 
And if that consistent message goes 
across the ocean into the Middle East, 
those people that are sitting in those 
huts making bombs and deciding that 
they are going to plant them and deto-
nate them on American troops or coali-
tion troops or Iraqi troops, or Iraqi 
women and children, at some point 
they will understand, we will not blink. 
We will not flag. We will not fail. We 
will carry out our efforts on this war 
on terror globally, and Iraq is a battle 
field in the global war on terror. 

This country cannot fail in our re-
solve. We will be resolved and we will 
finish this task. And the task will be 

over when the enemy realizes that they 
have lost. That is the very definition of 
winning a war, Mr. Speaker. In fact, 
Von Clausewitz wrote in his book on 
war that the object of war is to destroy 
the enemy’s will and ability to conduct 
war. Destroy the enemy’s will and abil-
ity. And Von Clausewitz understood 
that if you could destroy the enemy’s 
will, they would not have the ability to 
conduct war. And if you take away the 
enemy’s ability to conduct war, part of 
that ability is having the will. Without 
the will, no amount of weapons, no 
amount of resources would even be 
used at all because there would be a 
lack of will to ever use them. 

So to destroy the enemy’s will and 
ability to conduct war boils down in 
the Steve King version to make the 
enemy realize that they have lost. 
Once they reach that realization, then 
they will give up their arms, they will 
give up their efforts and there will be 
peace and there be a peaceful reconcili-
ation that resolves things hopefully for 
the better so that people can live free. 
That is the effort that is going on in 
Iraq. And we lose sight of the reason 
that we want to see the Iraqi people 
with peace and freedom and, in fact, I 
would say freedom first and peace sec-
ond. And the reason for that is because, 
after all, we have an obligation to pro-
mote freedom throughout the world, 
but we also can’t be denying this free-
dom to anyone. 

And we need peace in the Middle 
East. It is a critical part of the world. 
It puts a threat on everyone in the 
world when we don’t have peace in the 
Middle East. One of those things would 
be to look to the freest people that are 
in the Middle East today, and that 
would be the citizens of Israel. And 
where they sit with enemies sur-
rounding them all around, the threat 
to them, the pressure on them is a 
threat and the pressure that threatens 
to annihilate an entire people. They 
have a right to be there. That is their 
sovereign nation. And they are a lamp 
of liberty in the Middle East. The peo-
ple that live around them don’t have 
the freedom that Israel has. 

But soon, I believe they will. I be-
lieve they will because Iraq is emerg-
ing as a free Arab nation. And Afghani-
stan has emerged as a free Arab nation. 
Not without trouble, not without 
strife, not without violence, not with-
out some more outbreaks of Taliban vi-
olence, not without some more battles 
with al Qaeda over in Afghanistan, cer-
tainly not without more battles with al 
Qaeda within Iraq. But if Afghanistan, 
a nation of 25 million people, and Iraq, 
a nation of 25 million people, can 
emerge a free people, Afghanistan has, 
Iraq is poised to do so. They become 
the lode star for all the Arab people in 
the world. And the people that have 
lived the least under freedom now have 
an opportunity to live under freedom. 

And I don’t believe that the force of 
freedom can be held back, because the 

march of history is always, Mr. Speak-
er, a march towards freedom. And it 
has been a gradual progression 
throughout the ages, but in our age, in 
our lifetime, and this past half a cen-
tury and peripherally in this next half 
a century, we will see more progress 
towards freedom than ever in the his-
tory of the world and, in fact, in all the 
rest of the history of the world put to-
gether, I believe we will look back on 
this time and say this was the time 
that freedom emerged on the globe. 
And it emerged in the aftermath of 
World War II and it burst out when the 
Berlin Wall came down, November 9, 
1989, and we saw freedom echo across 
Eastern Europe, almost bloodlessly, in 
a historical miracle of people that now 
live and breathe free. Five hundred 
million people at least freed in that 
echo of freedom when the Berlin Wall 
went tumbling down and families were 
reunited. 

And as I watched that on the news, I 
noticed that the national news media 
missed it. They thought it was about 
reuniting families and breaking cham-
pagne bottles on the Berlin Wall. They 
didn’t realize it was the crashing down 
of the Iron Curtain. They didn’t realize 
that that era was over. And even for 21⁄2 
years after that, as nation after nation 
emerged free, as they stood in the 
square in Prague and people stood 
there and shook their keys by the tens 
of thousands and just rattled their 
keys, Mr. Speaker, in a chorus, in a din 
that said we will be free, and that 
country is free today. They had their 
Velvet Revolution and separated again 
and they seem to be happy between the 
Czech Republic and the Slovak Repub-
lic and their neighbors are free. 

