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HONORING MICHAELA MEYERHOFF 

FOR WINNING THE LESSONS OF 
THE AFRICAN-AMERICAN EXPE-
RIENCE WRITING CONTEST 

HON. JOE COURTNEY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, March 25, 2010 

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Michaela Meyerhoff as a 
winner of the first annual ‘‘Lessons of the Afri-
can-American Experience’’ Creative Writing 
Contest. Michaela is currently in the sixth 
grade at Preston Plains Middle School, which 
is located in Preston, Connecticut. 

In celebration of Black History Month, I 
sponsored a creative writing contest for all 
third through eighth grade students within the 
Second District. As we know, Black History 
Month is a time to reflect on the struggles and 
triumphs of our Nation’s past. The lessons 
learned during this month continue to serve as 
the stepping stones of our Nation’s future. 
Michaela’s poem ‘‘What Black History Month 
Means to Me!’’ eloquently embraces this be-
lief. 

Michaela’s poem shows a remarkable en-
thusiasm for learning that is inspiring to all. 
She identified the values that she learned dur-
ing Black History Month and creatively dis-
cussed how those values affect her life and 
the lives of others. For this, her poem was 
among the four winners selected. 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE CENSUS 
OVERSIGHT EFFICIENCY AND 
MANAGEMENT REFORM ACT OF 
2010 

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, March 25, 2010 

Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Speaker, today I 
am introducing legislation, with my colleagues, 
Mr. DENT, Mr. TOWNS, and Mr. PASCRELL, and 
with a companion bill being introduced in the 
Senate by Senators CARPER and COBURN, that 
would ensure that the Census Bureau has the 
independence and transparency it needs to 
carry out its essential, constitutionally-man-
dated function. This bill would ensure the Bu-
reau is focused on the ten-year process of 
preparing for the Census despite the four-year 
cycles of Presidential administrations. 

This bill would mandate the Director at Cen-
sus report directly to the Secretary so there is 
clear responsibility for supervision of the Cen-
sus and to submit his or her own opinion in 
testimony to Congress even if it differs from 
the administration. It would make the Director 
of the Census Bureau a Presidential term ap-
pointment of five years, with the ten-year de-
cennial cycle split into two, five-year phases— 
planning and operational, creating continuity 
across administrations. And it would require 
that the Director, when submitting the Bu-
reau’s budget request to the Secretary, also 
share that request with Congress increasing 
transparency and oversight. 

The time to start worrying about the 2020 
Census is now. Currently, the 2010 Census 

seems to be on a path to success, but if we 
are going to stop the repeated operational cri-
ses that have plagued each of the last four 
censuses, we need to change how we admin-
ister the census. I am confident the bill we are 
introducing today will move us toward that 
goal. And I want to thank my colleagues for 
joining me in starting the process for 2020 
now. 
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LINKAGE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 

HON. SHELLEY BERKLEY 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, March 25, 2010 

Ms. BERKLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to call my colleagues’ attention to a re-
cent blog post on the Jerusalem Post website, 
written by Abraham Foxman, the National Di-
rector of the Anti-Defamation League, ADL. 
Mr. Foxman challenges the idea that there is 
‘‘linkage’’ between the Israeli-Palestinian con-
flict and other conflicts in the Middle East. It is 
both unrealistic and dangerous to believe that 
solving the Israeli-Palestinian conflict will 
somehow solve our problems in Iran, Iraq, Af-
ghanistan, Lebanon and everywhere else in 
the Middle East. Distinct conflicts require dis-
tinct solutions and lumping them all together 
serves no one’s interests, least of all our own. 
I highly recommend this excellent article. 

[From the Jerusalem Post, Mar. 21, 2010] 

A POINT OF VIEW: LINKAGE AND THE ISRAELI- 
PALESTINIAN CONFLICT 

(By Abraham Foxman) 

No matter how many times it is proven to 
have no validity, the theme of linking the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict to broader issues 
in the region rears its head over and over 
again. Zbigniew Brzezinski did it in the 
1970s, trying to blame Soviet influence in the 
region on the absence of a solution to the 
Arab-Israeli conflict. Prior to the first Gulf 
War, there were those who opposed the war 
on the grounds that we needed first to ad-
dress the Palestinian issue before we could 
credibly confront Saddam Hussein. And early 
on in the Obama administration, reports 
were circulating suggesting that American 
interests throughout the Middle East were 
dependent on progress on the Palestinian- 
Israeli front. 

