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23 

Week Ending Friday, January 13, 2006 

Statement on Signing the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2006 

January 6, 2006 

Today, I have signed into law H.R. 1815, 
the ‘‘National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2006.’’ The Act authorizes fund-
ing for the defense of the United States and 
its interests abroad, for military construction, 
and for national security-related energy pro-
grams. 

Several provisions of the Act, including 
sections 352, 360, 403, 562, 818, and 2822, 
call for executive branch officials to submit 
to the Congress proposals for legislation, in-
cluding budget proposals for enactment of 
appropriations, or purport to regulate or re-
quire disclosure of the manner in which the 
President formulates recommendations to 
the Congress for legislation. The executive 
branch shall implement these provisions in 
a manner consistent with the President’s con-
stitutional authority to supervise the unitary 
executive branch and to recommend for the 
consideration of the Congress such measures 
as the President judges necessary and expe-
dient. Also, the executive branch shall con-
strue section 1206(d) of the Act, which pur-
ports to regulate formulation by executive 
branch officials of proposed programs for the 
President to direct, in a manner consistent 
with the President’s constitutional authority 
to supervise the unitary executive branch and 
to require the opinions of heads of executive 
departments. In addition, the executive 
branch shall construe section 1513(d) of the 
Act, which purports to make consultation 
with specified Members of Congress a pre-
condition to the execution of the law, as call-
ing for but not mandating such consultation, 
as is consistent with the Constitution’s provi-
sions concerning the separate powers of the 
Congress to legislate and the President to 
execute the laws. 

A number of provisions of the Act, includ-
ing sections 905, 932, 1004, 1212, 1224, 1227, 
and 1304, call for the executive branch to 
furnish information to the Congress on var-
ious subjects. The executive branch shall con-
strue such provisions in a manner consistent 
with the President’s constitutional authority 
to withhold information the disclosure of 
which could impair foreign relations, national 
security, the deliberative processes of the Ex-
ecutive, or the performance of the Execu-
tive’s constitutional duties. 

Section 1222 of the Act refers to a joint 
explanatory statement of a committee of con-
ference on a bill as if the statement had the 
force of law. The executive branch shall con-
strue the provision in a manner consistent 
with the bicameral passage and presentment 
requirements of the Constitution for the 
making of a law. 

The provisions in Title XIV in Division A 
of the Act are identical, except for a punctua-
tion change in section 1405(b)(1)(B) and re-
visions in section 1406, to the corresponding 
provisions in Title X of Division A of the De-
partment of Defense, Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations to Address Hurri-
canes in the Gulf of Mexico, and Pandemic 
Influenza Act, 2006 (H.R. 2863 of the 109th 
Congress) (Public Law 109–148). The state-
ment I issued upon signing H.R. 2863 into 
law on December 30, 2005, is incorporated 
herein by reference insofar as that statement 
referred to Title X of Division A of that Act. 

George W. Bush 

The White House, 
January 6, 2006. 

NOTE: H.R. 1815, approved January 6, was as-
signed Public Law No. 109–163. This item was 
not received in time for publication in the appro-
priate issue. 
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Notice—Intention To Enter Into a 
Free Trade Agreement With Peru 
January 6, 2006 

Consistent with section 2105(a)(1)(A) of 
the Trade Act of 2002, I have notified the 
Congress of my intention to enter into a free 
trade agreement with the Republic of Peru. 

Consistent with section 2105(a)(1)(A) of 
that Act, this notice shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

George W. Bush 

The White House, 
January 6, 2006. 

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
10:21 a.m., January 9, 2006] 

NOTE: This notice was released by the Office of 
the Press Secretary on January 6, and it was pub-
lished in the Federal Register on January 10. This 
item was not received in time for publication in 
the appropriate issue. 

Letter to Congressional Leaders 
Transmitting a Notice of Intention 
To Enter Into a Free Trade 
Agreement With the Republic of 
Peru 
January 6, 2006 

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 
Consistent with section 2105(a)(1)(A) of 

the Trade Act of 2002, (Public Law 107–210; 
the ‘‘Trade Act’’), I am pleased to notify the 
Congress of my intention to enter into a free 
trade agreement with the Republic of Peru. 

The United States-Peru Trade Promotion 
Agreement will generate export opportuni-
ties for U.S. farmers, ranchers, and compa-
nies, help create jobs in the United States, 
and help American consumers save money 
while offering them more choices. The 
Agreement will also benefit the people of 
Peru by providing economic opportunity and 
by strengthening democracy. 

Consistent with the Trade Act, I am send-
ing this notification at least 90 days in ad-
vance of signing the Agreement. My Admin-
istration looks forward to working with the 
Congress in developing appropriate legisla-

tion to approve and implement this Agree-
ment. 

Sincerely, 
George W. Bush 

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Dennis 
Hastert, Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and Richard B. Cheney, President of the Senate. 
This item was not received in time for publication 
in the appropriate issue. 

The President’s Radio Address 
January 7, 2006 

Good morning. As we begin 2006, we are 
hearing more good news about the American 
economy. This week we learned that our 
economy added 108,000 jobs in December 
and has added over 400,000 jobs in the last 
two months. Our unemployment rate is now 
4.9 percent, lower than the average rate of 
the 1970s, 1980s, and 1990s. Our economy 
grew at more than 4 percent in the third 
quarter of 2005, and it has been growing at 
nearly that rate for 2 years. Productivity is 
high. Consumers are confident, and more 
Americans now own their homes than at any 
time in our Nation’s history. 

To keep our economy strong and secure 
the American Dream for future generations, 
leaders in Washington must make sound de-
cisions. And one of the best decisions we 
made since I took office was to cut your taxes 
so you could keep more of your hard-earned 
money to save and spend as you see fit. We 
lowered tax rates to let workers keep more 
of their paychecks. We doubled the child 
credit. We reduced the marriage penalty. We 
also cut taxes on dividends and capital gains, 
and we created incentives for small busi-
nesses to invest in new equipment so they 
could expand and create new jobs. 

Some people in Washington said these tax 
cuts would hurt the economy. The day the 
House voted for tax relief in May 2003, one 
Democratic leader declared it a ‘‘reckless and 
irresponsible tax plan that will undermine op-
portunity in our country.’’ Since those words 
were spoken, our economy has added more 
than 4.6 million new jobs for the American 
people. 

Unfortunately, just as we’re seeing new 
evidence of how our tax cuts have created 
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jobs and opportunity, some people in Wash-
ington are saying we need to raise your taxes. 
They want the tax cuts to expire in a few 
years or even repeal the tax cuts now. In ei-
ther case, they want you to get a big tax hike. 
If we allow that to happen, a family of four 
making $50,000 would see their Federal in-
come taxes go up by nearly 50 percent. 

Inaction by the Congress will mean a tax 
increase on the American people. When you 
hear people in Washington say, ‘‘We don’t 
need to make the tax relief permanent,’’ what 
they’re really saying is they’re going to raise 
your taxes. To keep our economy growing, 
we need to ensure that you keep more of 
what you earn, and Congress needs to make 
the tax cuts permanent. 

Our economy is also strong because we’ve 
been wise with taxpayers’ dollars. We’ve now 
cut the rate of growth in nonsecurity discre-
tionary spending each year I’ve been in of-
fice. Working with Congress, last year we 
ended or reduced about 90 low-priority or 
poorly performing Government programs, 
cut nonsecurity discretionary spending, and 
stayed on track to meet our goal of cutting 
the Federal deficit in half by 2009. 

The bigger challenge to our budget is long- 
term deficits driven by mandatory spending 
or entitlements. We can solve this problem. 
We do not need to cut entitlements, but we 
do need to slow their growth. When Con-
gress returns from its recess, it has an oppor-
tunity to show its commitment to controlling 
entitlement spending. Before Members of 
the House and Senate left Washington, they 
agreed to rein in future spending on entitle-
ments by nearly $40 billion. Now Congress 
needs to finish its work on this important bill. 
By passing the first reduction in the growth 
of entitlement spending in nearly a decade, 
Congress will send a clear signal that the peo-
ple’s Representatives can be good stewards 
of the people’s money. 

As we work to keep your taxes low and 
restrain Federal spending, we have other 
challenges to address. A growing economy 
requires secure and affordable sources of en-
ergy, free and fair trade, legal reform and 
regulatory reform, and a health care system 

where workers can find affordable care. And 
we must ensure that all Americans get a good 
education so they will have the skills they 
need for the jobs of the 21st century. 

In the months ahead, we will work on all 
these issues. By making choices that reward 
hard work and enterprise, we will keep the 
American economy prosperous and strong 
and guarantee opportunity for generations to 
come. 

Thank you for listening. 

NOTE: The address was recorded at 7:58 a.m. on 
January 6 in the Cabinet Room at the White 
House for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on January 7. 
The transcript was made available by the Office 
of the Press Secretary on January 6 but was em-
bargoed for release until the broadcast. The Office 
of the Press Secretary also released a Spanish lan-
guage transcript of this address. 

Message on the Observance of 
Eid al-Adha 
December 21, 2005 

I send greetings to Muslims around the 
world as you celebrate Eid al-Adha. 

When God asked Abraham to sacrifice his 
son, Abraham placed his faith in God above 
all else. During Eid al-Adha, Muslims cele-
brate Abraham’s devotion and give thanks for 
God’s mercy and many blessings. Eid is also 
a time for demonstrating charity and reach-
ing out to family, friends, and those in need. 

America is blessed to have people of many 
religious beliefs who contribute to the di-
verse makeup of this country. Through gen-
erosity, compassion, and a commitment to 
faith, Muslim Americans have helped make 
our country stronger. 

Laura and I send our best wishes for a 
joyous celebration. Eid Mubarak. 

George W. Bush 

NOTE: This message was released by the Office 
of the Press Secretary on January 9. An original 
was not available for verification of the content 
of this message. 
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Remarks to Reporters Following a 
Meeting With Associate Justice- 
Designate Samuel A. Alito, Jr. 
January 9, 2006 

Good morning. I just had breakfast with 
Judge Alito. I told him I think he conducted 
himself with such dignity and class in the 
weeks leading up to the confirmation proc-
ess, which begins today. 

Sam Alito is imminently qualified to be a 
member of the bench. I’m not the only per-
son who feels that way. The American Bar 
Association looked at his record, looked at 
his opinions, looked at his temperament, and 
came to the same conclusion, that he is well 
qualified to be a Supreme Court judge. 

Sam’s got the intellect necessary to bring 
a lot of class to that Court. He’s got a judicial 
temperament necessary to make sure that the 
Court is a body that interprets the law and 
doesn’t try to write the law. And so I’m look-
ing forward to your hearings. I know the 
American people will be impressed, just like 
I have been impressed and a lot of other 
Members of the Senate have been im-
pressed. 

And my hope, of course, is that the Amer-
ican people will be impressed by the process. 
It’s very important that Members of the Sen-
ate conduct a dignified hearing. The Su-
preme Court is a dignified body; Sam is a 
dignified person. And my hope, of course, 
is that the Senate bring dignity to the proc-
ess, give this man a fair hearing, and an up- 
or-down vote on the Senate floor. 

Sam, good luck to you. Thanks for your 
agreement to serve. I appreciate you. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 7:52 a.m. in the 
Rose Garden at the White House. The Office of 
the Press Secretary also released a Spanish lan-
guage transcript of these remarks. 

Remarks on the No Child Left 
Behind Act in Glen Burnie, Maryland 
January 9, 2006 

Thank you all. Please be seated. Thanks 
for the warm introduction. It’s great to be 
here with Laura. She is a fantastic mom. She 
understands something that’s very inter-
esting—all education begins at home. I can 

remember her reading to our little girls all 
the time. Occasionally, I did, too, but stum-
bled over a few of the words and might have 
confused them. [Laughter] Laura cares 
deeply about education, as do I. 

Thank you all for coming. We’re here at 
North Glen Elementary School because it is 
a center of educational excellence. That’s 
why we’re here. We’re here to herald suc-
cess. We’re here to say—[applause]. 

It so happens this is the fourth anniversary 
of when I signed the No Child Left Behind 
Act. I think the No Child Left Behind Act 
is one of the most significant accomplish-
ments in education in a long, long time. I 
want to thank both the Republicans and 
Democrats who worked together back then 
to get this piece of legislation passed. It is 
a really important piece of legislation that is 
working. And I’m here today to talk about 
the spirit of the No Child Left Behind Act, 
the evidence that says it’s working, and my 
deep desire to work with Congress to make 
sure it continues to have the desired effect 
on children all across the country. 

First, I want to welcome our Secretary of 
Education, Margaret Spellings. I’ve known 
her for a long time. She is a dear friend of 
mine who also happens to be a significant 
warrior when it comes to leaving no children 
behind in our society. She believes that I be-
lieve—like I believe, that every single child 
can learn, and we’ve got to make sure that 
every child does learn. I want to thank you 
for your leadership, Margaret. You’re doing 
a heck of a job as the Secretary of Education. 

I want to thank the first lady, as well, for 
being here—Kendel, thanks for coming. Tell 
that old husband of yours it’s okay to sleep 
in occasionally. [Laughter] 

Dutch, I want to thank you for being 
here—Congressman Ruppersberger’s dis-
trict—real proud you took time out of your 
life to be here. Thanks for coming. I also 
want to thank Congressman Wayne Gilchrest 
for being here as well. Wayne, appreciate you 
taking time. 

I want to thank all the local and State offi-
cials who’ve joined us. I want to thank Nancy 
Mann, the superintendent of schools for this 
school district. Julie, thank you—the prin-
cipal, Julie Little-McVearry, who is the—lis-
ten, let me say something—and by the way, 
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Maurine Larkin, who is the former principal 
here. 

One of the things that’s interesting, that 
when you look at public schools, when you 
find centers of excellence, you always find 
a principal that is capable of setting high 
standards, working with teachers, demanding 
results and following through to make sure 
that the schools achieve the results. Every 
school requires a dedicated educational en-
trepreneur, someone willing to challenge the 
status quo if there’s failure and being imagi-
native about how to achieve results. And 
you’ve got such principals here. Again, I want 
to congratulate Julie and Maurine for leading 
this school. You’ve done a heck of a job, and 
we’re proud—we’re proud to honor you. 

We went to Laneie Taylor’s fifth grade 
class. I see that they’re here. Laneie, thank 
you—second-year teacher. Listen, schools 
succeed because they’ve got teachers that 
care. And I want to thank all the teachers 
who are here. 

One of my predecessors as the Governor 
of Texas was Sam Houston. You may have 
heard of him, may not have heard of him— 
[laughter]—interesting old guy. He was the 
President of the Republic of Texas. He was 
a United States Senator. He was a Congress-
man from Tennessee. He was the Governor 
of Texas. He had done a lot of things. He 
led the battle of San Jacinto. I mean, he was 
a heck of a guy. They asked him, ‘‘Of all the 
things you’ve done in your life, what is the 
most important job?’’ He said, ‘‘Teacher.’’ 
And so, all the teachers here, thanks for 
teaching. It is really an important job, and 
we appreciate your dedication in the class-
room. 

And to the parents of the students who 
come here, thanks for caring. Schools that 
succeed have got parents who are involved 
at the school. And so, whatever is working 
here in terms of parental involvement is— 
needs to be duplicated around this State and 
around the country, because parental in-
volvement is a very important part of the suc-
cess of schools around America. 

So the No Child Left Behind Act—we got 
here to Washington, and I decided to make 
sure that the public school system in America 
met the promise of—and the hopes of our 
country. I understand how important it is to 

have a public school system work really well. 
A vibrant America is one in which the public 
schools provide a avenue for success. And 
it’s really important we have a good public 
school system. It’s been important in the past 
that the public school system function well, 
and it’s going to be really important in the 
future. 

Secondly, we have a moral obligation to 
make sure every child gets a good education. 
That’s how I—it’s a moral obligation to make 
sure that we herald success and challenge 
failure. It’s not right to have a system that 
quits on kids. I mean, some schools may not 
think they’re quitting on kids, but when you 
shuffle kids through the schools without de-
termining whether or not they can read and 
write and add and subtract, I view that as 
quitting on kids. I called it the soft bigotry 
of low expectations. In other words, you be-
lieve certain children can’t learn, so, there-
fore, just move them through. It’s kind of 
a process world, isn’t it? It’s more important 
that somebody be shuffled through than it 
is to determine whether or not they’re capa-
ble of meeting certain standards in certain 
grades. 

And it troubled me to realize that in my 
own State of Texas, as well as other States, 
there wasn’t that sense of urgency; there 
wasn’t that sense of focus on results. It was 
kind of a process world we lived in. And we 
were beginning to realize that as a result of 
a process world, the kids were coming out 
of the school system that were illiterate. And 
it wasn’t right. It was morally wrong, in my 
judgment, not to challenge a system that 
wasn’t achieving great national goals such as 
an illiterate—a literate workforce. See, we 
live in a competitive world. And we’d better 
make sure our—the future of this country 
has the got the capacity to compete in that 
world. 

And the best place to start is to make sure 
every child can read and write and add and 
subtract. And so that was the spirit behind 
proposing the No Child Left Behind Act. 
And as I mentioned, there was a lot of non- 
partisan cooperation—kind of a rare thing in 
Washington. But it made sense when it come 
to public schools. 