And as I look at the coalition troops 
that are there in Iraq today, the ones 
that I have met as I have been over 
there in my several trips over to the 
Iraq region and into Iraq, I recognize 
that the participation in this effort is 
greater within the countries that lived 
under tyranny up until the fall of the 
Wall and the end of the Cold War on 
November 9, 1989. That participation of 
those countries is greater in percent-
age than the countries that have lived 
under freedom longer. Those that got 
their freedom back from the Third 
Reich at the end of World War II, some 
of those countries forgot what it was 
that they achieved 60 years ago. But 
those countries that just achieved 
their freedom less than 15 years before 
sent their troops to fight for freedom 
in Afghanistan and in Iraq because 
they have an institutional memory 
within the people in the government 
and within their leaders on what it is 
like to live under tyranny. 

But here in this country, we have a 
better memory than that. We have not 
ever lived under tyranny here in the 
United States of America. We have 
lived free from July 4, 1776, even 
though we had to fight a few wars to 
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keep it, all the way up until today. 
Some of us would argue that our free-
dom gets diminished and we argue, 
here, Mr. Speaker, rather than going to 
the streets to clash in the streets, we 
have our debates here. We have an out-
let for our desire to make change. And 
this is that outlet. And there are out-
lets in the State legislatures all across 
this land and in the county supervisors 
and the city halls. We take our dis-
agreements to the public forum, and we 
have a civilized debate. And as the 
former majority leader and my friend 
and colleague, TOM DELAY, said on this 
floor, this very podium about this same 
time yesterday, you show me a nation 
that doesn’t have partisanship and I 
will show you a tyranny. 

If there is not a forum for debate and 
for disagreement and dialogue, then 
that means a tyrant will be in control 
and be denying that forum. Well, a ty-
rant was in control in Iraq and he is 
now under trial, Saddam Hussein. And 
there were tyrants in control of the 
lawless regions in Afghanistan. And 
now they are free and there are people 
who have a future. And now, Iraq has a 
brighter future because the tyrant, the 
murderer, the baby slaughterer, the 
person who beheaded people on tele-
vision has gone to meet his eternal jus-
tice. And I think I know where he will 
spend eternity, Mr. Speaker, and I can 
think of no better justice for someone 
like Zarqawi than that. 

Some of the things that he did would 
be to go take someone off the street 
and kill them because maybe they had 
a different viewpoint about what the 
future of Iraq should be. Kill them, dis-
embowel them, fill their body up with 
explosives and projectiles such as 
screws and bolts and ball bearings and 
then put their body alongside the road 
and sit back and wait for the family to 
come and recover the body and then 
detonate the body and blow it up and 
kill the rest of the family. I cannot 
think of anything more horrible than 
an act like that. 

But I can tell you that Abu Musab al- 
Zarqawi, Mr. Speaker, spent a great 
deal of his time trying to think of more 
brutal things that he could do, more 
shocking things that he could do, more 
ways that he could try to crack the 
nerve of the Iraqi people so that some-
how, in that conflict, in the confusion 
into a civil war that he would have like 
to have created, he could have found a 
way to take power and turn Iraq not 
into a sovereign nation, not even into a 
real tyranny, but to turn it into a ter-
rorist camp so that he could bring 
funds in, train people and dispatch peo-
ple around the world to attack civiliza-
tions unlike him. 

And that is what the hatred is of al 
Qaeda. That is the kind of enemy that 
we are up against, Mr. Speaker, and 
that is that this is a battle and West-
ern Civilization is an element in this 
battle. And I will submit that al Qaeda, 

radical Islam is a parasite on the reli-
gion of Islam. And this parasite has at-
tached themselves to Islam. And a 
parasite will attach themselves to the 
host; Islam is the host. And they will 
travel on the host. They will feed off 
the host; they will reproduce on and 
within the host. And they will attack 
the host and they will drop off the host 
and attack other species. That is what 
a parasite is. 