Henry Kissinger, in his magisterial two- 
volume memoir, dealt with this matter head 
on. He demonstrated during the Cold War 
that America’s ability to further its broader 
regional interests was connected not to a 
need to resolve the Palestinian issue, but to 
showing America’s moderate allies in the re-
gion—Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, the Gulf 
States—that it paid to be allied with Amer-
ica. The best way to prove that? When Israel 
was under attack by regional extremists sup-
ported by the Soviets, it was vital for the US 
to make sure that Israel triumphed. By 
doing so, the moderates would absorb the 
truth that the future lay with the US and its 
allies. Standing up against radicals and with 
one’s allies, rather than blaming one’s 
friends for problems in the region, continues 
to be the best formula for serving US inter-
ests in the Middle East. 

Now we are hearing the linkage theme 
once again. After the brouhaha between the 
administration and the Israeli government 
surfaced, a story emerged indicating that a 

military team under General David 
Petraeus’s CENTCOM command reported to 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Adm. Michael Mullen in January that Israel 
was jeopardizing US standing in the region. 
And then Petraeus himself, speaking before 
the Senate Armed Services Committee on 
March 16, reinforced this message. He stated 
that the Israeli-Palestinian conflict ‘‘fo-
ments anti-American sentiment, due to a 
perception of US favoritism for Israel.’’ He 
went on to say that ‘‘Arab anger over the 
Palestinian question limits the strength and 
depth of US partnerships with governments 
and peoples in the AOR (Area of Responsi-
bility) and weakens the legitimacy of mod-
erate regimes in the Arab world.’’ 

Once again, an illusion is at work here, one 
that will, if pursued, invariably result in no 
real progress being made in the region. We 
all want peace between Israel and the Arabs. 
And putting more effort toward such a goal 
is a good thing. What is not real, and is dan-
gerous, is putting most of America’s eggs in 
the region in this basket. 

The Arab-Israeli conflict has never re-
sponded to such a heavy emphasis. Progress 
is made when Arab leaders decide it’s time 
for peace. Maybe Assad of Syria is consid-
ering this, and it should be explored. But 
that’s very different from placing this con-
flict at the center of everything. Disappoint-
ment, as always, will follow since the gap be-
tween what the Arabs want and Israel wants 
is substantial. Moreover, Arab willingness to 
accept Israel’s legitimacy as a ‘‘Jewish 
State’’ is belied by everything that comes 
from Arab leaders and Arab media. 

What inevitably happens if such unreal-
istic weight in the region is given to the 
Israeli-Arab conflict is that Israel comes to 
be seen as the problem. If only Israel would 
stop settlements, if only Israel would talk 
with Hamas, if only Israel would make con-
cessions on refugees, if only it would share 
Jerusalem, everything in the region would be 
fine. Iraq would be fine. Afghanistan would 
be fine. Pakistan would be fine. Iran would 
be fine. Lebanon would be fine. 

Of course, this is nonsense. These problems 
would remain even if Israel did not exist. 
The result of such an approach would be no 
progress on America’s interests and great 
stress in US-Israel relations. 

The Kissinger approach of strengthening 
moderates may be tainted in some minds be-
cause it may be associated with Bush’s pol-
icy—but it doesn’t have to be. One doesn’t 
have to be a Bush supporter to understand 
that the greatest need in the region today is 
for victories by the moderates over the radi-
cals. In Israel’s case, radical challenges exist 
from Hamas in the south, Hizbullah and 
Syria in the north, and Iran. All are com-
plicated challenges. US support for a strong 
and wise Israeli policy in response to these 
challenges will provide the best opportunity 
to strengthen American interests. Holding 
off Hamas, weakening Hizbullah, or pre-
venting Iran from gaining nuclear weapons 
will provide the biggest boost to moderates 
throughout the Middle East. If the Obama 
administration can help bring about one or 
more of these accomplishments, it will go a 
long way to restoring American influence in 
the region and, by the way, make Israeli- 
Arab peace far more likely. 

This linkage trend, if continued, is dan-
gerous and counterproductive. It could un-
dermine the historic bipartisan support for 
Israel in America, a support based on moral 
and strategic grounds, that has been—and 
still is—good for both countries. It will re-
duce whatever incentive the Palestinians 
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