The No Child Left Behind Act embodied 
these principles: First, there is a role for the 
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Federal Government, a funding role. In 
other words, the Federal Government has 
committed and should be committed to help-
ing Title I students, for example. As a matter 
of fact, Title I program spending has in-
creased 45 percent since 2001. There is 
what’s called the elementary and secondary 
school program; that’s up by 41 percent. In 
other words, there is a Federal dollar com-
mitment—certainly not as big as the State 
government or as local government, nor 
should it be. I don’t think you want the Fed-
eral Government funding all public schools. 
But I do think you want the Federal Govern-
ment focusing money on certain aspects of 
public education. 

I also believe that sometimes you can have 
so many goals there are no goals. In other 
words, there’s just this kind of long list of 
goals, and so nothing gets accomplished. I’m 
the kind of person that believes that we ought 
to set specific goals, and one of the most spe-
cific goals we’ve set is that every child should 
be reading at grade level by the third grade 
and remain at grade level. That’s a clear goal; 
it’s easy to understand, there’s no ambiguity 
with it. It says every child—not just some 
children, every child—ought to be reading 
at grade level by the third grade—no 
doubt—it’s not the 2d or 10th; it’s 3d—and 
remain there. 

And so we back that goal up. And by the 
way, it’s the understanding that if you can’t 
figure out—if you can’t read, you can’t do 
math or science. Reading is the gateway to 
educational excellence. That’s why I asked 
the kids in your classroom whether or not 
they read more than they watched TV. I was 
pleased to see a lot of hands went up. It’s 
kind of a hard question to ask in this day 
and age, isn’t it, particularly since we’ve got 
too many TV channels to begin with. [Laugh-
ter] 

And so we quadrupled the amount of 
money available for what’s called the Read-
ing First Program. In other words, we set 
the goal, and the Federal Government has 
provided the money for certain parts of the 
education system around the country. We’re 
not going to fund it all, but we’re going to 
make targeted funding. And it’s a good use 
of money, in my judgment. 

On the other hand, it seems like to me 
if we’re going to spend money, we ought to 
be asking the question, is it—are we getting 
the results for the money. In other words, 
once there’s a commitment, a logical follow- 
up to that commitment is, why don’t you 
show us—why don’t you show us whether 
or not we’re meeting goals. So, in other 
words, let’s measure, finally. And so the No 
Child Left Behind Act has said that in return 
for Federal money, we’ll test 3 through 8. 
Children will be tested grades 3 through 8. 

And why do we do that? Well, one is to 
figure out whether or not kids are learning. 
It’s an interesting way to determine whether 
or not the curriculum you’re using works. I 
remember when I was the Governor of 
Texas, there was a lot of debate about dif-
ferent types of curriculum, different ways to 
teach reading. You might remember those 
debates. They were full of all kinds of poli-
tics. The best way to cut through the political 
debate is to measure. The best way to say, 
the program I’m using is working, is because 
you’re able to measure to determine whether 
or not it’s working. That’s what this school 
has done. They said, ‘‘We welcome account-
ability, because we believe our teachers are 
great, and the system we use can work.’’ 

Another reason to measure is so that the 
parents stay involved. You know, there’s a lot 
of anecdotal evidence about parents believ-
ing that the school their kids go to is doing 
just fine. That’s what you would hope if you 
were a parent. I mean, it’s a natural inclina-
tion to say, ‘‘Gosh, my kid goes to a really 
good school. I like the principal, I like the 
teachers.’’ But sure enough, in some cases, 
the performance might not have been up to 
par. 

And so making sure there’s an account-
ability system that the parents get to see is 
one that says to a parent, you know, if things 
aren’t going so well, get involved with the 
school and help. Or if things are going well, 
make sure you thank the teachers. Make sure 
you take time out of your day to thank the 
person whose soul is invested in the future 
of your child. It’s like the teachers right here 
in this school have invested their time and 
efforts to make sure the children learn to 
read. I bet there’s nothing better than a 
teacher to have a thankful parent come up 
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and say, ‘‘Thank you for making sure my 
daughter or my son has got the capacity to 
be able to succeed in this great country.’’ 

Measurement also is a way to let schools 
understand how they’re doing relative to 
other schools, or school districts to see how 
they’re doing relative to other school dis-
tricts. In other words, if you’re living in the 
school district here, and one school like this 
was doing fine, another one is not, it should 
provide an opportunity for the principal of 
that school or the parents of that school to 
say, ‘‘Wait a minute. Look at this school over 
here; it’s doing fine. How come we’re not?’’ 
You can’t solve a problem until you diagnose 
it, is what I’m telling you. And our account-
ability system helps us all diagnose problems 
and solve them early, before it’s too late. 

One of the interesting parts of the No 
Child Left Behind Act was what’s called sup-
plemental service money. I don’t know if 
you’ve used it here or not—bet you have to 
a certain extent. It basically says, if a child 
is falling behind, here is extra money from 
the Federal Government to help you catch 
up. If a child needs help in reading, we’ve 
diagnosed a problem early and said, let’s 
make sure this child is not left behind. That’s 
what it says. 

This is a bill that says, in return for Federal 
money, we’re going to measure; we’ll adjust. 
We’ll change to achieve the most important 
objective of all, to make sure every single 
child in America can read by the third grade 
and stay at grade level, that children can read 
and write and add and subtract. 

Listen, I’ve been through this debate 
about testing. Again, I remember when I was 
the Governor of Texas, there was a lot of 
people saying, ‘‘How can you be for testing?’’ 
My answer is, how can you not be for testing? 
They said it was discriminatory to test. I said 
it’s discriminatory not to test. If you can’t 
know what a child—whether a child can read 
and write, how can you solve the problem? 
I’ve heard people say, ‘‘Oh, all you’re doing 
is teaching to test.’’ My answer is, if you teach 
a child how to read, they will pass the test. 
Accountability is crucial, in my judgment, for 
making sure the public school system meets 
the important goals of our society. 

Having said all that, an important part of 
the No Child Left Behind Act is the under-

standing that one size does not fit all when 
it comes to public schools, and that the gov-
ernance ought to be local. If you’ve noticed, 
I’ve never said the Federal Government is 
going to tell you how to teach. That would 
be the worst thing that could happen to the 
public school system. The worst possible 
thing is, we’re sending you money and now 
we’re going to tell you how to use it and how 
to teach and what curriculum to use. That’s 
the opposite of the spirit of the No Child 
Left Behind Act. The No Child Left Behind 
Act understands there needs to be flexibility 
and local control of schools. 

We did not design a Federal test. There 
was great pressure to say, let’s have a Federal 
test. All that would mean, that once you have 
a Federal test, it could lead to local prescrip-
tions for that test. We said the States ought 
to develop their own accountability systems, 
and that local people ought to have input into 
the design of the State at the—of local ac-
countability systems. And so for those of you 
who think, well, the Federal Government has 
reached too far into the governance issue, 
it’s just not true. It’s not the case. As a matter 
of fact, quite the contrary; it makes sure that 
there was local control of schools. It made 
sure that the State had the option and oppor-
tunity to say to the local superintendent and 
principals, ‘‘Design your program that works. 
You’re closest to the people; you listen to the 
parents; you see the issues firsthand in the 
neighborhood in which you live. Come up 
with a curriculum that meets your own 
needs.’’ 

The system is working. That’s what’s im-
portant for people to understand. And by the 
way, any attempt to roll back the account-
ability in Washington, DC, will be—I’ll fight 
any attempt to do that. I’m just not going 
to let it happen. We’re making too much 
progress. There’s an achievement gap in 
America that’s closing. We don’t need 
achievement gaps in this country. It’s not 
good for us to have achievement gaps where 
certain kids can read in fourth grade better 
than others. One of our goals has got to be 
to achieve that—close that achievement gap. 
And we’re doing it. How do we know? Be-
cause we’re measuring. 

There’s what they called the Nation’s Re-
port Card—it’s the National Assessment of 
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Educational Progress, NAEP. It’s a way to 
kind of norm testing scores across States 
without having a national test. It’s a way to 
determine whether or not the great State of 
Maryland is doing okay relative to your 
neighboring States, for example. It’s a way 
for us to kind of get a glimpse about whether 
or not we’re making progress toward achiev-
ing certain goals. In 2005, America’s fourth 
graders posted the best scores in reading and 
math in the history of the test. That’s positive. 
Ever since the test has been issued, 2005 was 
the best scores. If we didn’t test, by the way, 
you could never say—I could never stand up 
and say this. I’d just be guessing, wouldn’t 
I? It could be that we’re doing fine—maybe 
not, maybe so. 

African American fourth graders set 
records in reading and math in 2005. His-
panic 4th graders set records in reading and 
math. That’s really good. It’s important for 
our country that all children from all walks 
of life have the ability to realize the great 
promise of the country. The NAEP also 
showed that eighth graders earned the best 
math scores ever recorded; eighth grade His-
panic and African American students 
achieved the highest math scores ever. 

As I said, there’s an achievement gap— 
we know because we measure—and it’s clos-
ing, and that’s positive. And our goal has got 
to be to continue to work to make sure there 
is no achievement gap in America. 

Now, let me talk about North Glen Ele-
mentary School. I don’t know if you—those 
of you interested in this school have paid at-
tention to these results, but I would like to 
share some—[applause]—if I might, I’d like 
to share some statistics with you, and perhaps 
this will give you an indication about why 
Laura and I came here. 

In 2003, 50 percent—57 percent of North 
Glen students scored proficient in reading— 
57 percent—and 46 percent were proficient 
in math. Now, that’s unacceptable. Fifty- 
seven percent is a lousy number. Forty-six 
percent, obviously, is even worse. But it was 
unacceptable to the principals and the super-
intendent and the teachers—that’s most im-
portant. And so they got after it, and they 
figured out how to make sure that goals were 
met. 

I didn’t spend a lot of time talking today 
to the principal about the different analysis 
that went on, but I bet it was pretty indepth. 
But one thing for certain is, the test in ’03 
said we better do something different. When 
we find out something is going right, let’s 
stay on it, and if something is going wrong, 
let’s change. That’s what happened here, be-
cause guess what—in 2005, 82 percent of 
North Glen students were ranked proficient 
in reading, and 84 percent were ranked pro-
ficient in math. 

It’s great news, isn’t it? It’s a system that 
says, why don’t we show everybody whether 
or not we can succeed. And if we’re not, we’ll 
change; and if we are, we now have a chance 
to have the old President come by and say 
thanks, you know. [Laughter] 

Interestingly enough, in 2003, 45 percent 
of the African American students in this 
school rated proficient in reading; in 2005, 
84 percent are proficient. In other words, this 
is a school that believes every child can learn. 
Not just certain children, every child. And 
then they work to see to it that it happens. 
This—the statistics I just announced—oh, by 
the way, in 2003, 35 percent of African Amer-
ican students rated proficient in math. You’ve 
got to know math if you’re going to compete 
in this 21st-century world. It’s really impor-
tant that math and science become a focal 
point of our high schools, for example. But 
it’s not going to work if kids coming out of 
elementary school can’t do math. Thirty-five 
percent of the African American students 
rated proficient in math; now it’s 82 percent. 
It’s a good score. 

This is a fine school. We’re here to herald 
excellence. We’re here to praise the law that 
is working. I’m here to thank the teachers 
not only here but around the State of Mary-
land and around the country who are dedi-
cating their lives to providing hope for our 
future. I want to thank the Members of Con-
gress for working together on this vital piece 
of legislation, a piece of legislation that’s lay-
ing the cornerstone for a hopeful tomorrow. 

Laura and I’s spirits are uplifted any time 
we go to a school that’s working, because we 
understand the importance of public edu-
cation in the future of our country. We also 
believe, strongly believe, that every child can 
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learn. And with the right focus and right en-
ergy, every child will learn. And as every 
child learns, the future of this country will 
never have been brighter. 

Thanks for a job well done. God bless the 
teachers here and the principal. God bless 
the parents. And may God bless the students 
as well. Thank you. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:26 a.m. at North 
Glen Elementary School. In his remarks, he re-
ferred to Kendel S. Ehrlich, wife of Gov. Robert 
L. Ehrlich, Jr., of Maryland. The transcript re-
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary also 
included the remarks of the First Lady. The Office 
of the Press Secretary also released a Spanish lan-
guage transcript of these remarks. 

Remarks to the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars 
January 10, 2006 

Thank you all. Please be seated. Thanks 
for the warm welcome. It is an honor to stand 
with the men and women of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars—again. This is one of Amer-
ica’s great organizations. I appreciate the 
proud and patriotic work you do across 
America. Thanks for your hard work in our 
Nation’s Capital to make sure our Govern-
ment listens to the concerns of our veterans. 

Your members include veterans who 
served in World War II—I just happened to 
spend Christmas with one of your mem-
bers—[laughter]—the Korean war, the Viet-
nam war, the Persian Gulf war, Panama, Bos-
nia, Kosovo, and many other operations. In 
the past 4 years, you’ve welcomed into your 
ranks new veterans who have defended lib-
erty in places like Afghanistan and Iraq as 
a part of the global war on terror. No matter 
where you deployed or which century you 
wore the uniform, each of you stepped for-
ward when America needed you most. And 
these days, first days of the year 2006, a 
grateful nation says, thank you for your serv-
ice and the great example you set for today’s 
men and women who wear the uniform. 

I want to thank the commander in chief 
of the VFW, Jim Mueller. I had the honor 
of welcoming him to the Oval Office the 
other day, where we discussed issues impor-
tant to our Nation’s veterans and issues im-

portant to our Nation’s security. He’s a clear 
thinker. He’s a patriot. I appreciate the invi-
tation, Jim. 

I’m also proud to be joined today by the 
Secretary of State, Condi Rice, the Secretary 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs, Jim 
Nicholson, Mr. Secretary. 

Two Members of the United States Con-
gress, one Republican and one Democrat, 
have joined us. [Laughter] Americans’ quest 
for freedom and peace is a bipartisan quest, 
and I’m honored that Senator Pat Roberts 
is with us and Congressman Adam Schiff. 
Thank you both for coming. 

Lieutenant General Bob Shea of the Joint 
Chiefs is with us today. As is my friend Lieu-
tenant General Danny James, who was the 
Texas Adjutant General when I had the 
honor of being the commander in chief of 
the Texas Guard. [Laughter] Good to see 
you, Danny. 

To all those who wear the uniform who 
are here, I particularly want to pay my re-
spects to those wounded soldiers from Wal-
ter Reed. Thanks for serving. I’m proud 
you’re here. And I want to report to our fel-
low citizens that we’ve got a fantastic health 
care system for those who wear the uniform. 
Any man or woman wounded in combat is 
removed immediately from the battlefield 
into the best possible care. I want to thank 
those at Walter Reed, those healers and help-
ers—not only at Walter Reed but at Bethesda 
and Brooks, where I recently went—for the 
great compassion and great skill that they 
show in helping those who have been wound-
ed on the battlefield. May God bless you all. 

As veterans and soon to be veterans, you 
have placed the Nation’s security before your 
own lives. You took an oath to defend our 
flag and our freedom, and you kept that oath 
underseas and under fire. All of us who live 
in liberty live in your debt, and we must 
never forget the sacrifice and the service of 
our veterans. 

A new generation of Americans is carrying 
on your legacy, defending our Nation in an-
other great struggle for freedom, the global 
war on terror. This war began with a sudden 
attack on September the 11th, 2001. That 
morning we saw the destruction our enemies 
intend for us, and we accepted new respon-
sibilities. Like generations before us, we’re 
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taking the fight to those who attacked us and 
those who share their murderous vision for 
future attacks. Like generations before us, we 
have faced setbacks on the path to victory, 
yet we will fight this war with resolve and 
without wavering. And like generations be-
fore us, we will prevail. 

Like earlier struggles for freedom, the war 
on terror is being fought on many battle-
fronts. Yet the terrorists have made it clear 
that Iraq is the central front in their war 
against humanity. And so we must recognize 
Iraq as the central front in the war against 
the terrorists. 

Our goal in Iraq is victory. And in a series 
of speeches last December, I described the 
enemy we face in that country, our strategy 
to defeat them, and how we have adapted 
our tactics to meet changing conditions on 
the ground. Today I’ve come before you to 
discuss what the American people can expect 
to see in Iraq in the year ahead. We will see 
more tough fighting, and we will see more 
sacrifice in 2006 because the enemies of free-
dom in Iraq continue to sow violence and 
destruction. We’ll also see more progress to-
ward victory. Victory will come when the ter-
rorists and Saddamists can no longer threaten 
Iraq’s democracy. Victory will come when 
the Iraqi security forces can provide for the 
safety of their own citizens. Victory will come 
when Iraq is not a safe haven for terrorists 
to plot new attacks on our Nation. 

And when victory comes and democracy 
takes hold in Iraq, it will serve as a model 
for freedom in the broader Middle East. His-
tory has shown that free nations are peaceful 
nations. And by helping Iraqis build a lasting 
democracy, we spread the hope of liberty 
across a troubled region. We will gain new 
allies in the cause of freedom. By spreading 
democracy and freedom, we’re laying the 
foundation of peace for generations to come. 