And I will submit that al Qaeda and 
radical Islam is that parasite that is 
now riding on the host of Islam. And 
we need to be asking Islam to rid them-
selves of this host, with our help, help 
guide us, but purge yourselves, rid 
themselves of this parasite. Purge 
themselves of the parasite radical 
Islam, al Qaeda, because sometimes 
parasites are fatal, and they will con-
sume their host and the host will per-
ish. Well, this parasite has caused nu-
merous Muslims to perish because they 
have turned and attacked the host and, 
in fact, I believe that there is not real-
ly any question about it. When we look 
across the world and we count the bod-
ies, the bodies of Muslims lie in signifi-
cantly greater numbers than the bodies 
of Jews or Christians that are victims 
of al Qaeda, victims of radical Islam. 
They turn on their own. Zarqawi was 
one of those people. He drew a distinc-
tion between Shiias and Sunnis. And 
when he did that, he began attacking 
Shiias to try to get them infuriated. He 
blew up their mosque to try to get 
them to turn around and attack the 
Sunnis so that they could have a civil 
war. 

b 1600 

And we had leaders within this coun-
try and this Congress, Mr. Speaker, 
that would join together and declare 
that there was a civil war in Iraq, and 
their definition of a civil war would be 
when the unrest in Iraq got to the 
point where they had lost their level of 
tolerance to watch it on the news, I 
guess. And so some came to the floor 
and said that there was a civil war. 
Many said so in the news. There was a 
group of Senators from the other body 
that did so. A junior Senator from Iowa 
declared a civil war to be taking place 
in Iraq. And I contend that you need to 
define a civil war before you declare 
there is one, and I will define it this 
way: 

We will know when there is a civil 
war in Iraq, and I do not believe for a 
moment there will be one. I think the 
steps that were taken yesterday and 
the death of Zarqawi move things clos-
er towards peace and freedom and fur-
ther away from the threat of a civil 
war. But a civil war in Iraq will be de-
fined when the Iraqi military that are 
in uniform protecting Iraqis, and re-
member we have Kurds and Shiias and 
Sunnis all wearing the same uniforms, 
Mr. Speaker, and they all take the 
same training and they all carry the 

same weapons, and they answer to offi-
cers that are officers, without regard 
to whether they are Shiias, Kurds, or 
Sunnis. But if that ecumenical mili-
tary, if I can use a little license to de-
scribe them that way, chooses up sides 
and starts to shoot at each other, that 
is how we will know there is a civil 
war. 

But what we have are at least 250,000 
Iraqis in uniform protecting Iraqis 
without regard to whether they are 
Shiias, Sunnis, or Kurds, wearing the 
same uniforms, mixed up in roughly 
proportionate numbers and defending 
Iraqis against al Qaeda, defending 
Iraqis against terrorists, defending 
Iraqis against criminals, and defending 
Iraqis against former Baathists that 
are in their last gasps. 

Now, there are also some that believe 
that somehow Saddam Hussein will 
come back to power. And because he is 
alive, because he is able to put up a 
fight in the courtroom, it gives inspira-
tion to those people that have always 
been intimidated by Saddam and be-
lieve that somehow he has, I don’t 
want to call it a supernatural power, 
but a power that transcends the limits 
of a mortal human being in a way that 
they can’t be confident that he is out 
of power forever until he checks into 
the next life and joins Zarqawi. 

For that reason, I am hopeful that we 
can get the trials over in Iraq. I am 
hopeful that we can move forward and 
if Saddam is found guilty, and so in 
this country we say innocent until 
proven guilty and I will afford him on 
this floor, Mr. Speaker, at least that 
much latitude, he is innocent until 
proven guilty. But I have seen and the 
world has seen plenty of evidence to 
the contrary. 

Now, if that evidence is continually 
presented in court and the Iraqi court 
finds him guilty, I did meet with the 
judges over there last August and sat 
down with the panel of the judges and 
one of the questions that I asked the 
judge was, what is the penalty for Sad-
dam? And he said, Well, first I cannot 
speak about a case that is before the 
court. That is appropriate. That is the 
rules we have in this country. And I 
should probably not have asked him 
such a direct question, but I did test 
out apparently his good judgment to 
not speak about a case that was before 
the court. 

So I asked him the longest con-
voluted question one could imagine, at 
least that I could imagine at the time, 
which is: If there were crimes that 
were committed or alleged to have 
been committed which would be of a 
similar vein, of the murders up in the 
region in Kurdistan and the killing of 
the swamp Arabs in the south, I went 
through the whole list of hundreds of 
thousands of Iraqis that had died, if 
that had happened and if hypo-
thetically we had someone who was 
found responsible for committing those 
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kind of atrocities, if that person were 
brought before this court and they 
were faced with a penalty that would 
be similar to or charges that were simi-
lar to a charge that was being faced by 
Saddam Hussein then, what would the 
penalty be? 

That is how you have to ask the 
question without him addressing the 
case. And he said if someone is charged 
under Iraqi law the charge of crimes 
against humanity, then there is only 
one penalty available and it all is in 
one paragraph in Iraqi law and I have 
read it, and that one penalty is death. 
And so that would be I think a suitable 
punishment for someone who may well 
be responsible for the deaths of half a 
million Iraqis. 

I have looked at some of the statis-
tics, and under Saddam’s reign there 
are varying numbers, but I am always 
asking these questions trying to quan-
tify how bad was the violence under 
Saddam Hussein, and I can come up 
with some conclusions. The number 
that I see come up the most often, the 
annual deaths in Iraq or the total 
deaths during Saddam’s regime, and 
then divide it by the year and by the 
day. And, Mr. Speaker, the most com-
mon number that came up was that 
Saddam was killing his own people at 
the rate of 182 per day; 182 of his own 
people per day murdered, many of them 
tortured, many of them raped in rape 
rooms. Can you imagine an administra-
tion that had professional rapists that 
are on salary to torture and terrorize 
and rape family members within the 
presence of other family members in 
order to extract certain confessions out 
of them or just simply punish them to 
watch their loved ones treated in that 
fashion? Put through shredders, plastic 
shredders and ground into little pieces, 
fed to lions. Those are the kinds of 
things that Saddam Hussein was doing 
as well as unleashing gas on the Kurds, 
for example. 

This was going on in that country for 
years and years. And maybe that num-
ber is not 182 a day. The lowest number 
I can find is about 135 a day. But if you 
add these numbers up and you subtract 
from it the numbers of Iraqi civilians 
that have lost their lives in this con-
flict since the aberrations began in 
March of 2003, if you add that up, there 
are at least 100,000 Iraqis alive today in 
Iraq that would not be if we had not in-
tervened and pulled Saddam Hussein 
from power and given the Iraqi people 
their opportunity at freedom. 100,000 
lives at least statistically have been 
saved in this operation that the news 
media characterizes as so utterly vio-
lent that we should sack up our bats 
and hit the road no matter what the 
consequences. 

I have heard that statement made 
even in the aftermath of Zarqawi. The 
gentleman from California (Mr. STARK) 
made the statement, or at least the 
news reported that, this is, that we 

should get out of Iraq. This is a sign 
that tells us to get out of Iraq. 

Well, those that want to get out of 
Iraq will use any excuse to try to make 
the argument. But I asked the question 
sometime back and I have made the 
statement on this floor, Mr. Speaker, 
and I will go down this path of making 
it again. And it is from memory and 
not some notes, so there could be a dec-
imal point or two that I could be off, 
but I will be exactly right on the sub-
stance and on the theme. 

I asked the question, myself: How 
can the regular Iraqi civilian, people 
that are living there scattered all over 
Iraq in random places, some in Bagh-
dad, some in Kirkuk, some in Mosul, 
some down in Basra, some in smaller 
towns, Tikrit and wherever, how can 
those people, those citizens that want 
to live a peaceful life and raise their 
families and have a future, how can 
they tolerate living in a country that 
has the level of violence that every day 
shows these bombings on television to 
the point where we are jaded here in 
America and hardly look at them any-
more. We kind of do a little mental cal-
culation of what kind of casualties 
there are over there in civilians. Here 
was a bombing with 10, here is a bomb 
that killed 20, here is the bus they 
pulled aside and, by Zarqawi’s orders 
everyone has to assume, when they 
sorted out the Sunnis and let them go 
and killed the Kurds and the Shiias, 
how can one live in a country that has 
that level of violence? How violent is 
Iraq? 

And I will have to admit that some of 
the places that I have been in this 
country and the statistics that I see 
caused me to pay attention. And not 
too long ago, Mr. Speaker, I was down 
in Brazil in Sao Paulo, and some of the 
briefings as I came into that city from 
the airport and it is a large city in 
southern Brazil that they have 10,000 
homicides in that city every year. 
10,000. A division, a number greater 
than a division are annihilated in that 
one city in Brazil by murder. 