Our work in Iraq in 2006 will be focused 
on three critical areas. On the political side, 
we will help Iraqis consolidate the demo-
cratic gains they made last year and help 
them build democratic institutions, a unified 
government, and a lasting, free society. On 
the security side, we will stay on the offense 
against the terrorists and Saddamists. We will 
continue to strengthen the Iraqi security 
forces, with an emphasis on improving the 

capabilities of the Iraqi police, so that over 
the next 12 months, Iraqi forces can take con-
trol of more territory from our coalition and 
take the lead in the fight. And on the eco-
nomic side, we will continue reconstruction 
efforts and help Iraq’s new Government im-
plement difficult reforms that are necessary 
to build a modern economy and a better life. 

In all three aspects of our strategy—de-
mocracy and security and reconstruction— 
we’re learning from our experiences, and 
we’re fixing what hasn’t worked. And in the 
year ahead, we will continue to make changes 
that will help us complete the mission and 
achieve the victory we all want. 

On the political side, we’ve witnessed a 
transformation in Iraq over the past 12 
months that is virtually without precedent. 
Think back to a year ago. At this time last 
year, the Iraqi people had an appointed gov-
ernment, no elected legislature, no perma-
nent constitution, and no recent experience 
with free national elections. Just one year 
later, they have completed three successful 
nationwide elections. 

Iraqis voted for a transitional government, 
drafted the most progressive, democratic 
Constitution in the Arab world, approved 
that Constitution in a national referendum, 
and elected a new Government under their 
new Constitution. Each successive election 
has seen less violence, bigger turnouts, and 
broader participation than the one before. 
One Iraqi voter in Tall ‘Afar described the 
December elections this way: ‘‘We want de-
mocracy. This is our answer to the decades 
of slavery we had before.’’ 

When the final election results come in, 
Iraqi leaders will begin working to form a 
new Government. And in the weeks ahead, 
Americans will likely see a good deal of polit-
ical turmoil in Iraq as different factions and 
leaders compete for position and jockey for 
power. Our top commander in the region, 
General John Abizaid, has said he expects 
the coming weeks to produce ‘‘some of the 
hardest, bare-knuckle politics ever in the 
Arab world.’’ We should welcome this for 
what it is—freedom in action. 

Dictatorships seem orderly—when one 
man makes all the decisions, there is no need 
for negotiation or compromise. Democracies 
are sometimes messy and seemingly chaotic, 
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as different parties advance competing agen-
das and seek their share of political power. 
We’ve seen this throughout our own history. 
We’ve seen this in other democracies around 
the world. Yet out of the turmoil in Iraq, a 
free government will emerge that represents 
the will of the Iraqi people, instead of the 
will of one cruel dictator. 

Iraqis are undertaking this process with 
just a year’s experience in democratic poli-
tics, and the legacy of three decades under 
one of the world’s most brutal tyrannies still 
hangs over them. Many of the institutions 
and traditions we take for granted in Amer-
ica—from our party structures to our cen-
turies’ experience with peaceful transitions of 
power—are new to Iraq. So we shouldn’t be 
surprised if Iraqis make some mistakes and 
face setbacks in their effort to build a Gov-
ernment that unites the Iraqi people. 

Despite the obstacles they face, Iraqis 
have shown they can come together for the 
sake of national unity. Think about what hap-
pened after the January 2005 elections, Shi’a 
and Kurdish leaders who did well at the polls 
reached out to Sunni Arabs who failed to par-
ticipate, giving them posts in the Govern-
ment and a role in fashioning the new Con-
stitution. Now Iraqis must reach out once 
again across political and religious and sec-
tarian lines and form a Government of na-
tional unity that gives voice to all Iraqis. 

Because Sunni Arabs participated in large 
numbers in the December elections, they 
will now have a bigger role in the new Par-
liament and more influence in Iraq’s new 
Government. It’s important that Sunnis who 
abandoned violence to join the political proc-
ess now see the benefits of peaceful partici-
pation. Sunnis need to learn how to use their 
influence constructively in a democratic sys-
tem to benefit their community and the 
country at large. And Shi’a and Kurds need 
to understand that successful free societies 
protect the rights of a minority against the 
tyranny of the majority. 

The promise of democracy begins with 
free elections and majority rule, but it is ful-
filled by minority rights and equal justice and 
an inclusive society in which every person 
belongs. A country that divides into factions 
and dwells on old grievances cannot move 
forward and risks sliding back into tyranny. 

Compromise and consensus and power shar-
ing are the only path to national unity and 
lasting democracy. And ultimately, the suc-
cess of Iraqi democracy will come when po-
litical divisions in Iraq are driven not by sec-
tarian rivalries but by ideas and convictions 
and a common vision for the future. 

When the new Iraqi Government assumes 
office, Iraq’s new leaders will face some 
tough decisions on issues such as security and 
reconstruction and economic reform. Iraqi 
leaders will also have to review and possibly 
amend the Constitution to ensure that this 
historic document earns the broad support 
of all Iraqi communities. If the new Par-
liament approves amendments, these 
changes will be once again taken to the Iraqi 
people for their approval in a referendum 
before the end of the year. By taking these 
steps, Iraqi leaders will bring their nation to-
gether behind a strong democracy and help 
defeat the terrorists and the Saddamists. 

America and our coalition partners will 
stand with the Iraqi people during this period 
of transition. We will continue helping Iraqis 
build an impartial system of justice so they 
can replace the rule of fear with the rule of 
law. We’ll help Iraqi leaders combat corrup-
tion by strengthening Iraq’s Commission on 
Public Integrity so Iraqis can build a trans-
parent, accountable government. And we will 
help Iraq’s new leaders earn the confidence 
of their citizens by helping them build effec-
tive government ministries. 

It’s especially important in the early 
months after Iraq’s new Government takes 
hold, that its leaders demonstrate an ability 
to deliver measurable progress in the lives 
of the Iraqi people. So we will continue help-
ing the new Government to develop their 
ministries to ensure they can lead effectively 
and produce real results for the Iraqi people. 

The foreign terrorists and Saddamists will 
continue to fight this progress by targeting 
the citizens and institutions and infrastruc-
ture of a free Iraq. An enemy that sends sui-
cide bombers to kill mourners at a funeral 
procession is an enemy without conscience. 
These killers will stop at nothing to under-
mine the new Government, divide the Iraqi 
people, and try to break their will. Yet with 
the recent elections, the enemies of a free 
Iraq have suffered a real defeat. The 
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Saddamists and rejectionists are finding 
themselves increasingly marginalized, as 
Sunni Arabs who once rejected the political 
process are now participating in the demo-
cratic life of their country. 

And as democracy takes hold in Iraq, the 
terrorists like Zarqawi and his Al Qaida asso-
ciates are suffering major defeats. Zarqawi 
tried to stop the elections throughout the 
year 2005, and he failed. He tried to stop 
the writing and ratification of a new Constitu-
tion, and he failed. The advance of freedom 
is destroying his and Al Qaida’s greatest 
myth: These terrorists are not fighting on be-
half of the Iraqi people against a foreign oc-
cupation; they are fighting the will of the 
Iraqi people expressed in free elections. 

In the face of these thugs and terrorists 
and assassins, the Iraqi people have sent a 
clear message to the world: Iraqis will not 
cower before the killers, and the terrorists 
and regime loyalists are no match for the mil-
lions of Iraqis determined to live in liberty. 

As we help Iraqis strengthen their new 
Government, we’re also helping them to de-
fend their young democracy. We’re going to 
train the security forces of a free Iraq. We 
have been doing so, and we will continue to 
do so in 2006. Last November, I described 
many of the changes we made over the past 
year to improve the training of the Iraqi 
Army and the police. And we saw the fruits 
of those changes during the December elec-
tions. Iraqi forces took the lead in the elec-
tion security. They were in the lead; we were 
there to help. They protected over 6,000 
polling centers. They disrupted attacks, and 
they maintained order across the country. 

Thanks in large part to their courage and 
skill, the number of attacks during the elec-
tions declined dramatically compared with 
last January’s vote. One Iraqi general put it 
this way on election day: ‘‘All the time and 
money you have spent in training the Iraqi 
Army, you harvest it today.’’ 

The Iraqi security forces are growing in 
strength and in size, and they’re earning the 
trust and confidence of the Iraqi people. And 
as Iraqis see their own countrymen defend-
ing them against the terrorists and 
Saddamists, they’re beginning to step for-
ward with needed intelligence. General 
Casey reports that the number of tips from 

Iraqis has grown from 400 in the month of 
March 2005 to over 4,700 last month and 
that some of the new intelligence is being 
passed by Iraqi civilians directly to Iraqi sol-
diers and police. Iraqis are gaining con-
fidence that their security forces can defeat 
the enemy, and that confidence is producing 
the intelligence that is helping to turn the 
tide in freedom’s way. 

There’s more work to be done in the year 
ahead. Our commanders tell me that the 
Iraqi Army and police are increasingly able 
to take the lead in the fight. Yet the Iraqi 
police still lag behind the army in training 
and capabilities. And so one of our major 
goals in 2006 is to accelerate the training of 
the Iraqi police. We’ll focus our efforts on 
improving the performance of three cat-
egories of the Iraqi police. First, we will work 
to improve the Special Police under the Min-
istry of the Interior, who are fighting along-
side the Iraqi Army against the terrorists and 
Saddamists. Second, we will expand and 
strengthen the border police charged with 
securing Iraq’s frontiers. And third, we will 
increase our focus on training local station 
police, so they can protect their communities 
from the criminals and the terrorists. 

The Interior Ministry’s Special Police are 
the most capable of Iraq police forces. There 
are now about 19,000 Iraqi Special Police 
trained and equipped—which is near our 
goal for a complete force. Many of these Spe-
cial Police forces are professional; they rep-
resent all aspects of society. But recently, 
some have been accused of committing 
abuses against Iraqi civilians. That’s unac-
ceptable. That’s unacceptable to the United 
States Government; it’s unacceptable to the 
Iraqi Government as well. And Iraqi leaders 
are committed to stopping these abuses. We 
must ensure that the police understand that 
their mission is to serve the cause of a free 
Iraq, not to address old grievances by taking 
justice into their own hands. 

To stop abuses and increase the profes-
sionalism of all the Iraqi Special Police units, 
we’re making several adjustments in the way 
these forces are trained. We’re working with 
the Iraqi Government to increase the train-
ing Iraqi Special Police receive in human 
rights and the rule of law. We’re establishing 
a new Police Ethics and Leadership Institute 
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in Baghdad that will help train Iraqi officers 
in the role of the police in a democratic sys-
tem and establish clear lesson plans in pro-
fessional ethics for all nine Iraqi police acad-
emies. To improve their capability, we will 
soon begin implementing a program that has 
been effective with the Iraqi Army, and that 
is partnering U.S. battalions with Iraqi Spe-
cial Police battalions. These U.S. forces will 
work with and train their Iraqi counterparts, 
helping them become more capable and pro-
fessional, so they can serve and protect all 
Iraqi’s without discrimination. 

Second, we’re working to increase the 
number of border police that can defend 
Iraq’s frontiers and stop foreign terrorists 
from crossing into that country. Iraqis now 
have about 18,000 border police on the job, 
manning land and sea and airports across the 
country. Our goal is to have a total of 28,000 
Iraqi border police trained and equipped by 
the end of this year. 

To better train Iraqi police, we’ve estab-
lished a new customs academy in Basra. 
We’re embedding border police transition 
teams with Iraqi units, made up of coalition 
soldiers and assisted by experts from our De-
partment of Homeland Security. The Iraqi 
border police are growing increasingly capa-
ble and are taking on more responsibility. In 
November, these forces took the lead in pro-
tecting Iraq’s Syrian border, with coalition 
forces playing a supporting role. In other 
words, they’re beginning to take the lead and 
take responsibility for doing their duty to 
protect the new democracy. And as more 
skilled border police come on line, we’re 
going to hand over primary responsibility for 
all of Iraq’s borders to Iraqi border police 
later on this year. 

Finally, we’re helping Iraqis build the 
numbers and capabilities of the local station 
police. These are the Iraqi police forces that 
need the most work. There are now over 
80,000 local police officers across Iraq—a lit-
tle more than halfway toward our goal of 
135,000. To improve the capabilities of these 
local police, we’re taking a concept that 
worked well in the Balkans and applying it 
to Iraq—partnering local Iraqi police stations 
with teams of U.S. military police and inter-
national police liaison officers, including re-
tired U.S. police officers. 

These officers will work with provincial po-
lice chiefs across Iraq and focus on improving 
local police forces in nine key cities that have 
seen intense fighting with the terrorists. By 
strengthening local police in these cities, we 
can help Iraqis provide security in areas 
cleared of enemy forces and make it harder 
for these thugs to return. By strengthening 
local police in these cities, we’ll help them 
earn the confidence of the local population, 
which will make it easier for local leaders 
and residents to accelerate reconstruction 
and rebuild their lives. 

The training of the Iraqi police is an enor-
mous task, and frankly, it hasn’t always gone 
smoothly. Yet we’re making progress, and our 
soldiers see the transformation up close. 
Army Staff Sergeant Daniel MacDonald is 
a Philadelphia cop who helped train Iraqi po-
lice officers in Baghdad. He says this of his 
Iraqi comrades: ‘‘From where they were 
when we got here to where they are now, 
it’s like two different groups of people. 
They’re hyped-up; they look sharp; they’re 
a lot better with their weapons. I’d take these 
guys out with me back home.’’ If he’s going 
to take them back home in Philadelphia, they 
must be improving. [Laughter] 

As we bring more Iraqi police and soldiers 
on line in the months ahead, we will increas-
ingly shift our focus from generating new 
Iraqi forces to preparing Iraqis to take pri-
mary responsibility for the security of their 
own country. At this moment, more than 35 
Iraqi battalions have assumed control of their 
own areas of responsibility, including nearly 
half of the Baghdad province and sectors of 
south-central Iraq, southeast Iraq, western 
Iraq, and north-central Iraq. And in the year 
ahead, we will continue handing more terri-
tory to Iraqi forces, with the goal of having 
the Iraqis in control of more territory than 
the coalition by the end of 2006. 

As Iraqi forces take more responsibility, 
this will free up coalition forces to conduct 
specialized operations against the most dan-
gerous terrorists like Zarqawi and his associ-
ates so we can defeat the terrorists in Iraq, 
so we do not have to face them here at home. 
We will continue to hand over territory to 
the Iraqis so they can defend their democ-
racy, so they can do the hard work, and our 
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troops will be able to come home with the 
honor they have earned. 

I’ve said that our strategy in Iraq can be 
summed up this way: As the Iraqis stand up, 
we will stand down. And with more Iraqi 
forces demonstrating the capabilities needed 
to achieve victory, our commanders on the 
ground have determined that we can de-
crease our combat forces in Iraq from 17 to 
15 brigades by the spring of 2006. That’s 
what they’ve decided. And when they decide 
something, I listen to them. This adjustment 
will result in a net decrease of several thou-
sand troops below the pre-election baseline 
of 138,000 U.S. troops in Iraq. This decrease 
comes in addition to the reduction of about 
20,000 troops who were in Iraq largely to 
assist with the security during the December 
elections. 

Later this year, if Iraqis continue to make 
progress on the security and political sides, 
we expect to discuss further possible adjust-
ments with the leaders of Iraq’s new Govern-
ment. Having said this, all of my decisions 
will be based on conditions on the ground, 
not artificial timetables set by Washington 
politicians. Our commanders on the ground 
will have the forces they need to complete 
the mission and achieve victory in Iraq. 

As we help Iraqis defend their democracy, 
we will continue to help Iraqis build their 
infrastructure and economy in the coming 
year. Iraqis face real challenges from the 
long-term economic damage caused by Sad-
dam Hussein’s regime. They face challenges 
because of acts of sabotage by the enemies 
of a free Iraq. Yet despite these challenges, 
our coalition and Iraqi leaders have made 
progress in a number of areas: Iraq now has 
a stable currency, an independent stock ex-
change, an independent Central Bank. Iraqis 
have new investment laws to welcome for-
eign capital, tax and commercial laws to en-
courage private sector growth, and low-tariff 
trade regime that has opened Iraq’s economy 
to the world. Under Saddam, private prop-
erty was not protected. Today, Iraq’s new 
Constitution guarantees private property 
rights that are the foundation of any free soci-
ety. 

Iraqi leaders are also beginning to make 
the tough choices necessary to reform their 
economy, such as easing gasoline subsidies. 

Until recently, Government subsidies put the 
price of fuel in Iraq at artificially low prices, 
really low prices. And that created incentives 
for black-market corruption and crime, and 
changing these subsidies is a necessary step 
on the path for economic reform. So Iraqi 
leaders have begun a series of price increases 
aimed at dismantling the gas subsidy system. 
That’s hard political work. But gasoline sub-
sidies, along with other subsidies, consume 
over half of Iraq’s annual budget; it diverts 
critical resources from health care and edu-
cation and infrastructure and security. Ad-
dressing these subsidies will allow Iraqi lead-
ers to better provide for their people and 
build a modern economy. 