So I began to simply calculate, sta-
tistically what does that mean. And I 
didn’t get good statistics on how large 
an area that was, so I didn’t commit 
those numbers to where I could repeat 
them here, Mr. Speaker. But you divide 
the 10,000 into the population of Sao 
Paulo to find out how many homicides 
per 100,000. And internationally that is 
the way we measure the risk of vio-
lence and homicide. 

And so I don’t have that number, but 
that is the one that inspired me to 
look. So we went back and we added up 
all the deaths, all the deaths that are 
in Iraq, all the deaths that we can cal-
culate and tabulate. And there are a 
couple of Web sites that do that, and at 
least one of those Web sites is designed 
to be able to add as many numbers as 
possible to this. 

Now, here are the statistics then, Mr. 
Speaker, on how dangerous it is to be a 

regular civilian living in an average 
place in any of these countries that I 
have laid out here on this graph, and 
you can see by the chart. 

Here is the United States. Out of 
every 100,000 people, every year annu-
ally there are 4.28 Americans that are 
murdered, that die violently at the 
hands of someone who willfully wished 
them harm and acted upon it: 4.28 per 
100,000. Mexico’s rate is three times 
greater than ours, a little more than 
three times greater. Theirs is 13.02 per 
100,000. 

We move up the line. Here is Iraq 
down here pretty low in this graph 
scale, 27.51 per 100,000 people. That is 
their level of violence. Now, it is pos-
sible that the tabulation has missed 
some murder in Iraq that maybe didn’t 
get reported perhaps out in some of the 
obscure towns and cities because their 
bureaucracy is not very efficient at 
this point. But it is also likely and in 
fact very probable that they double- 
counted some of the other homicides; 
so I can’t tell you if this number is 
maybe a little bit lower than it is in re-
ality or it is a little higher than it is in 
reality, but I can tell you this, we 
don’t expect this number to be down 
here. And if we would double this num-
ber, we would still not anticipate that 
is the case, and the reason is because of 
the United States news media, Mr. 
Speaker. And I so will take you up the 
line. 

Venezuela, 31.61 violent deaths per 
100,000; Jamaica, 32.42 violent deaths 
per 100,000. I can remember these. Ven-
ezuela and Jamaica, I teamed those to-
gether. They both average out at 32 
deaths per 100,000. That happened to be 
OJ Simpson’s jersey number, so I will 
never forget that number. You can ask 
me in 20 years. Thirty-two violent 
deaths per 100,000 for Venezuela and Ja-
maica. 

And then you go to South Africa, and 
down in that country, a great welcome 
when I visited and met good people and 
they are struggling to move themselves 
into the 21st century as well, Mr. 
Speaker, but in reality you look 
around and you will see that there are 
fences built around the homes and 
walls built around the homes. And they 
will take glass, and when they finish 
their wall on top of their wall put mor-
tar on top and set broken glass in the 
top of that mortar, so those people 
that want to climb across the wall 
have to get cut up on that glass. 

And then I talked to one of our U.S. 
council employees and asked him what 
it was like to live in a country that 
was walled in, that you were shut in in 
your own little fortress of your home. 
And he said, Well, it is not so bad for 
me because we have a good wall around 
our house and it has got good security 
on top of it, and we have got cameras 
and we have got warning devices, and 
we have got good solid doors and bars 
across the windows. And, if they get 
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through those doors or through those 
bars and get into the interior of the 
house, we have good solid doors there, 
too, but we have a chamber that we 
can go into to protect ourselves that is 
almost impregnable. So we can always 
retreat into that if someone invades 
our home. 

It kind of sounds like a war. It 
sounds like an invading army coming 
into a country the same way one might 
consider to be an invading terrorist, 
criminal coming into a home. It is not 
a lot different when someone comes 
across our border, especially when they 
are armed. 

South Africa, 49.60 violent deaths per 
100,000. Colombia, one of the highest 
murder rates in the world and it ranks 
significantly higher than the United 
States. So of 61.78 violent deaths per 
100,000 in Colombia, well over twice as 
high as the violent deaths in Iraq. 

Now I start to ask the question: How 
can an individual, an average citizen in 
Colombia, tolerate the level of violence 
in Colombia? How long has it been 
since you have seen the mainstream 
news media run a story on that? And I 
would say you could do a Lexus-Nexus 
search, but never wouldn’t surprise me, 
Mr. Speaker. So Colombia is not the 
highest murder rate in the world, but 
they are multiple times greater than 
the United States. Honduras is not on 
here, but their rate is nine times that 
of the United States. And Swaziland is 
out there at 88.61 violent deaths per 
100,000. Now, that is a lawless society. 
But I just about guarantee, Mr. Speak-
er, that nobody hears a word about 
that lawless society in Swaziland, but 
it approaches that number of three 
times as dangerous to live in Swazi-
land, in fact it exceeds that of number 
as three times as dangerous to live in 
Swaziland as it is to live in Iraq today. 
And yet people think that civil society 
has broken down in Iraq and that there 
is not a way to operate in that country 
because it has been taken over by vio-
lence. 

Well, we had a little violence there 
for al Zarqawi and lots of people were 
dancing in the street and firing their 
weapons in the air like they did when 
Saddam Hussein was collared, and it is 
a significant moment in the history of 
this war on terror, and it is an indi-
cator of what will happen to the next 
person that emerges to take the head 
of the operation of al Qaeda and the 
enemy operations within Iraq. We will 
always be targeting those people at the 
top, those people that are second tier, 
third tier, grabbing them wherever we 
can. And we have an individual here on 
the floor with us who has, as I know, 
been to a very intense and detailed and 
informative briefing on the operations 
that were able to take Zarqawi out. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to 
yield so much time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from New Mexico 
(Mr. PEARCE). 

b 1615 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman 
from Iowa, and I appreciate his dealing 
with this subject. It is important right 
now, while we are talking about Mr. 
Zarqawi and his timely departure, that 
we consider why it has taken so long to 
find him. 

Under President Clinton, we began to 
see the budget cut for our intelligence 
services by up to 30 percent. But one of 
the most damaging things that hap-
pened during that time was that the in-
telligence services, under Presidential 
order, began to refuse to pay or refused 
to use the services of anyone who had 
a criminal background or anyone who 
had an association with unsavory ele-
ments. 

It was an attempt to bring purity 
into a system that frankly cannot 
work on purity. Many times people 
with information are insiders, and they 
are insiders because they are willing to 
cooperate with the officials. 

So what we did when we eliminated 
all intelligence sources with any 
crimes in their background, we elimi-
nated in Iraq, for instance, all of the 
people who had fought with the 
Ba’athists, either willingly or unwill-
ingly. 

Because we eliminated them, we 
eliminated any capability to really get 
information from them. So we disman-
tled in the 1990s, we began to dismantle 
our overseas operations, especially in 
North Africa, we said we do not need 
information anymore. I do not if the 
President looked at the falling of the 
Berlin Wall and assumed that the 
American threats were finished. 

But President Clinton severely hin-
dered our capability to find informa-
tion from human sources, and instead 
said we will accomplish all of our intel-
ligence operations through electronic 
means. 

Well, electronic means do not tell 
you the heart and soul and plans of 
what people want to do. And so 9/11 had 
many indicators and in the period lead-
ing up to it, but we were not able to 
capitalize on those, because we did not 
know future plans. 

The entire operation that nabbed Mr. 
Zarqawi was, in fact, a very strong in-
dicator that our intelligence system is 
beginning to work again. President 
Bush reinstated our security, our using 
of human intelligence in other coun-
tries. 

We began to search for information. 
And because of that, we began to rees-
tablish intelligence that, in the end, 
began to tell us where Zarqawi was. 
Then we watched him for several days. 
We saw the places where he went, and 
a coordinated attack took out not only 
Mr. Zarqawi, we took out several of the 
people that he was with. 

But we hit 17 different sites on the 
same day. Now we did not damage or 
completely take out of all of those 
sites, we simply hit the sites, cleared 

everybody up and then we went in and 
captured all of the hard drives, the 
computers, all of the intelligence. 

Now the important thing about what 
our opponents are saying these days in 
the streets of America, that we should 
not be listening to any of the conversa-
tions of al-Qaeda on the telephone, is 
that in the aftermath of those 17 sites 
being captured, we have access to com-
puter records, phone numbers, that tell 
us who the terrorists are talking to 
every day. 

And we do not have the time, if we 
want to get timely information, to go 
through the laborious process of filing 
all of the documents, building the case, 
taking them in, getting the warrants 
under the FISA provisions. Instead, the 
President has said, we are in a time of 
war. The Constitution says that the 
President can use means to monitor 
the enemy in times of war. And, in 
fact, we are doing that at this point. 