One of the biggest challenges facing Iraq 
is restoring the country’s oil and electric 
power infrastructure. These sectors were 
devastated by decades of neglect. And since 
liberation, terrorists have targeted these 
areas for destruction. As a result, oil and 
power production are below prewar levels. 
To help increase production, we’re helping 
Iraqis better maintain their refineries, build 
their oil supply and transportation capabili-
ties, improve their capacity to generate 
power, and better protect their strategic in-
frastructure. 

The struggles with oil production and the 
shortage of electricity remain sources of frus-
tration for the Iraqi citizens. Yet they’re put-
ting these challenges in perspective. Today, 
7 in 10 Iraqis say their lives are going well. 
Nearly two-thirds expect things to improve 
even more in the next year. The vast majority 
of Iraqis prefer freedom with intermittent 
power to life in permanent darkness of tyr-
anny and terror. Iraqis are optimistic about 
the future, and their optimism is justified. 

To realize their dreams, the Iraqi people 
still need help. And in the coming year, the 
international community must step up and 
do its part. So far, other nations and inter-
national organizations have pledged more 
than $13 billion in assistance to Iraq. Iraqis 
are grateful for this promised aid, so is the 
United States. Yet many nations have been 
slow to make good on their commitments. 

I call on all governments that have pledged 
assistance to follow through with their prom-
ises as quickly as possible, so the Iraqis can 
rebuild their country and provide a better 
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future for their children. Many nations have 
still not returned all Iraqi assets frozen dur-
ing the regime of Saddam Hussein. I call on 
all nations to return these assets to their 
rightful owners. The free people of Iraq own 
those assets, not the foreign governments. 

Many of the world’s smallest nations have 
been among the most generous. Last month, 
for example, Slovakia announced its plans to 
forgive 100 percent of Iraq’s $145 million 
debt. This makes Slovakia only the third 
country, along with the United States and 
Malta, to write off Iraqi debt completely. 
More nations should do the same so the Iraq 
people are not held back by the crushing bur-
den of debt accumulated by Saddam Hus-
sein. 

International lending institutions are also 
stepping forward with needed assistance. 
Last month, the International Monetary 
Fund approved Iraq’s request for a $680 mil-
lion loan to carry out economic reforms. The 
World Bank recently approved its first loan 
to Iraq in over 30 years, lending the Iraqi 
Government $100 million to improve the 
Iraqi school system and making up to $400 
million available to fund water, electricity, 
roads, and sanitation projects. 

The international community must meet 
its responsibilities in Iraq, and here in Amer-
ica, we have responsibilities as well. The 
coming year will test the character of our 
country and the will of our citizens. We have 
a strategy for victory, but to achieve that vic-
tory, we must have the determination to see 
this strategy through. The enemy in Iraq 
knows they cannot defeat us on the battle-
field, and so they’re trying to shake our will 
with acts of violence and force us to retreat. 
That means that our resolve in 2006 must 
stay strong. We must have the patience as 
Iraqis struggle to build democracy in a vola-
tile region of the world. We must not allow 
the images of destruction to discourage us 
or obscure the real progress that our troops 
are making in Iraq. And we must continue 
to provide these troops with all the resources 
they need to defend our Nation and prevail 
in the global war on terror. 

We face an added challenge in the months 
ahead. The campaign season will soon be 
upon us, and that means our Nation must 
carry on this war in an election year. There 

is a vigorous debate about the war in Iraq 
today, and we should not fear the debate. 
It’s one of the great strengths of our democ-
racy, that we can discuss our differences 
openly and honestly, even in times of war. 
Yet we must remember there is a difference 
between responsible and irresponsible de-
bate, and it’s even more important to conduct 
this debate responsibly when American 
troops are risking their lives overseas. 

The American people know the difference 
between responsible and irresponsible de-
bate when they see it. They know the dif-
ference between honest critics who question 
the way the war is being prosecuted and par-
tisan critics who claim that we acted in Iraq 
because of oil or because of Israel or because 
we misled the American people. And they 
know the difference between a loyal opposi-
tion that points out what is wrong and defeat-
ists who refuse to see that anything is right. 

When our soldiers hear politicians in 
Washington question the mission they are 
risking their lives to accomplish, it hurts their 
morale. In a time of war, we have a responsi-
bility to show that whatever our political dif-
ferences at home, our Nation is united and 
determined to prevail. And we have a respon-
sibility to our men and women in uniform, 
who deserve to know that once our politi-
cians vote to send them into harm’s way, our 
support will be with them in good days and 
in bad days, and we will settle for nothing 
less than complete victory. 

We also have an opportunity this year to 
show the Iraqi people what responsible de-
bate in democracy looks like. In a free soci-
ety, there is only one check on political 
speech, and that’s the judgment of the peo-
ple. So I ask all Americans to hold their elect-
ed leaders to account and demand a debate 
that brings credit to our democracy, not com-
fort to our adversaries. 

Support for the mission in Iraq should not 
be a partisan matter. VFW members come 
from all across the country and both sides 
of the political aisle, yet your position on the 
war is clear. In a recent resolution, the VFW 
declared, quote, ‘‘It is critical that the United 
States succeed in Iraq, which will result in 
stability and security in the region.’’ I appre-
ciate your support for the mission in Iraq, 
and so do our troops in the fight. Your lives 
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of service, from the first time you put on the 
uniform to this day, are a credit to our coun-
try and an inspiration to our military. A new 
generation of soldiers and sailors, airmen, 
marines, and coast guardsmen is now car-
rying out an urgent and noble mission, and 
they’re doing so with the same determination 
and courage as you who came before them. 

Some of our finest men and women have 
given their lives in freedom’s cause. Others 
have returned home with wounds that the 
best medicine cannot heal. We hold all who 
sacrificed and their families in our thoughts 
and our prayers. And I’m going to make you 
this pledge: We will not waver; we will not 
weaken; and we will not back down in the 
cause they served. By their sacrifice, we are 
laying the foundation of freedom in a trou-
bled part of the world. And by laying that 
foundation, we’re laying the foundation of 
peace for generations to come. 

Thank you for letting me come by today. 
God bless. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:17 a.m. at the 
Omni Shoreham Hotel. In his remarks, he re-
ferred to Gen. John P. Abizaid, USA, combatant 
commander, U.S. Central Command; former 
President Saddam Hussein of Iraq; and Gen. 
George W. Casey, Jr., USA, commanding general, 
Multi-National Force—Iraq. The Office of the 
Press Secretary also released a Spanish language 
transcript of these remarks. 

Remarks on Signing the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 

January 10, 2006 

Thank you all. Please be seated. Thanks 
for coming. I appreciate you all being here. 
In a moment, I’ll have the honor of signing 
the Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthor-
ization Act. 

Human trafficking is an offense against 
human dignity, a crime in which human 
beings, many of them teenagers and young 
children, are bought and sold and often sexu-
ally abused by violent criminals. Our Nation 
is determined to fight and end this modern 
form of slavery. And this bipartisan bill will 
help expand our efforts to combat this brutal 

crime that steals innocence and destroys 
lives. 

I want to thank the Members of the 
United States Congress who have joined me 
here. I appreciate Senator Sam Brownback, 
Chris Smith, Deborah Pryce, and Carolyn 
Maloney for their hard work on this impor-
tant legislation. 

I appreciate the Secretary of State, who 
has joined us here, and the Attorney General, 
Al Gonzales, and his wife. 

In today’s world, too often, human traf-
fickers abuse the trust of children and expose 
them to the worst of life at a young age. It 
takes a perverse form of evil to exploit and 
hurt those vulnerable members of society. 
Human traffickers operate with greed and 
without conscience, treating their victims as 
nothing more than goods and commodities 
for sale to the highest bidder. Recent years, 
hundreds of thousands of people around the 
world have been trafficked against their will 
across international boundaries, and many 
have been forced into sexual servitude. Thou-
sands of teenagers and young girls are traf-
ficked into the United States every year. 
They’re held hostage. They’re forced to sub-
mit to unspeakable evil. America has a par-
ticular duty to fight this horror, because 
human trafficking is an affront to the defining 
promise of our country. 

We’re attacking this problem aggressively. 
Over the past 4 years, the Department of 
Homeland Security has taken new measures 
to protect children from sexual predators, as 
well as pornography and prostitution rings. 
The Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices has partnered with faith-based and com-
munity organizations to form antitrafficking 
coalitions in 17 major cities across our coun-
try. The Department of Justice has more 
than tripled the number of cases brought 
against these traffickers. 

The bill I sign today will help us to con-
tinue to investigate and prosecute traffickers 
and provide new grants to State and local 
law enforcement. Yet, we cannot put the 
criminals out of business until we also con-
front the problem of demand. Those who pay 
for the chance to sexually abuse children and 
teenage girls must be held to account. So 
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we’ll investigate and prosecute the cus-
tomers, the unscrupulous adults who prey on 
the young and the innocent. 

We also have a duty to reach out to victims 
of trafficking, some of whom were smuggled 
into this country as children. The legislation 
I sign today will help us provide important 
new services to these victims, including ap-
pointing a guardian for young victims and 
providing access to residential treatment fa-
cilities to help victims get a chance at a better 
life. 

We’ll continue to call on other nations to 
take action against trafficking within their 
own borders. Three years ago at the United 
Nations, I asked other governments to pass 
laws making human trafficking a crime. Since 
then, many have risen to the challenge. Sec-
retary Rice and I will continue to press the 
others to rise to the challenge. We are work-
ing with the nations of Southeast Asia and 
others to crack down on sex tourism. America 
is a compassionate and decent nation, and 
we will not tolerate an industry that preys 
on the young and the vulnerable. The trade 
in human beings continues in our time, and 
we are called by conscience and compassion 
to bring this cruel practice to an end. 

For those of you who’ve worked on this 
bill, thank you very much. For those of you 
who are involved in this important struggle, 
I appreciate your efforts, continue to do so. 
For those of you who are providing the com-
passionate care to those who’ve been affected 
by human trafficking, thank you for your 
love. And for those of you in Congress who’ve 
worked to make this reality, good work. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:33 p.m. in Room 
350 of the Dwight D. Eisenhower Executive Of-
fice Building. In his remarks, he referred to Re-
becca Turner Gonzales, wife of Attorney General 
Alberto R. Gonzales. H.R. 972, approved January 
10, was assigned Public Law No. 109–164. 

Statement on Signing the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 
January 10, 2006 

Today, I have signed into law H.R. 972, 
the ‘‘Trafficking Victims Protection Reau-
thorization Act of 2005.’’ This Act enhances 

our ability to combat trafficking in persons 
by extending and improving prosecutorial 
and diplomatic tools, and also adds new pro-
tections for victims. 

Section 104(e)(2) purports to require the 
Secretary of State, prior to voting for a new 
or reauthorized peacekeeping mission under 
the auspices of a multilateral organization 
(or, in an emergency, as far in advance as 
is practicable), to submit to the Congress a 
specific report. The executive branch shall 
construe this reporting requirement in a 
manner consistent with the President’s con-
stitutional authority as Commander in Chief 
and the President’s constitutional authority 
to conduct the Nation’s foreign affairs. 

George W. Bush 

The White House, 
January 10, 2006. 

NOTE: H.R. 972, approved January 10, was as-
signed Public Law No. 109–164. 

Notice—Continuation of the 
National Emergency Relating to 
Cuba and of the Emergency 
Authority Relating to the Regulation 
of the Anchorage and Movement of 
Vessels 
January 10, 2006 

On March 1, 1996, by Proclamation 6867, 
a national emergency was declared to address 
the disturbance or threatened disturbance of 
international relations caused by the Feb-
ruary 24, 1996, destruction by the Cuban 
government of two unarmed U.S.-registered 
civilian aircraft in international airspace 
north of Cuba. In July 1996 and on subse-
quent occasions, the Cuban government stat-
ed its intent to forcefully defend its sov-
ereignty against any U.S.-registered vessels 
or aircraft that might enter Cuban territorial 
waters or airspace while involved in a flotilla 
or peaceful protest. Since these events, the 
Cuban government has not demonstrated 
that it will refrain from the future use of reck-
less and excessive force against U.S. vessels 
or aircraft that may engage in memorial ac-
tivities or peaceful protest north of Cuba. On 
February 26, 2004, by Proclamation 7757, 
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the scope of the national emergency was ex-
panded in order to deny monetary and mate-
rial support to the repressive Cuban govern-
ment, which had taken a series of steps to 
destabilize relations with the United States, 
including threatening to abrogate the Migra-
tion Accords with the United States and to 
close the United States Interests Section. 

Therefore, in accordance with section 
202(d) of the National Emergencies Act (50 
U.S.C. 1622(d)), I am continuing for 1 year 
the national emergency with respect to Cuba 
and the emergency authority relating to the 
regulation of the anchorage and movement 
of vessels set out in Proclamation 6687, as 
amended and expanded by Proclamation 
7757. 

This notice shall be published in the Fed-
eral Register and transmitted to the Con-
gress. 

George W. Bush 

The White House, 
January 10, 2006. 

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
11:53 a.m., January 11, 2006] 

NOTE: This notice was released by the Office of 
the Press Secretary on January 11, and it was pub-
lished in the Federal Register on January 12. 

Letter to Congressional Leaders on 
Continuation of the National 
Emergency Relating to Cuba and of 
the Emergency Authority Relating to 
the Regulation of the Anchorage and 
Movement of Vessels 
January 10, 2006 

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides for 
the automatic termination of a national emer-
gency unless, prior to the anniversary date 
of its declaration, the President publishes in 
the Federal Register and transmits to the 
Congress a notice stating that the emergency 
is to continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this provision, 
I have sent to the Federal Register for publi-
cation the enclosed notice, which states that 
the emergency declared with respect to the 

Government of Cuba’s destruction of two un-
armed U.S.-registered civilian aircraft in 
international airspace north of Cuba on Feb-
ruary 24, 1996, as amended and expanded 
on February 26, 2004, is to continue in effect 
beyond March 1, 2006. 

Sincerely, 

George W. Bush 

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Dennis 
Hastert, Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and Richard B. Cheney, President of the Senate. 
This letter was released by the Office of the Press 
Secretary on January 11. 

Remarks on the War on Terror and a 
Question-and-Answer Session in 
Louisville, Kentucky 
January 11, 2006 

The President. Thank you all. Please sit 
down. I think I will. Bad view. [Laughter] 
Thanks for having me. What I thought I’d 
do is maybe make some opening comments 
and answer any questions you got. I probably 
can’t stay here all day, since I’ve got a job 
to do, but I’m interested in your opinions 
and your point of view. 

I hope the questions are broader than the 
war on terror—if you want, you can ask me 
anything you want. We got an economy that’s 
going good, and perhaps you want to know 
what we’re going to do to keep it growing. 
You know, we got a health care system that 
needs reform. We got an energy problem in 
the United States. I mean, there’s a lot of 
issues that I’d be more than happy to talk 
about. 

I do want to talk about how to secure this 
country and keep the peace. Before I do, I 
want to thank Joe. He stole my line ‘‘Reagan- 
Bush’’—[laughter]. It was going to work just 
fine, until he took it. [Laughter] But thank 
you for setting this up. Thanks a lot for the 
sponsors. I appreciate you all taking time out 
of your day, and I appreciate your interest. 

Before I begin, I do want to say I married 
well. I’m sorry the First Lady isn’t with me. 
She is a heck of a person. I love her dearly, 
and she sends her very best to our friends 
here in Louisville, Kentucky. 
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I thank the Governor for being here, and 
the Lieutenant Governor. And I want to 
thank your mayor. The mayor showed me a 
pair of cufflinks that my dad gave him when 
he was the President and the mayor was the 
mayor. [Laughter] It looks like the mayor is 
going to outlast both Bushes. [Laughter] 

I also want to thank Congresswoman Anne 
Northup. I call her a friend because she is 
one. She brings a lot of dignity to the halls 
of the United States Congress. I’m sure there 
are some folks here who don’t necessarily 
agree with the party she’s picked, and that’s 
okay. But one thing you’ve got to agree with 
is she’s honest; she’s capable; and she’s a de-
cent, honorable soul. And I appreciate you. 
I want to thank Ron Lewis. He’s a Congress-
man from Kentucky as well. And you let 
somebody slide across the border in Con-
gressman Mike Sodrel. I appreciate both the 
Congressmen being here as well. I’m looking 
forward to working with you in the year 2006. 
We’ve got a lot to do. 

Let me—I wish I didn’t have to say this, 
but we’re still at war, and that’s important 
for the citizens of this Commonwealth to un-
derstand. You know, no President ever wants 
to be President during war. But this war 
came to us, not as a result of actions we 
took—it came to us as a result of actions an 
enemy took on September the 11th, 2001. 
And I vowed that day, starting when I was 
in Florida and got on the airplane to head 
across the country, that I would use every-
thing in my power—obviously, within the 
Constitution—but everything in my power to 
protect the American people. That is the 
most solemn duty of Government, is to pro-
tect our people from harm. 

And I vowed that we’d find those killers 
and bring them to justice, and that’s what 
we’re doing. We’re on the hunt for an enemy 
that still lurks. I know because I’m briefed 
on a daily basis about the threats that face 
the United States of America. And my duty 
is to assess this world the way it is, not the 
way we’d like it to be. And there’s a danger 
that lurks—and there’s a danger that lurks 
because we face an enemy which cannot 
stand freedom. It’s an enemy which has an 
ideology that does not believe in free speech, 
free religion, free dissent, does not believe 

in women’s rights, and they have a desire to 
impose their ideology on much of the world. 

Secondly, after September the 11th, not 
only did I vow to use our assets to protect 
the people by staying on the offense, by de-
feating an enemy elsewhere so we don’t have 
to face them here at home, I also said that, 
‘‘If you harbor a terrorist, if you provide safe 
haven to a terrorist, you’re equally as guilty 
as the terrorist.’’ And I meant it. And the 
Taliban in Afghanistan—a barbaric group of 
individuals who suppressed women, sup-
pressed religious freedom, suppressed young 
girls—had harbored these terrorists. They 
provided safe haven. These folks were there 
plotting and planning a vicious attack against 
the United States of America in a safe haven 
called Afghanistan. 

And so we took action. We took action be-
cause the Taliban refused to expel Al Qaida. 
And we took action because when an Amer-
ican President says something, he better 
mean it. In order to be able to keep the 
peace, in order to be able to have credibility 
in this world, when we speak, we better mean 
what we say, and I meant what we said. And 
we sent some brave souls into Afghanistan 
to liberate that country from the Taliban. 

I also said, after September the 11th, that 
oceans no longer protected us. You know, 
when I was growing up, or other baby 
boomers here were growing up, we felt safe 
because we had these vast oceans that could 
protect us from harm’s way. September the 
11th changed all that. And so I vowed that 
we would take threats seriously. If we saw 
a threat, we would take threats seriously be-
fore they fully materialized, and I saw a 
threat in Saddam Hussein. 

I understand that the intelligence didn’t 
turn out the way a lot of the world thought 
it would be. And that was disappointing, and 
we’ve done something about it. We’ve re-
formed our intelligence services. But Sad-
dam Hussein was a sworn enemy of the 
United States. He was on the nations-that- 
sponsor-terror list for a reason. I didn’t put 
him on the list; previous Presidents put him 
on the list. And the reason why is because 
he was sponsoring terrorism. He was shoot-
ing at our airplanes. He had attacked his own 
people with chemical weapons. I mean, the 
guy was a threat. 
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I went to the United Nations—some of 
you were probably concerned here in Ken-
tucky that it seemed like the President was 
spending a little too much time in the United 
Nations. But I felt it was important to say 
to the world that this international body that 
we want to be effective, spoke loud and clear 
not once, but 15-odd times to Saddam Hus-
sein—said, ‘‘Disarm. Get rid of your weap-
ons. Don’t be the threat that you are, or face 
serious consequences.’’ That’s what the inter-
national body said. And my view is, is that 
in order for the world to be effective, when 
it says something, it must mean it. 

We gave the opportunity to Saddam Hus-
sein to open his country up. It was his choice. 
He chose war, and he got war. And he’s not 
in power, and the world is better off for it. 

The hardest decision I made as your Presi-
dent is to put troops into harm’s way because 
I understand the consequences. I see the 
consequences when I go to the hospitals. I 
see the consequences when I try to comfort 
the loved ones who have lost a son or a 
daughter in combat. I understand that full— 
firsthand: War is brutal. And so I didn’t take 
the decision lightly. Now that I’ve made the 
decision, we must succeed in Iraq. I’ve tried 
to explain to my fellow citizens, I can under-
stand folks who said, ‘‘I wish you hadn’t done 
that. We don’t agree with your decision.’’ 
Now that we’re there, in my humble opinion, 
we have got to succeed. 

I said I’d try to be short and answer your 
questions. I’m getting a little windy. [Laugh-
ter] But let me talk real quick about the goals 
in Iraq. The goal is victory, nothing short of 
victory. When you put these kids in harm’s 
way, we owe them the best equipment, the 
best training, and a strategy for victory. And 
victory is a country that—where the 
Saddamists and the terrorists can’t unwind 
the democracy. Victory is when Iraq is no 
longer a safe haven for the terrorists. Victory 
is—will be achieved when the Iraqis are able 
to defend their democracy. 

In the last couple of weeks, I’ve been talk-
ing about the strategy to achieve victory. It’s 
one thing to say we want victory; the other 
thing is, can you get there? And the answer 
is, absolutely, we can get there. And the strat-
egy is threefold. One, there’s a political strat-
egy. First, let me make sure you understand 

the enemy. The enemy is, in our judgment, 
my judgment, three types of people. One, 
we call them rejectionists—these are Sunnis 
who had privileged status under Saddam 
Hussein, even though they were in the mi-
nority in the country. They had a pretty good 
deal because the tyrant was a Sunni and 
made sure that the Sunnis got special treat-
ment, as opposed to the Shi’a or the Kurds. 
And they liked that kind of special treatment. 
They liked privileged status. 

The second group is the Saddam loyalists. 
These are the thugs and people that basically 
robbed the country blind, and not only had 
privileged status but they were the all-power-
ful. And needless to say, they don’t like it 
with their man sitting in prison and them no 
longer being able to exploit the people of 
Iraq. They’re irritated. 

Finally, the third group, and this is a dan-
gerous group—it’s Al Qaida and its affiliates. 
A guy named Zarqawi is the chief operating 
officer in Iraq on behalf of Al Qaida. Al Qaida 
has made it very clear their intentions in Iraq, 
which is to drive the United States out so 
they will have a base from which to operate 
to spread their ideology. That’s what they 
have said. This is what Mr. Zawahiri said. 
It’s important for those of us involved in try-
ing to protect you to take the enemy seri-
ously, to listen to their words closely. In other 
words, Al Qaida has made Iraq a front in 
the war on terror, and that’s why we’ve devel-
oped a strategy for victory. 

The first part of it is to have a political 
process that marginalizes the rejectionists 
and isolates the dissenters. And it’s hap-
pening. Under any objective measurement, 
what took place last year in Iraq was remark-
able, when you think about it. This country 
is a country that lived under the brutal dicta-
torship of Saddam Hussein, and last year they 
had elections for a Transitional Government. 
They wrote a Constitution and got the Con-
stitution approved, and then had elections for 
a permanent Government under the new 
Constitution—all in one year. And every 
election had more participants. And most im-
portantly, in the last election, the 
rejectionists who had sat out the first couple 
of elections—many Sunnis had sat out; they 
said, ‘‘We’re not going to be involved in the 
political process’’—got involved. Slowly but 
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surely, those who were trying to stop the ad-
vance of democracy are becoming 
marginalized. 

Secondly, this is a country, obviously, that 
has got brutal action—this enemy we face 
has got no conscience. They will kill innocent 
people in a heartbeat in order to achieve 
their objectives. And it’s hard for Americans 
to deal with that. I understand that. It’s hard 
for me to believe that there is such brutality 
in the world where people going to a funeral 
to mourn the dead, and a suicider shows up 
and kills people. It’s hard for me to believe 
that we’ve got soldiers passing out candy to 
young kids, and a killer comes and kills the 
kids and the soldiers. It is beyond the imagi-
nation of most Americans, but it should say 
something about this enemy. They will go 
to no ends to defeat us, but they can’t beat 
us on the battlefield. The only thing they can 
do is create these brutal scenes. 

And they’re trying to drive us out of Iraq, 
as I mentioned. And the best way to deal 
with them is train Iraqis so they can deal 
with them. And that’s what’s happening. 
There are two aspects of our training. And, 
listen, the training hasn’t gone smoothly all 
the time. I mean, this is a war. And you’re 
constantly adjusting your strategies and tac-
tics—not strategies—tactics on the ground to 
meet an enemy which is changing. 

And so the army is getting on its feet. 
We’ve turned over a lot of territory to the 
army. And they’re good fighters; they really 
are. I spent a great deal of time with General 
Abizaid and General Casey—they were in 
Washington this past week—these are gen-
erals, you’d be happy to hear, who tell me 
the way it is, not the way they think I would 
like it to be. I can’t tell you how good the 
caliber of our military brass and those in the 
field, by the way, all the way up and down 
the line, are good—they are good people. 
[Inaudible]—better trained, not just num-
bers. I’m talking about capacity to take the 
fight and stay in the fight. And as I’ve said, 
as the Iraqis stand up, we’ll stand down. So 
the strategy, the security strategy is to let the 
Iraqis do the fighting. It’s their country. The 
people have shown they want democracy— 
millions voted. And now part of the mission 
is to give this Government a security force 

which will help fight off the few who are try-
ing to stop the hopes of the many. 

One of the places where we’ve lagged is 
training police. There are three types of po-
lice. There’s a national police force, kind of 
like a SWAT team, a national SWAT team, 
that can move—they’re pretty well trained. 
They need some human rights training. In 
other words, part of the problem in Iraq is 
you’ve got people that are plenty irritated at 
what took place in the past, and they’re going 
to use their positions of power to take re-
venge. You can’t have a democracy in which 
the police don’t enforce the rule of law but 
enforce their view of revenge. And so you 
got ethics training, rule of law training, all 
done by good troops who are embedded, who 
are side by side with this Iraqi police force. 
And it’s getting better; it really is. 

Secondly, you’ve got the Border Patrol. 
The reason why the border is necessary is 
because there’s suiciders coming in from 
Syria into Iraq. And the Iraqis have got to 
be able to enforce their border in order to 
be able to protect their democracy. 

And thirdly, you’ve got local police, and 
we’re lagging in the local police. And the 
local police—it’s just that, local. And so what 
we’re going to do is use what worked in the 
Balkans and embed people in the local police 
units to teach them how to—effective en-
forcements of the law. And so, 2006 you’re 
going to see a lot of police training and a 
lot of police focus. 

Finally, there’s the economic and recon-
struction front. We started up grand projects 
in Iraq when we first got there, said we’re 
going to build some grand projects. It turns 
out, a more effective use of reconstruction 
money was localized projects to empower 
those who were willing to take a risk for de-
mocracy with the capacity to say, ‘‘Follow 
me, your life is going to be better.’’ By the 
way, democracy works in Iraq just like it does 
here—you’re going to vote for somebody 
who thinks that they can bring character to 
the office and they’re going to help your life. 
Same anywhere else. You’re out there cam-
paigning; they want to know what are you 
going to do for me. And so part of the recon-
struction effort was to focus on local recon-
struction projects. 
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The Iraqi economy has got a great chance 
to succeed. They got oil and gas revenues. 
They had been having trouble getting some 
oil and gas revenues up to the levels we an-
ticipated because of the infrastructure dam-
age—done by Saddam Hussein, by the way— 
and because the terrorists, every time there’s 
some progress, tend to blow things up. Now, 
having said that, they got these surveys—and 
I must confess I’m not much of a survey guy, 
but they got them—and most Iraqis are opti-
mistic about the future. And as I said yester-
day, they’re willing to live with intermittent 
darkness, as opposed to the darkness—and 
freedom—as opposed to the darkness of tyr-
anny. That’s what you’re seeing. 

But this economy is going. Small busi-
nesses are flourishing. They got a—they had 
to deal with gasoline subsidies. Saddam Hus-
sein, in order to make sure people kept him 
around and thought he was all right—they 
didn’t have much choice, by the way, because 
he had a force behind him—but neverthe-
less, he subsidized gasoline, which meant a 
lot of the central budget was going for sub-
sidization of fuel, as opposed to education 
and health. And so the new Government 
made a difficult decision, they started float-
ing that price of gasoline up a little higher, 
to take the pressure off their budget and to 
introduce markets, market-based forces into 
the economy. 

It’s not going to happen overnight. You 
can’t go from a tightly controlled economy 
to an open market overnight, but it’s hap-
pening. In other words, the Government is 
making difficult choices to help the entrepre-
neurial spirit begin to flourish. 

And so things are good. I’m confident we’ll 
succeed. And it’s tough, though. The enemy 
has got one weapon—I repeat to you—and 
that’s to shake our will. I just want to tell 
you, whether you agree with me or not, 
they’re not going to shake my will. We’re 
doing the right thing. 

A couple of quick points, then I’ll answer 
your questions. You hear a lot of talk about 
troop levels. I’d just like to give you my think-
ing on troop levels. I know a lot of people 
want our troops to come home—I do too. 
But I don’t want us to come home without 
achieving the victory. I mentioned to you— 
[applause]—we owe that to the mothers and 

fathers and husbands and wives who have lost 
a loved one. That’s what I feel. I feel strongly 
that we cannot let the sacrifice—we can’t let 
their sacrifice go in vain. 

Secondly, I—these troop levels will be de-
cided by our commanders. If you run a busi-
ness, you know what I’m talking about when 
I say—it’s called delegating. You count on 
people to give you good advice. The best peo-
ple to give any politician advice about wheth-
er or not we’re achieving a military objective 
is the people you put out there on the 
ground. I told you I’ve got good confidence 
in these generals and the people who report 
to them. These are honest, honorable, de-
cent, very capable, smart people, and they’ll 
decide the troop levels. They hear from me: 
Victory. And I say to them, ‘‘What do you 
need to achieve victory?’’ 

I don’t know if you’ve noticed recently, but 
we’re beginning to reduce presence in Iraq 
based upon the recommendation of our com-
manders. We’ve gone from 17 to 15 battal-
ions. We kept up to about 60,000—160,000 
troops in Iraq for the elections. We held over 
about 25,000 or so on a—that were to rotate 
out—to help in the elections. Those 25,000 
are coming back, plus the reduced battalions. 
And people say, ‘‘Well, how about more for 
the rest of the year?’’ And the answer to that 
is, I’m going to do what they tell me to do. 
And that depends upon the capacity of the 
Iraqis to help us achieve victory. 

And why is victory important? Let me just 
conclude by this point. You know, it’s hard 
for some to—in our country to connect the 
rise of democracy with peace. This is an ideo-
logical struggle, as far as I’m concerned, and 
you defeat an ideology of darkness with an 
ideology of light and hope. History has prov-
en that democracies yield the peace. If you 
really look at some of the past struggles 
where—in which the United States has been 
involved, the ultimate outcome, the final 
product, was peace based upon freedom. Eu-
rope is whole, free, and at peace because of 
democracy. 

One of the examples I like to share with 
people in order to make the connection be-
tween that which we’re doing in Iraq today, 
and laying—what I call, laying the foundation 
of peace, is my relationship with Prime Min-
ister Koizumi of Japan. And the reason I like 
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to bring up this story is I find it amazing 
that my dad—old Number 41—at the age 
of 18, fought the Japanese. They were the 
sworn enemy of the United States. Many in 
this audience, I know, had relatives in that 
war. They were the bitter enemy. They had 
attacked us, just like we were attacked on 
September the 11th. People in America said, 
‘‘We’ll do everything we can to defeat this 
enemy,’’ and thousands of people lost their 
lives. 

Laura and I were over in the Far East re-
cently. I was sitting down at the table with 
the Prime Minister of our former enemy talk-
ing about how to keep the peace. We were 
talking about the spread of democracy in Iraq 
and in the Middle East as a way to counter 
an ideology that is backwards and hateful. 
We were talking about North Korea, how to 
keep the peace on the Korean Peninsula. 

Isn’t it amazing—at least it is to me—that 
some 60 years after an 18-year-old fighter 
pilot joined the Navy to fight the Japanese, 
his son is talking with the Prime Minister of 
the former enemy about keeping the peace. 
Something happened. And what happened 
was, Japan adopted a Japanese-style democ-
racy. Democracies yield the peace. And I 
firmly believe, I firmly believe that years 
from now people are going to look back and 
say, ‘‘Thank goodness the new generation of 
Americans who rose to the challenge of a war 
against terror had faith in the capacity of 
freedom to help change the world.’’ And 
someday, an American President is going to 
be talking to a duly elected leader from Iraq, 
talking about how to keep the peace for a 
generation to come. 

I want to thank you all. That is the defini-
tion of a short speech. [Laughter] Probably 
hate to hear a long one. [Laughter] All right, 
I’ll answer some questions. Start us off. 

Progress in the War on Terror/ 
Democracy 

Mr. Joe Reagan. Mr. President, thank you 
very much. As I told you, we’d like to have 
some tough and challenging questions—— 

The President. ——Washington, DC, 
press conference? 

Mr. Reagan. I thought you’d be at home 
here with that. We do want to keep these 
questions respectful, and we really do thank 

you for making the time to share this dialog 
with us—we really do. 

You’ve talked a lot about history. In your 
State of the Union after September 11th, you 
defined this war as a war on terror. In history, 
our parents’ generations had V–E Day and 
V–J Day. And in our time, we’ve seen the 
fall of the Berlin Wall and the end of the 
cold war. If you define this as a war on terror, 
will there ever be a V–T Day? And, if not, 
what do you need to do to prepare us to be 
able to go the duration? 

The President. I also said that this is a 
different kind of war, the kind of war we’ve 
never faced before. We’re not facing a na-
tion-state per se; we’re facing a shadowy net-
work of people bound together by a common 
ideology that—by the way, the enemy knows 
no rules of war. They just—they kill innocent 
people. 

And so, you’re right, I did say it’s a war. 
It’s the first war of the 21st century, but I’ve 
been emphasizing it’s a different kind of war. 
So I don’t envision a signing ceremony on 
the U.S.S. Missouri. As a matter of fact, this 
is a war in which the enemy is going to have 
to be defeated by a competing system in the 
long run. 