We have got good, well-meaning peo-
ple in America who would dismantle 
that program and hinder our capability 
to even capture or kill more of the ter-
rorist, but I think that President Bush 
is on the right track, and the fact that 
we cannot not only hit the leader of al- 
Qaeda, Mr. Zarqawi, but in addition to 
that, hit 17 different spots in the same 
day and take out other people and cap-
ture important hard drives, computer- 
generated information, is an excep-
tional thing. 

I have more comments, but I would 
yield back to the gentleman from Iowa 
for him to make his comments. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Mexico. 
In the interim I was able to come up 
with this picture that I think is impor-
tant to have posted here for us to re-
member this individual. 

Remember, Zarqawi was an inspira-
tion to our enemy. And I do not believe 
that Zarqawi is going to end up being 
the inspiration in the form of a martyr 
as we often consider them to be. 

You know, when you think about 
what a martyr is, that would be one 
person who committed and dedicated 
their lives to a cause selflessly, in an 
inspirational way, and perhaps one who 
might have died in that cause. 

Can you think of two martyrs for the 
same cause, Mr. Speaker? And I think 
back, I cannot think of two martyrs for 
the same cause. But I would point that 
out. Maybe there are. 

But if I cannot think of two, I am 
convinced I cannot think of three, or 
four or five or six or ten martyrs for 
the same cause, or 100 or 1,000 or 10,000. 
Martyrs come along in groups of 1, not 
groups of 2, 5, 10, 20 or 1,000. 

I would submit this, Mr. Speaker, 
that the more of these alleged martyrs 
that there are, the less they are mar-
tyrs and the more they become statis-
tics, and the less anyone is inspired by 
someone who is full of murder and ha-
tred and brutality. 
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They do not stand for anything ex-

cept murder, hatred and brutality. I 
would be happy to yield to Mr. PEARCE. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
make a short comment, Mr. Speaker, 
that we, in essence, have helped the 
message. Mr. Bin Laden and Mr. 
Zarqawi have been telling all of their 
peers that it is better to die for your 
beliefs, that you should go out and die 
for your beliefs. 

Please, go out and through yourself 
into the enemy, sacrifice your life. And 
so Mr. Bin Laden and Mr. Zarqawi, up 
to this point, have been unwilling to do 
that. They have been willing to preach 
it, but not to do it. So either unwilling 
or willingly, Mr. Zarqawi has been 
given over to his fate. 

So I would just say that we are begin-
ning to see the dismantling of the lead-
ership. I will tell you that the Civil 
War failed for the South because they 
could never keep enough generals in 
the field. The Union had more generals 
and more depth. And as the Confed-
eracy began to lose generals, then the 
decisions that were made became not 
so sound, the military maneuvers, the 
military battlefields were not com-
manded with the same professionalism, 
and that is where the South began to 
really have its difficulties. 

I think we are going to see al-Qaeda 
have the same difficulties. I think we 
are going to continue until we ulti-
mately tap Mr. Bin Laden, allow him 
to find his glory in this great struggle 
also. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman. I point out also to key into 
that point, that Stonewall Jackson 
may have been the most inspiring gen-
eral in the South, but you cannot in-
spire people from the grave. Well, you 
can do that, but you cannot recruit 
military to fight underneath you from 
the grave. 

This fellow, Abu Musab al-Zarqawi is 
done recruiting for al-Qaeda. They are 
not going to come here to fight in his 
memory, because they are going to 
meet the same kind of end as Zarqawi. 

But I want to point out his statement 
here, Mr. Speaker, because I think it is 
important for Americans to burn into 
their mind his attitude towards Ameri-
cans. He said, ‘‘Americans are the most 
cowardly of God’s creatures. They are 
an easy quarry, praise be to God. We 
ask God to enable us to kill and cap-
ture them.’’ 

That was his letter to al-Qaeda, Feb-
ruary 2004. Americans, the most cow-
ardly of creatures? You know, in this 
entire conflict, the battle in the global 
war on terror, in the breadth of Af-
ghanistan and Iraq and all points in be-
tween and the periphery of all of those, 
I have yet to hear of a single incident 
of an cowardly American soldier. 