The short-term objective is to use our in-
telligence and our allies to hunt these people 
down. And we’re getting—we’re doing it. 
And we’re on the—we got brave, brave souls, 
who, every single day, are trying to find the 
Al Qaida leadership and the network. We’re 
doing—we’ve done a good job so far. If 
Usama bin Laden were the top guy, and Mr. 
Zawahiri—he was the person that put out the 
strategy, by the way, for Al Qaida, for every-
body to see. I don’t think he put it out for 
everybody to see. It just happened to be ex-
posed for everybody to see eventually. But 
Abu Zubaydah, Khalid Sheikh Muhammad— 
there’s a series of chief operators who are 
no longer a threat to the United States. I 
mean, we are dismantling the operators. And 
when we find them, we bring them to justice 
as quickly as we can. 

That’s the short-term strategy. There’s also 
the strategy of making it clear, if you harbor 
a terrorist—the short-term strategy of deal-
ing with threats before they come to hurt 
us—I say, before they fully materialize. One 
of the lessons of September the 11th is, when 
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you see a threat out there, you can’t assume 
that it’s not going to come to our shore any-
more. And so we’ve got to deal with it. 

Obviously, the best way to deal with these 
kinds of threats is diplomatically. We’re 
doing so in Iran. If somebody has got a ques-
tion on Iran, I’ll be glad to answer it in a 
minute. But that’s what we’re trying to get 
done. The military option is always the last 
option. The long-term victory will come by 
defeating the hopelessness and despair that 
these killers exploit with a system that is open 
and hopeful, and the only such system is a 
free system. 

And I have got faith in the capacity of peo-
ple to self-govern. Now, there is a point of 
view in this world by some that say, ‘‘Well, 
maybe certain kind of people can’t self-gov-
ern’’—which, by the way, was the attitude 
of some right after World War II—‘‘The 
enemy can’t possibly self-govern.’’ The atti-
tude was somewhat blinded by the fact that 
we were so angry at the Japanese that no 
one could see a hopeful tomorrow for them. 

I believe everybody desires to be free. 
That’s what I believe, and I believe every-
body has the capacity to self-govern. I’m 
not—never have I said nor do I believe that 
we are trying to impose our style of democ-
racy on another country. It won’t work. Each 
country has got its own cultures and own his-
tory and own tradition, and they ought to 
have their own style of democracy. But I do 
know that tyrants breed resentment and ha-
tred. And I do know that if a person is— 
if they want to be free and not allowed to 
express their belief, it causes resentment, the 
breeding grounds for a terrorist movement 
which exploits the unsettled attitudes of the 
people. 

So, in other words, it’s not going to be that 
kind of—it’s not the kind of war that you 
talked about earlier, and so the peace won’t 
be the kind of peace that we’re used to. 

Thank you. Good question. Okay. 

NSA Wiretaps/PATRIOT Act 
Q. I’d like to ask, recently in the media, 

you’ve been catching a lot of flak about that 
National Security Agency thing. 

The President. Yes. 
Q. There’s people in our States and there’s 

people that are in DC that will take and jeop-

ardize what I feel is our national security and 
our troops’ safety today for partisan advan-
tage, for political advantage. They’re starting 
an investigation in the Justice Department 
about the—looking into this, where these 
leaks came from. Is the Justice Department 
going to follow through and, if necessary, go 
after the media to take and get the answers 
and to shut these leaks up? 

The President. First, let me talk about the 
issue you brought up, and it’s a very serious 
issue. I did say to the National—it’s called 
the NSA, National Security Agency, that they 
should protect America by taking the phone 
numbers of known Al Qaida and/or affiliates 
and find out why they’re making phone calls 
into the United States, and vice versa. And 
I did so because the enemy still wants to hurt 
us. And it seems like to me that if somebody 
is talking to Al Qaida, we want to know why. 

Now, I—look, I understand people’s con-
cerns about Government eavesdropping, and 
I share those concerns as well. So obviously 
I had to make the difficult decision between 
balancing civil liberties and, on a limited 
basis—and I mean limited basis—try to find 
out the intention of the enemy. In order to 
safeguard the civil liberties of the people, we 
have this program fully scrutinized on a reg-
ular basis. It’s been authorized, reauthorized 
many times. We got lawyers looking at it 
from different branches of Government. 

We have briefed the leadership of the 
United States Congress, both Republican 
and Democrat, as well as the leaders of the 
intelligence committees, both Republicans 
and Democrats, about the nature of this pro-
gram. We gave them a chance to express 
their disapproval or approval of a limited pro-
gram taking known Al Qaida numbers— 
numbers from known Al Qaida people—and 
just trying to find out why the phone calls 
are being made. 

I can understand concerns about this pro-
gram. Before I went forward, I wanted to 
make sure I had all the legal authority nec-
essary to make this decision as your Presi-
dent. We are a rule—a country of law. We 
have a Constitution, which guides the sharing 
of power. And I take that—I put that hand 
on the Bible, and I meant it when I said I’m 
going to uphold the Constitution. I also mean 
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it when I’m going to protect the American 
people. 

I have the right as the Commander in 
Chief in a time of war to take action nec-
essary to protect the American people. And 
secondly, the Congress, in the authorization, 
basically said the President ought to—in au-
thorization of the use of troops—ought to 
protect us. Well, one way to protect us is 
to understand the nature of the enemy. Part 
of being able to deal with this kind of enemy 
in a different kind of war is to understand 
why they’re making decisions they’re making 
inside our country. 

So I want to thank you for bringing that 
up. There will be a lot of hearings and talk 
about that, but that’s good for democracy— 
just so long as the hearings, as they explore 
whether or not I have the prerogative to 
make the decision I made doesn’t tell the 
enemy what we’re doing. See, that’s the dan-
ger. 

The PATRIOT Act is up for renewal. 
That’s another piece of legislation which is 
important to protect. Do you realize that the 
PATRIOT Act has given our FBI and intel-
ligence services the same tools of sharing in-
formation that we have given to people that 
are fighting drug lords? In other words, much 
of the authorities that we ask for in the PA-
TRIOT Act to be able to fight and win the 
war on terror has already been in practice 
when it comes to dealing with drug lords. 
And I can’t tell you how important it is to 
reauthorize the legislation. 

There’s a lot of investigation, you’re right, 
in Washington—which is okay. That’s part of 
holding people to account in a democracy. 
But at one point in time the Government 
got accused of not connecting the dots. You 
might remember that debate—we didn’t 
connect the dots. And all of a sudden, we 
start connecting the dots through the PA-
TRIOT Act and the NSA decision, and we’re 
being criticized. Now, you know, I got the 
message early: Why don’t you connect dots? 
And we’re going to. And we’re going to safe-
guard the civil liberties of the people. That’s 
what you’ve got to know. 

That was a great question, thank you for 
asking it. I’m going to avoid the part on the 
press. [Laughter] 

Threat of Terrorism/Separation of 
Church and State 

Q. Mr. President, we hear a common ex-
pert opinion all the time that the terrorists 
are going to attack us—it’s not a question 
of whether; it’s a question of when. And, yes, 
that might happen. But the facts are that 
since 9/11, we haven’t had any, so thank you. 

And now to my question. You have said 
many a time to all those who will listen that 
the two major pillars of democracy are free 
and fair elections and the separation of 
church and state. However, historically and 
to date, a vast majority of the Islamists across 
nations do not believe in that simple fact of 
separation between church and state. There-
fore, how can we help change their belief, 
that for democracy to succeed, certain ele-
ments must be in place? Thank you. 

The President. It’s a great question. First, 
let me say that the enemy hasn’t attacked 
us, but they attacked others. Since Sep-
tember the 11th, there have been multiple 
attacks around the world. These guys are ac-
tive. You might remember Beslan, an attack 
on Russian schoolchildren, just killed them 
coldblooded. I remember going to the G– 
8, and there were the attacks in London. You 
know, there’s—are they Al Qaida, not Al 
Qaida? These are people that are inspired, 
at the very minimum, by Al Qaida. The 
enemy is active. They are. And we’re just 
going to do everything we can to protect you. 

Look, there have been—when you think 
about the Far East, democracy didn’t exist 
for a long period of time. And so principles, 
such as separation of church and state, were 
foreign to a lot of people where democracy 
doesn’t exist, until democracy begins to exist, 
and then it becomes a logical extension of 
democracy. 

I made a foreign policy decision in the 
Middle East that said, ‘‘We can’t tolerate the 
status quo any longer for the sake of inexpen-
sive energy.’’ In other words, there was a pe-
riod of time when people said, ‘‘Let’s just 
kind of deal with the situation as it is,’’ some-
times tolerating strong men for a economic 
objective. I changed our foreign policy that 
said, that attitude of kind of accepting the 
things the way they are is going to lead to 
the conditions that will allow the enemy to 
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continue to breed hatred and find suiciders 
and soldiers in their attempt to do harm. 

What I’m telling you is, is that the part 
of the world where we’ve started this democ-
racy initiative hasn’t known democracy, ex-
cept for in Israel and Lebanon. So to answer 
your question, it’s going to be the spread of 
democracy, itself, that shows folks the impor-
tance of separation of church and state. And 
that is why the Constitution written in Iraq 
is an important Constitution, because it sepa-
rates church and state for the first time in 
a modern-day constitution in Iraq. 

The Iraqi example is going to spread. I 
believe that—one of the big issues in the 
Middle East is women’s rights, the freedom 
of women, that they’re not treated fairly. And 
yet, when you’re guaranteed rights under a 
Constitution and people are able to see that 
life is improving, it will cause others to say, 
‘‘I want the same kind of right.’’ 

Part of our strategy in order to keep the 
peace is to encourage the spread of democ-
racy, and the enemy understands that. The 
enemy knows that a democracy, as it spreads, 
will help deal with issues such as the separa-
tion of—it will encourage the separation of 
church and state, will encourage women to 
rise up and say, ‘‘We want to be treated 
equally,’’ will mean that mothers will be able 
to have confidence that their young daughter 
will have an opportunity to achieve the same 
as a young son. And those thoughts frighten 
the enemy. It’s hard to believe, but it does. 

So to answer your question, concepts that 
we take for granted in democracy are foreign 
because the system of government has yet 
to take hold. But when it takes hold, it will 
become—people will begin to understand 
the wisdom of that part of the democratic 
process. 

Let’s see, let me—kind of searching 
around. Yes, sir? 

Immigration/Mexico-U.S. Border 
The President. Hola—en Mexico? 
Q. Monterrey. We went for Christmas, to 

spend Christmas with my family in Mexico. 
And, you know, my family, friends, media, 
President Fox, they’re talking about the wall 
that the United States wants to build across 
the border with Mexico. My question for you 
is, what is your opinion or your position about 

that wall? And, you know, when people ask 
me how can I justify the answer to build a 
wall, other than saying, ‘‘We don’t want you 
here,’’ you know? 

The President. Yes, great question. 
Q. Thank you. 
The President. His question is on immi-

gration. Let me talk about immigration. We 
have an obligation to enforce our borders. 
There are people—[applause]—hold on—let 
me just—save it for a full answer. [Laughter] 
And we do for a lot of reasons. The main 
reason is security reasons, seems like to me. 
And security means more than just a terrorist 
slipping in. It means drugs. The mayor was 
telling me that there’s a lot of crime around 
the country—he’s been studying this—be-
cause of drug use. And who knows if they’re 
being smuggled in from Mexico, but drugs 
do get smuggled in. So it’s a security issue. 
It’s more than just the war on terror security 
issue. It’s the issue of being able to try to 
secure the lifestyle of our country from the 
use of drugs, drug importation, for example. 
A lot of things get smuggled across. Gen-
erally, when you’re smuggling something, it’s 
against the law. So we have an obligation of 
enforcing the border. That’s what the Amer-
ican people expect. 

Now, you mentioned wall. The intent is 
to use fencing in some areas, particularly in 
urban centers, where people have found it 
easy to cross illegally into the country. It is 
impractical to build a wall all the way up and 
down the border. Look, I was the old Gov-
ernor of Texas—you can’t build a wall up and 
down the entire length of the border of the 
United States. But you can find those border 
crossing points in high urban areas and use 
some construction. You can be able to put 
berms up in order to prevent people from 
smuggling people across the border. There 
are ways to use electronics to be able to help 
our Border Patrol agents detect people who 
are illegally coming into the country. And 
we’re getting—we’re kind of modernizing 
the border, I guess is the best way to put 
it. 

I mean, there is an electronic wall, to a 
certain extent, on parts of our border where 
there may be an unmanned drone flying 
along that radios to a Border Patrol center 
that says, ‘‘Hey, we’ve got people sneaking 
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across illegally; find them.’’ The second as-
pect—and so we are going to enforce the 
border as best as we possibly can. It’s our 
duty. 

Secondly, one of the problems we’ve faced 
is that people get stopped, and they get let 
back out in society and say, ‘‘Come on back 
for your hearing.’’ But guess what? They 
don’t come back for the hearing. That’s the 
catch-and-release. And we’re trying to 
change that, particularly for those from Cen-
tral America who’ve come up from Central 
America through Mexico and the United 
States. 

The reason most people come is to work. 
I always have said that family values do not 
stop at the Rio Grande River. There are some 
jobs Americans will not do that are being 
filled by people who want to feed their fami-
lies. And that’s what’s happening. And my 
attitude about that is, is that when you find 
a willing worker and a company who can’t 
find an American to do the job, there ought 
to be a legal way, on a temporary basis, to 
fill that job. 

And so let me finish real quick. It is com-
passionate—by the way, it is important to en-
force the border. President Fox understands 
he’s got to enforce his border in the south 
of Mexico, by the way, from people coming 
up from the south. It is compassionate to rec-
ognize why most people are here, and they’re 
here to work. 

It also makes sense to take pressure off 
the border by giving people a legal means, 
on a temporary basis, to come here, so they 
don’t have to sneak across. Now, some of you 
all may be old enough to remember the days 
of Prohibition. I’m not. [Laughter] But re-
member, we illegalized whisky, and guess 
what? People found all kinds of ways to make 
it and to run it. NASCAR got started—posi-
tive thing that came out of all that. [Laugh-
ter] 

What you’re having here is, you’ve created 
a—you’ve made it illegal for people to come 
here to work, that other Americans won’t do, 
and guess what has happened? A horrible in-
dustry has grown up. You’ve got folks right 
here in Kentucky who are hiring people to 
do jobs Americans won’t do, and you say, 
‘‘Show me your papers,’’ and they’ve been 

forged, and the employer doesn’t know about 
it. 

Part of making sure that immigration pol-
icy works is, you hold employers to account. 
But how can you hold them to account when 
they’re being presented with forged docu-
ments? A whole forgery industry has grown 
up around this. We’ve got good, honorable 
people coming to work to put food on their 
tables, being stuffed in the back of 18-wheel-
ers. We’ve got people being smuggled by 
what they call coyotes into the deserts and 
asked to walk across. And they’re dying be-
cause they’re trying to get to work, and 
they’re being mistreated. In other words, this 
underground industry is creating a human 
condition that any American wouldn’t accept. 
I mean, it’s just not right. 

And so I think, yes, absolutely enforce the 
border but, at the same time, have a recogni-
tion that people are going to come here to 
work if an American won’t do the job, so let’s 
make it legal on a temporary basis. And I 
mean a temporary-workers’ card that’s tam-
per proof, that gives the employer satisfac-
tion they’re not breaking the law, that says, 
‘‘You can come here for a period of time, 
and you go home.’’ 

Now, the big issue on this—besides en-
forcing the border—is amnesty. I am against 
amnesty. And the reason I am against am-
nesty—amnesty means automatic citizen-
ship—I’m against automatic citizenship, in all 
due respect to others in our country that be-
lieve it’s a good thing. And I’m against it be-
cause all that, in my judgment, would do 
would cause another 8 to 11 million people 
to come here to try to be able to get the 
same—hopefully put the pressure on the sys-
tem to create automatic citizenship. So I 
think the best solution is the one I just de-
scribed. And it’s an issue that’s going to be 
important for the American people to con-
duct in a way that honors our values. 

We value—every life is important. We 
hold everybody up to respect. We should, 
you know? But we’re going to enforce our 
laws at the same time. And I think you can 
do both in a compassionate way. I appreciate 
you asking that question. Thank you. 

Yes, ma’am. 
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Education/No Child Left Behind Act 
Q. President Bush, I’ve been an educator 

in five States for 36 years. 
The President. Thank you. 
Q. Thank you. Right up there with national 

security, I think, is the issue of education of 
every single person in the United States. It’s 
of crucial importance to our future. And 
given the challenges in the world, the fact 
that we have to keep this Nation secure in 
the future and that we have to deal with all 
sorts of threats—many of which we don’t 
know—what do you think we need to do bet-
ter in education to provide a well-educated 
citizenry that will meet those challenges and 
keep us secure? 

The President. No, I appreciate it. Listen, 
part of security is economic security. And one 
way to make sure we’re economically secure 
in a competitive world is to make sure every 
child gets a good education. It’s a huge issue 
for America to make sure the public school 
system functions. 

First, let me just say, the public school sys-
tem is important for our country, and we 
want it to work. The public school system 
in the past has provided an avenue for suc-
cess, and we’ve got to make sure we continue 
to do so. 

Let me start with grades K through 12. 
We passed what’s called the No Child Left 
Behind Act. It is a really good piece of legis-
lation—at least, in my humble opinion. And 
the reason why is, it says every child can 
learn, and we expect every child to learn. In 
other words, in return for Federal money— 
and we’ve increased spending for Title I kids 
up somewhere about 40-something percent, 
and elementary and secondary school pro-
grams gone up 41 percent—listen, I’m a local 
control guy. But I also am a results person, 
and I said we’re spending a lot of money, 
particularly on poor kids. And I think it 
makes sense for the taxpayers to know wheth-
er or not those kids can read and write and 
add and subtract. 

And so we said, ‘‘In return for receiving 
this money, you’ve got to test’’—not the Fed-
eral Government is going to test—‘‘You test. 
You design the test,’’ Governors can figure 
out the right way to test, to determine wheth-
er or not children can read and write and 
add and subtract. 

You can’t solve a problem until you diag-
nose it. And I was worried—when I was the 
Governor of my own State, I was worried 
about a system that did not test. And so we 
were just kind of hoping things went well, 
and we’re just going to shuffle through. And 
guess who gets shuffled through? Poor black 
kids get shuffled through. Young Latinos get 
shuffled through. You know, let’s just kind 
of socially promote them. And so step one 
of making sure that the education system 
works is to measure to determine whether 
it is working. 

Step two is to correct problems early, be-
fore it’s late. And so part of the No Child 
Left Behind bill is supplemental services 
money, per child, to help a child get up to 
speed at grade level by the appropriate time. 

Step three is to be able to use the account-
ability system to determine whether the cur-
riculum you’re using is working. I don’t know 
if you’ve had these debates here in Kentucky, 
but I can remember them a while ago—we 
were debating what kind of reading instruc-
tion works, and it was a hot debate. Every-
body had their opinion. The best way to de-
termine what kind of reading program works 
is to measure to determine what kind of read-
ing program works. 

Four, you’ve got to have your parents in-
volved in your schools. The best way—one 
good way to get your parents involved is to 
put the scores out there for everybody to see. 
It’s amazing how many people go to schools 
and say, ‘‘Gosh, my kid is going to a fabulous 
school,’’ until they see the score for the 
school next door may be better. 

Step five is—on the accountability system 
is what we call disaggregate results. Do you 
realize in the old accountability systems, they 
didn’t bother to look at the African American 
kids stand-alone? They just kind of looked 
at everybody and assumed everybody was 
doing good. That is not good enough for the 
future of this country. If we expect every 
child to learn, we got to measure every child 
and analyze whether or not those children 
are learning. 

Step six is to make sure local folks run the 
schools. I can remember talking about No 
Child Left Behind. I saw a lot of my friends 
in Texas glaze over: ‘‘He’s going to Wash-
ington, and he’s going to change. He’s going 
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to start telling us how to run the schools.’’ 
Quite the contrary. The No Child Left Be-
hind Act actually devolves power to the local 
level. All we say is, ‘‘You measure. You show 
us. And if there’s something wrong, you fig-
ure out how to correct it.’’ You don’t want 
Washington, DC, telling people how to run 
their schools. And it’s working. No Child Left 
Behind is working. 

And how do we know? Because we’re 
measuring. There’s an achievement gap in 
America that’s not right. And that’s wrong. 
Not enough African American 4th grade kids 
could read at grade level. But it’s increasing 
dramatically. Something is happening out 
there, thanks to good principals and good 
teachers and concerned parents and a sys-
tem—and a system—that focuses on results. 
We’ve got to extend this to high schools. 

Now, we’ve got a problem when it comes 
to math and science. Our kids test fine. Math 
and science 8th grade test lousy—math and 
science in high school—and that’s a problem. 
In my State of the Union, I’m going to ad-
dress this. I’m going to hold a little back here. 
But in order for us to be competitive, we 
better make darn sure our future has got the 
skills to fill the jobs of the 21st century. 

It was one thing in the past to go to a 
public school, become literate, and then go 
out there and make a living with your back. 
That’s not what’s going to happen in the next 
30 or 40 years. We’ve got to have children 
that are Internet savvy. We’ve got to have 
kids that are the best in science and engi-
neering and math; otherwise, jobs are going 
to go to where the workforce is that got those 
skills. And that’s the real challenge facing us. 

Fantastic question. Thanks. I’m pandering, 
I know, but it is really one of the most impor-
tant challenges we face. 

And I’m looking forward to working with 
Congress to, one, build on No Child Left Be-
hind. I will refuse to allow any weakening 
of accountability. I remember people saying 
to me, ‘‘It’s racist to measure.’’ I’m telling 
you, it’s racist not to measure. That’s what 
I think. They say, ‘‘You’re teaching the 
test’’—I’m telling you if a child can read, it 
can pass a reading comprehensive test. And 
so accountability coupled with a smart use 
of resources to focus on math and science, 
I think, is the proper strategy to help deal 

with an issue that is an important issue for 
the future of this country. 

Yes, ma’am. 

National Economy/Social Security 
Reform 

Q. Hello, Mr. President. You just made 
a very poignant—about math and science. I 
am a—number one, I’d like to thank you for 
taking time to be here. I think all of us would 
reiterate that. I am a businessowner, and I 
am living the American Dream. And I would 
like to personally thank you for having a will 
that will not be broken, and the men and 
women of the Armed Forces that protect the 
freedoms that we have had and that we of-
tentimes take for granted and give us this 
way of life. 

So as a businessowner, though, my greatest 
challenge is, I worked 20 years in the civil 
engineering arena before starting my compa-
nies. And the thing that is really frightening 
to me is our—we have a true weakness, a 
wave that’s coming in both the engineering 
arena, the sciences, as well as construction— 
construction inspectors. There’s going to be 
a huge—these baby boomers that are starting 
to retire, that knowledge base that’s getting 
ready to go away, and there is no one to re-
place it that’s compelling enough. What 
could you suggest that corporate America can 
do to help in this deficit? 

The President. No, I appreciate it. First, 
thanks for owning your own business. I love 
being the President of a country where peo-
ple can—I’m not saying you started with 
nothing, but, you know, have a dream and 
end up with owning your own business. As 
a matter of fact, the small-business sector of 
America is really the job creators of America. 
Things are going good when it comes to job 
creation, 4.5 million new jobs since April of 
2003. A lot of it has to do with the fact that 
the entrepreneurial spirit is strong and vi-
brant and alive. 

Corporate America—big corporate Amer-
ica does a good job of training people. It’s 
in their interest. It would be helpful if they 
didn’t have to spend so much time on train-
ing people by having a literate workforce to 
begin with—literate in math, literate in 
science, literate in all different aspects of 
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what is going to be necessary to fill the skill 
base of the 21st century. 

One of my initiatives, and one that I hope 
you’re taking advantage of here in Kentucky, 
is the use of the community college system. 
The community college system is really an 
interesting part of our education network and 
fabric because the community colleges are 
available—in other words, they’re plentiful. 
They are affordable, relative to the different 
kinds of higher-education institutions. And 
interestingly enough, I’d like to describe 
them as they’re market-driven, if run prop-
erly. In other words, their curriculum can ad-
just. 

And what you want is a community college 
system that works with the local industry and 
says—just take the health care industry. You 
know, we need a certain type of nurse practi-
tioner, for example. Or we need x-ray tech-
nologists, or whatever. And that you have a 
community college system that will help de-
sign the system that will enable a person to 
go from one industry to the next, where 
there’s a bright future. So a lot of job training 
to make sure that people have the skills that 
you’re talking about, they are transferable 
and trainable skills. But there needs to be 
the place where they can find those skills, 
particularly those who have already gotten 
out of college. 

Do you realize that between age 18 and 
38, it’s estimated that a person will change 
jobs 10 times, coming down the future, which 
means that there’s a lot of activity in our 
economy, a lot of vibrancy. But the danger 
is, is that people aren’t going to have the skills 
that fill the jobs that keep us competitive. 
And the community college system is a won-
derful opportunity. The Federal Government 
can provide job training grants, which we do, 
125 million last budget cycle—I’m asking for 
the same this budget cycle, if you don’t mind, 
Members of Congress. [Laughter] 

Let me talk about small businesses real 
quick. In order for America to be competi-
tive, not only do we need a skilled workforce, 
we’ve got to have certainty in our Tax Code. 
In order to get this economy going out of 
a recession and a stock market collapse and 
scandals, I had called upon Congress, and 
they delivered meaningful tax relief. The 
worst thing that could happen when you’re 

trying to plan your small business, or any 
business, is to wonder what the taxes are 
going to be like. You know, when old George 
W. leaves, are the taxes going to go—I mean, 
how do we plan for the future? I strongly 
urge the United States Congress, this year, 
to make all the tax relief we passed perma-
nent. 

People will say, ‘‘Well, how are you going 
to balance the budget?’’ Well, let me warn 
you that raising taxes doesn’t necessarily 
equate to balancing budgets. As a matter of 
fact, in my judgment, if we raise the taxes, 
all that will mean is Congress will increase 
spending. The way to balance the budget is 
to set priorities and to hold people to account 
in Washington, which is what we’re doing. 

Now, the biggest increases in the budget, 
however, are not the discretionary ac-
counts—they’re what’s called mandatory ac-
counts. And that’s the increase of Medicare 
and Social Security. And this is a big issue 
that I know you didn’t ask me about, but I’m 
going to tell you anyway, my opinion. Be-
cause you mentioned baby boomer, and that 
happens to be me. And a lot of people like 
me, my age, are fixing to retire. I’m going 
to be 62 in 2008, which is a convenient year 
to turn 62. [Laughter] And a lot of them— 
and there are fewer people paying into the 
system. And the benefits I’ve been promised 
are going up faster than the rate of inflation. 
And we can’t afford it, and we need to do 
something about it now. 

One of the real drains and real threats to 
our economy is the inability of Congress to 
be able to confront the Medicare and Social 
Security issue, the unwillingness to take on 
the tough political job. I worked hard last 
year. I laid out a lot of solutions that I think 
will work. It didn’t work. We’ve still got a 
problem. I’m going to keep talking about it. 
My job is to confront problems, as your Presi-
dent, and not just hope they go away. This 
one is not going away. And so we need to 
deal with the fact that a bunch of baby 
boomers are retiring with fewer workers pay-
ing into the system in order to make sure 
we’re competitive, in order to make sure that 
we can balance the budgets. 

Now, Congress took a good step in cutting 
mandatory spending by $40 billion over the 
next years. And that’s important. By the way, 
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that was just reforming the systems. It wasn’t 
cutting meat out of the systems; it was re-
forming the systems so they work better. And 
then when you get back, you need to pass 
that—I know you will—in order to show the 
country that you’ve got the will necessary to 
take on the tough issues. And so, you didn’t 
ask, and I told you. Anyway. [Laughter] Hope 
I can do something about it. I’m going to 
keep talking about it until we can get some-
thing done. It’s really important. One of 
these days, more and more Americans are 
going to realize that the Congress has got 
to make something happen, otherwise we’re 
going to pass on a disaster for our kids. And 
that’s just the truth. And, you know, the truth 
wins out when it’s all said and done. So don’t 
be surprised if I keep talking about it. 

Yes, sir, and then I’ll get the little guy up 
there. 

Health Care Reform 
Q. Mr. President, we’d like to talk about 

health care a little bit. 
The President. Okay. 
Q. As a small-business owner, like a lot 

of people in this room, we look at the dra-
matic cost increase that has been passed 
along, and that we all really struggle with: 
How do we provide our employees with 
health insurance that’s comprehensive? And 
we all view you as a very pragmatic problem 
solver, and we’d like you to take this one on, 
sir. 

The President. Okay, I am. Thank you. 
Here’s my view of the role of the Federal 
Government. The Federal Government 
needs to help the poor, and we do that 
through a program called Medicaid. I was 
just talking to the Governor today about how 
best to get the Medicaid program in Ken-
tucky able to meet the needs, both budget 
needs, but more importantly, the social 
needs. 

The Federal Government made a commit-
ment when Lyndon Baines Johnson was the 
President that we would take care of the el-
derly when it came to health care, and that’s 
why it was important to reform Medicare, 
to make sure the Medicare system was a 
modern system. 

There’s two different issues in Medicare. 
One is the long-term structural problem of 

paying for Medicare as more baby boomers 
retire and fewer people paying in the system. 
But the short-term issue was to have a Medi-
care system that frankly was not modern 
enough. If you’re going to make a commit-
ment to your seniors, you’ve got to make sure 
the seniors have got modern medicine. And 
part of modern medicine was prescription 
drugs. 

And so the new Medicare law that came 
into being in January of this year, for the first 
time incorporates prescription drug coverage 
available in Medicare, as a modernization of 
the system. The rest of the people ought to 
be encouraged to have affordable health care 
that really does put the consumer and the 
provider in touch with each other, I guess 
is the best way to put it. We need a more 
consumer-driven pricing mechanism in 
health care in order to be able to properly 
deal with the inflation you’re talking about. 
One aspect of it is, people make purchases 
in the health care without really realizing 
there may be other options available to them. 

We need to make sure we expand informa-
tion technology. I am told—a lot of health 
care guys here can tell you—that the mod-
ernization of health care, when it comes to 
information technology, should save up to 20 
to 25 percent of cost, as well as reducing a 
lot of medical errors. By that I mean, every-
body ought to have an electronic medical 
record that you’re able to transfer from pro-
vider to provider. You know, the day of a 
person carrying these thick files of medical 
paper, and most of the time it’s hard to read 
because doctors can’t write hardly at all, 
and—but it needs to be modernized. There’s 
a lot of inefficiency, what I’m telling you, in 
the health care field, particularly when it 
comes to information sharing. 

Thirdly, it seems like to me, and this is 
a—health care is a particular problem for 
small businesses, and I fully understand that. 
It’s becoming an unmanageable cost, putting 
our CEOs of small businesses in the unfortu-
nate position of saying, ‘‘I can’t pay for you 
anymore.’’ 

Three ideas. First, health savings accounts, 
which is a new product passed as part of the 
new Medicare bill, which is an evolving prod-
uct that enables a business and/or worker to 
be able to buy a catastrophic plan and put 
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the incidental costs of medicine into the plan 
on a tax-free basis. That’s a lot of words. Look 
into it, is what I’m telling you. And I think 
Congress needs to expand HSAs and their 
use and their tax advantages, relative to cor-
porate taxation when it comes to health care. 
Look at them. I’m not kidding you. Take a 
look at health savings accounts. Any small- 
business owner in Kentucky ought to be look-
ing—and Indiana ought to be looking. 

Secondly, we must allow small businesses 
to pool risk across jurisdictional boundaries. 
These are called association health plans. In 
other words, a restauranteur in Kentucky 
ought to be allowed to put his or her employ-
ees in the same risk pool as a restauranteur 
in Texas in order to be able to get the econo-
mies of sharing risk, just like big companies 
are able to do. These are called association 
health plans. 

Thirdly, one of the reasons why the cost 
of medicine is going up and the availability 
of medicine is declining, particularly in spe-
cialty fields like ob-gyn, is because of law-
suits. Make no mistake about it, medical li-
ability lawsuits is driving up the cost of your 
insurance. Now, when I went to Washington, 
I said, ‘‘This is a local issue. This is something 
the Governors ought to figure out how to 
solve,’’ until I began to analyze the cost of 
lawsuits on the Federal budget. And those 
costs go up as a result of increased premiums 
and what’s called the defensive practice of 
medicine. If you’re living in a society that’s 
got a lot of lawsuits and you’re worried about 
getting sued, you’re going to practice extra 
medicine to make sure that if you do get 
sued, that you can say in the court of law, 
‘‘I did not only everything expected, I did 
double what was expected, Your Honor. I’m 
innocent.’’ 

So the defensive practice of medicine runs 
up the cost that you pay at the Federal level. 
And so I decided to do something about it 
and proposed a piece of legislation—it got 
out of the House, and I want to thank you 
all for passing it—that says, ‘‘If you’re in-
jured, you’re going to be taken care of,’’ but 
we’re not going to let these frivolous lawsuits 
run up the cost of medicine. There ought 
to be reasonable limits. There ought to be 
reasonableness in the legal system so that the 

small-business owner can get affordable 
health care. 

And so there are three ideas that should 
address—I think it will address—your con-
cerns. There is a philosophical struggle in 
Washington on this issue. There are some 
really decent people who believe that the 
Federal Government ought to be the decider 
of health care—not just for the elderly, not 
just for the poor, but for all people. I strongly 
disagree. I believe the best health care sys-
tem is one in which there is a direct connect 
between provider and customer, where there 
is transparency in the pricing system, where 
there is an information system that is modern 
and flows, and in which people are held to 
account for medical errors but not to the 
point where the cost of medicine has gotten 
out of control. Good question. 

Little guy, how old are you? 

Public Support for the War on Terror/ 
Responsible Debate 

Q. Seven. 
The President. See. That’s good. [Laugh-

ter] 
Q. How can people help on the war on 

terror? 
The President. Well, that’s the hardest 

question I’ve had all day. [Laughter] 
First of all, I expect there to be an honest 

debate about Iraq, and welcome it. People 
can help, however, by making sure the tone 
of this debate is respectful and is mindful 
about what messages out of the country can 
do to the morale of our troops. 