I mean, it may have happened. But I 
have not heard of a single incident. I 
have only heard of bravery and courage 
and sacrifice. And each quarter, I never 

let it be longer than that, I go to visit 
our wounded Americans in places like 
Bethesda, Walter Reed and Landstuhl 
there in Germany. And when I go in to 
visit those wounded soldiers, they give 
me strength, they give me inspiration. 
They believe in this cause, and we 
must not let them down. 

And most of them feel guilty that 
they were wounded, because now they 
are not with their men. Most of them 
want to go back to their unit. In fact, 
we have had amputees that have gone 
back to their unit and engaged in com-
bat again. That is the kind of inspira-
tion, that is what Americans are about. 

Zarqawi could not be more wrong. I 
am happy to say today he could not be 
more dead. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Iowa. I would re-
mind the body that we had warning 
signs. Just because Mr. Zarqawi is no 
longer part of the conspiracy of al- 
Qaeda, the war of terrorism, just be-
cause of that, that does not mean this 
struggle is over. 

Again, the war on terror started in 
1972 with the Munich Olympics. At that 
point, the world negotiators gave the 
terrorists center stage. They allowed 
them to come to the table. That was a 
mistake that we continued all of the 
way up through President Bush, almost 
30 years of giving them credibility in-
stead of trying to dismantle the oper-
ation. 

So I would remind our viewers that 
this is not going to be an easy task, 
even with this significant loss this 
week. And I would yield back to the 
gentleman from Iowa to close the dis-
cussion. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Mexico 
for joining me and raising his voice and 
standing up for United States of Amer-
ica. 

Mr. Speaker, I have this one quick 
chart that I am going to run through 
quickly. That is, the Iraq numbers 
again for civilians, 27.51 for 100,000. 

Where is the place most comparable 
to that in the United States today? 
Oakland, California. If you are safe in 
Oakland, that is about how safe they 
feel in Iraq today with the exception of 
the national news media’s exceptions. 

God bless our troops. I yield back. 
f 

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California). 
Under the Speaker’s announced policy 
of January 4, 2005, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
is an honor being before the House once 
again. As you know, the 30-something 
Working Group, we come to the floor 
as often as possible to not only share 

with the Members what is going on as 
it relates to legislation here in Wash-
ington, D.C., but also what is not going 
on on behalf of the American people. 

And hopefully we can put forth ideas 
and extending the arm to work in a bi-
partisan way on behalf of the American 
people. So we are glad to come to the 
floor week after week. Also, Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to thank the Demo-
cratic Leader for allowing us to have 
this hour, and also our Democratic 
Whip, Mr. STENY HOYER, and Mr. JAMES 
CLYBURN, who is our chairman of our 
Democratic Caucus, and Mr. LARSON, 
who is our vice-chair. 

I think it is important that we come 
to the floor to share a unified message 
from this side, that we are willing and 
able. We have the will and the desire to 
work on behalf of the American people 
in general. Not just Democrats, not 
just Republicans or independents, but 
the American people in general, to 
make sure the people of good will pre-
vail in their everyday lives. 

If they are a veteran, if they are an 
individual that has fallen on hard 
times, if they run a small business in 
this country, if they have a mid-sized 
business that they want to turn into a 
big business, we want to be able to be 
of some assistance as it relates to leg-
islating here on behalf of the American 
people. 

Also, I think it is important that we 
do not leave our children behind. Even 
though they cannot vote, many of 
them are under the age of 18 years old, 
not eligible to vote, I think it is impor-
tant that we stand for them. 

There are a number of things that I 
am going to try to touch on today, Mr. 
Speaker, to make sure that we can 
cover all of, just about all of what is 
happening and what is not happening 
here in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, I took the time when 
we were on break last week to really 
look closely at some of the compari-
sons, because when you are trying to 
figure out what is happening to the 
issues that we all came to Washington 
to work so hard on, you have to com-
pare, it is almost like you have to 
have, Mr. Speaker, a side-by-side what 
we call it here in Washington, D.C. to 
compare. 

It is almost like for someone who 
goes to the grocery store to buy an or-
ange, I am from Florida, nine times out 
of ten, you are going to pick up those 
two oranges if they are from two dif-
ferent orange groves and kind of com-
pare, to see if it is an orange. 

You are not going to grab an apple 
and grab an orange and start saying, 
well, which one looks like an orange. 
But I must say here in Washington, 
D.C., it is almost like an orange and an 
apple experience, because we are so far 
apart as it relates to working together 
on many of these issues that are facing 
our constituents back home, and the 
American men and women that are 
overseas fighting on our behalf. 
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