I fully expect in a democracy—I expect 
and, frankly, welcome the voices of people 
saying, you know, ‘‘Mr. President, you 
shouldn’t have made that decision,’’ or, you 
know, ‘‘You should have done it a better 
way.’’ I understand that. What I don’t like 
is when somebody said, ‘‘He lied,’’ or, 
‘‘They’re in there for oil,’’ or, ‘‘They’re doing 
it because of Israel.’’ That’s the kind of de-
bate that basically says the mission and the 
sacrifice were based on false premise. It’s one 
thing to have a philosophical difference, and 
I can understand people being abhorrent 
about war. War is terrible. But one way peo-
ple can help as we’re coming down the pike 
in the 2006 elections, is remember the effect 
that rhetoric can have on our troops in harm’s 
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way and the effect that rhetoric can have in 
emboldening or weakening an enemy. 

So that was a good question. Thank you. 
Let’s see, yes, ma’am. I’m running out of 

time here. You’re paying me a lot of money, 
and I’ve got to get back to work. [Laughter] 

Progress in Iraq 
Q. Thank you for taking the time with us. 
The President. I’m thrilled to be here. 
Q. Along with the 7-year-old, my question 

is, how is it that the people of Iraq, when 
polled, have more hope about their future 
than the rest of the world has, with regard 
to what we’re doing in Iraq? How can we 
get the positive things that are happening in 
Iraq—how can we get everybody to know 
what’s happening out there? 

The President. Well, I appreciate that 
question. And obviously, I’ve thought long 
and hard about it. Part of my job is to make 
sure and to keep explaining and explaining 
and explaining in as realistic a way as possible 
about why we’re there and why it’s necessary, 
in order to remind the American people 
about the stakes involved. That’s why I’ve 
come here, for example. 

You don’t want your Government running 
your press. That would be the worst thing 
that could happen. That would mean we have 
just fallen prey to exactly that which we’re 
trying to liberate people from in Iraq. And 
my own judgment is that action on the 
ground will win the day. I mean, results will 
ultimately trump kind of the short-term 
glimpse at things. So my job and the job of 
those of us in the administration, the job of 
those who have made the decision to go in 
there—not just me but Members of Con-
gress that voted to support our military must 
continue to explain and keep the American 
people engaged. 

I am not surprised that Iraqis feel more 
confident about the future than Americans 
do. They were the ones who lived under the 
tyrant. They were the ones whose families 
got gassed by his chemical weapons. They 
were the ones who, if they spoke out, were 
harassed by a police state. It must be a mag-
nificent feeling to be liberated from the 
clutches of a tyrant. 

Secondly, much of life is normal in Iraq. 
And you talk to people who go there, and 

they come back and tell you that change is 
significant and palpable. People can see the 
difference; there’s vibrancy. What we see, of 
course, is isolated incidents of terror. And 
as I mentioned earlier to you, it hurts—it 
hits our conscience. America is a wonderful 
country because we’re a country of con-
science. It bothers us to see not only our own 
troops die but it bothers us to see an Iraqi 
kid killed. That’s the nature of our society; 
we don’t treat life in a cavalier way. We be-
lieve in America—and it’s one of the really 
beautiful things about America—that every 
life is precious. That’s what we believe. And 
so I’m not surprised that there is a different 
attitude inside the country than our own. 

Ultimately, here in America, success on 
the ground in Iraq—and I’ve defined what 
victory means before—will buoy the spirits 
of our people. And in the meantime, I’ve got 
to go to places like Louisville, Kentucky, and 
sit down and spend time giving it my best 
shot to describe to you my decision-making 
process, the philosophy behind which this 
Government is operating, and my optimism 
about our capacity to achieve our objective. 

And my deep belief, my firm and deep 
belief is that the sacrifices being made today 
will inure to the benefit of our children and 
grandchildren. On the one hand, we have got 
to protect America, and we’re working hard 
to do so. Every day you’ve got good citizens 
in your country making sacrifices to either 
find an enemy that’s hiding somewhere or 
picking up information that we can use to 
protect us. In the long run, we have got to 
have faith in a great system of government 
that, over the ages, has proven to be the foun-
dation for peace. 

Listen, I want to thank you all for giving 
me a chance to come by. May God bless you 
all. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:18 p.m. in the 
Kentucky International Convention Center. In his 
remarks, he referred to Joe Reagan, president and 
chief executive officer, Greater Louisville, Inc.; 
Gov. Ernie Fletcher and Lt. Gov. Stephen B. 
Pence of Kentucky; Mayor Jerry E. Abramson of 
Louisville, KY; former President Saddam Hussein 
of Iraq; Ayman Al-Zawahiri, founder of the Egyp-
tian Islamic Jihad and senior Al Qaida associate; 
Gen. John P. Abizaid, USA, combatant com-
mander, U.S. Central Command; Gen. George W. 
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Casey, Jr., USA, commanding general, Multi-Na-
tional Force—Iraq; Usama bin Laden, leader of 
the Al Qaida terrorist organization; Abu 
Zubaydah, senior Al Qaida associate, who was cap-
tured in Pakistan on March 28, 2002; Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed, senior Al Qaida leader re-
sponsible for planning the September 11, 2001, 
terrorist attack, who was captured in Pakistan on 
March 1, 2003; Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi 
of Japan; and President Vicente Fox of Mexico. 

Remarks Prior to a Meeting of Small- 
Business Owners and Community 
Leaders in New Orleans, Louisiana 
January 12, 2006 

It’s good to be back in your city. I appre-
ciate the Lieutenant Governor and Members 
of the United States Congress for being here 
as well. I particularly want to thank the small- 
business owners of New Orleans. I’m looking 
forward to hearing what you have to say 
about your traditions and your hopes, your 
frustrations. We all share the same goal, and 
that’s to have this great city rise again, to 
be a shining part of the South. 

I think this can be a better city, and to 
this end, I’ve done a couple of things. One, 
I appointed my friend Don Powell to be 
down here to help implement the strategy 
developed by the mayor and the Governor 
and Lieutenant Governor. In other words, I 
believe the best strategy for the rebuilding 
of New Orleans and the revitalization of the 
parishes around New Orleans is for the local 
folks to design the strategy and to have the 
Federal Government become a partner. 

And I want to thank you for putting a com-
mittee together—I know you did, as well, 
Mitch. Powell’s job is to come down and help 
interface and interact. I’ve told the people 
down here that the Federal Government has 
got a major role to play. So far we’ve appro-
priated or made available $85 billion in relief 
along the gulf coast. About $25 billion of that 
has been spent—there’s $60 billion in the 
pipeline, thanks to the good work of the 
Members of the Congress and the United 
States Senate. 

One issue I do want to touch on is the 
levees. Now, the mayor made it very clear 
to me that we need a Federal policy, a strong 
Federal policy on the levees in order to en-

courage investors and investment in New Or-
leans. In other words, if there’s any doubt 
about levees, people wouldn’t be willing to 
reinvest in this city. If we couldn’t get people 
to reinvest in this city, the recovery wouldn’t 
be as strong as we hope it to be. 

Working with the Corps of Engineers, 
we’ve put forth a plan that said that the levee 
system will be stronger and better than the 
previous levee system. And we put a request 
in for $3.1 billion, plus money to study how 
possibly to make this system even better. Un-
fortunately, at the very last minute in the ap-
propriations process, some Members of Con-
gress moved $1.4 billion of that $3.1 billion 
to projects not directly related to New Orle-
ans and the surrounding area. And so, in 
order to make sure that this city gets the 
money necessary to make sure that the levees 
are stronger and better, Congress needs to 
restore that $1.4 billion directly into projects 
for New Orleans and the surrounding par-
ishes. I’m looking forward to working with 
the Members of the Congress to make sure 
that money is restored. 

Secondly, I understand that one of the 
keys to success is going to be private-sector 
initiatives. That’s why we’ve got the small- 
business owners here and the mayor—[in-
audible]—responsible for making sure New 
Orleans is well represented to the rest of the 
country, and that is Stephen, who is a part 
of the Chamber. One way to make sure that 
the private sector leads the recovery for New 
Orleans is to make sure the tax laws encour-
age investment. And I want to thank the 
Members of Congress for passing the GO 
Zone legislation which encourages invest-
ment. And that will be helpful for the folks 
here. 

And finally, I know housing is a particularly 
difficult issue, an important issue. You can’t 
have a revitalized New Orleans unless people 
have a place to live. And we look forward 
to working with the mayor and the State on 
implementing the vision, but want to remind 
people that in the new appropriations bill I 
signed is $11.5 billion of CDBG money. In 
Mississippi, the Governor intends to use that 
money on uninsured housing—to pay for the 
uninsured folks who didn’t have flood insur-
ance. And the law is written so that the State, 
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in working in conjunction with the local au-
thorities, can spend that money in a way to 
help recovery. 

We’re aware of the issues here. I’m looking 
forward to hearing more from you all about 
how we can continue to work together. I will 
tell you, the contrast between when I was 
last here and today, Stephen, is pretty dra-
matic. It may be hard for you to see, but 
from when I first came here to today, New 
Orleans is reminding me of the city I used 
to come to visit. It’s a heck of a place to 
bring your family. It’s a great place to find 
some of the greatest food in the world and 
some wonderful fun. And I’m glad you got 
your infrastructure back on its feet. I know 
you’re beginning to welcome citizens from 
all around the country here to New Orleans. 
And for folks around the country who are 
looking for a great place to have a convention 
or a great place to visit, I’d suggest coming 
here to the great New Orleans. 

Anyway, thank you all very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:12 a.m. in the 
New Orleans Metropolitan Convention Center 
and Visitors Bureau, Inc. In his remarks, he re-
ferred to Gov. Kathleen Babineaux Blanco and 
Lt. Gov. Mitchell J. Landrieu of Louisiana; Don-
ald E. Powell, Chairman, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, who is coordinating Federal 
gulf coast relief efforts; Mayor C. Ray Nagin of 
New Orleans, LA; Stephen J. Perry, president and 
chief executive officer, New Orleans Metropolitan 
Convention and Visitors Bureau; and Gov. Haley 
Barbour of Mississippi. A tape was not available 
for verification of the content of these remarks. 

Remarks on Gulf Coast 
Reconstruction in St. Louis, 
Mississippi 
January 12, 2006 

Thank you all. Please be seated. Haley said 
that it’s protocol not to introduce the Presi-
dent. Well, that shows what he knows about 
protocol. [Laughter] He just introduced me. 
[Laughter] Thanks for having me back. My 
first observation is, it’s good to see—to be 
able to look in people’s eyes and not see them 
all bloodshot. [Laughter] 

I can remember coming here, the times 
I came and looked hard in people’s eyes and 
saw a sense of desperation and worry and 

deep, deep concern about the future. I’m 
sure there is still concern about the future, 
but the eyes have cleared up. There’s a sense 
of optimism. There’s a hope. There’s a little 
bounce in people’s step. I’m not surprised; 
the people down here have showed incred-
ible courage. And I want to thank you for 
showing the rest of our country what it means 
to survive an incredible hardship with high 
spirits. 

Your Governor has done a magnificent job. 
He went up to Washington—[applause]. You 
know, it’s nice of him to give me the credit 
to sign the bill. It’s nice of him to compliment 
Congressman Taylor, who deserves to be 
complimented, and compliment—and Con-
gressman Chip Pickering, both of whom are 
here, and I thank them for coming. It’s wise 
of him to compliment Senator Lott and Sen-
ator Cochran. [Laughter] And he’s right to 
compliment them. But the truth of the mat-
ter is, the person who deserve the biggest 
compliment, in my judgment, is the man who 
brought the will of the Mississippi people, 
the needs of the Mississippi people up to 
Washington, DC, and fashioned one heck of 
a piece of legislation for the people of this 
important State. Thank you, Governor, for 
your hard work. 

And I want to thank Marsha for being here 
as well. I don’t know how you put up with 
him for all these years. [Laughter] You must 
be a patient soul. But he married well, just 
like me. And speaking about that, Laura 
sends her best wishes to all of you all. She’s 
looking forward to coming back down here. 
She’s not going to believe the difference be-
tween the last time she was here and today. 

It’s hard sometimes, unless you’ve got a 
perspective. I have the perspective of having 
spent some time here but not all my time. 
And I can remember what was and now what 
is, and I can see what’s going to be too. And 
it’s going to be a better gulf coast of Mis-
sissippi. 

I want to thank Roy Bernardi, who is the 
Deputy Secretary of HUD. He’s going to 
have some stuff to do to make sure this part 
of the world rebounds. I like your mayors. 
They’re down-to-earth people. They are 
good, solid people—Mayor Eddie Favre. You 
know, one time a buddy of mine said, when 
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*White House correction 

the baseball players and owners couldn’t fig-
ure out an agreement and they went on strike 
and quit Major League Baseball, he said, 
‘‘I’m never going back to a baseball game 
for 10 years.’’ And I said, sure, you know. 
And he’s a great baseball fan. And, sure 
enough, last year was his 10th year, and he 
finally went to a game. The reason I bring 
that up is Eddie said, ‘‘I’m not going to wear 
long pants’’—[laughter]—and I’m saying to 
myself, ‘‘One of these days, the President is 
going to show up, and Eddie sure enough 
will put on long pants.’’ [Laughter] I didn’t 
know him very well. [Laughter] I arrived 
here at this important school, and he’s got 
short pants on. Eddie, I like a man who sticks 
to his guns. [Laughter] Thanks for hosting 
us. 

And so I’m standing in the White House 
at a Christmas reception, and in walks 
Tommy Longo. He’s the mayor of Waveland, 
of course. And he had on a fantastic suit. 
[Laughter] I nearly fell out. [Laughter] 
Tommy Longo in a suit? [Laughter] I said, 
‘‘Where did you get that thing?’’ He said, 
‘‘It’s amazing what you can find in the rub-
bish.’’ [Laughter] 

I’ve learned something about the mayors 
up and down the gulf coast. You’ve got some 
young mayors east of here who have been 
in office, what, 3 or 4 months, and the storm 
hit. They were incredibly tested—Pascagoula 
and other places. You got some veterans who 
have been around for a while, never dreamt 
they’d see a day like the day they saw. But 
whether they’re veterans or rookies, all of 
them have stood strong. All of them have ral-
lied with the first-responders. All of them 
have shown great compassion to the people. 
I am proud of your local mayors, your local 
governments, people like Rocky Pullman of 
the Hancock Board of Supervisors, the peo-
ple working in these counties. You got some 
good folks down here. And one of the reasons 
why I’m confident about your recovery is be-
cause you’ve elected good people to take on 
the job. 

Finally, I want to thank Brother Talbot and 
Brother Hingle of this fantastic school. 
Thanks for hosting us. Tommy Longo was 
in the class of ’75. I hope that means you 
didn’t lower you academic standards in that 
year. [Laughter] He and old Doc Blanchard, 

they told me. Doc Blanchard went here, in 
case you didn’t know it, the Heisman Trophy 
winner who carried the leather for West 
Point. And one of the things the Brother told 
me—he said, ‘‘We wanted to make sure we 
saved the Heisman Trophy that Doc Blan-
chard had made sure was housed here at this 
facility.’’ But I do want to thank you all for 
letting us come by. Thanks for your—being 
in education, really an important part of the 
future of this State and this country, to make 
sure people get a good education. 

I stood in Jackson Square early on in— 
after the storm hit, and I said, ‘‘We’re not 
just going to survive but thrive.’’ By that I 
meant, it’s one thing to kind of ride it out; 
it’s another thing to take out of the harm 
that came, convert this into a better life. I 
said, ‘‘We’re not just going to cope, but we’ll 
overcome.’’ I meant what I said. I couldn’t 
have said that if I didn’t have confidence, 
though, in the people in the local area that 
have such a spirit to be able to do so. 

I’m here to report to you some of the 
progress made and to let you know that peo-
ple in faraway places like Washington, DC, 
still hear you and care about you. Signing 
all the legislation I’ve signed, the Federal 
Government has committed $85 billion so far 
to helping folks and to help rebuild the gulf 
coast of our country. Of that $85 billion, 
about $25 billion has been spent. So $85 mil-
lion [billion]* is available; 25 of it is already 
in the pipeline. That’s $60 billion more com-
ing your way. 

Part of the strategy to make sure that the 
rebuilding effort after the recovery effort 
worked well was to say to people like Haley 
and the Governor of Louisiana and the 
Mayor of New Orleans, ‘‘You all develop a 
strategy. It’s your State. It’s your region, you 
know the people better than people in Wash-
ington—develop the rebuilding strategy.’’ 
And the role of the Federal Government is 
to coordinate with you and to help. 

I thought that was an important first state-
ment to make when people began to wonder 
what life would be like after the storm hit. 
My view is, and a lot of my political philos-
ophy is based on, the local folks know better 
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than the folks in Washington, DC. I remem-
ber when Haley invited me down, and he 
said—I think we were in a tent at that time, 
and there wasn’t a lot of electricity—it was 
like an old-time daytime revival without elec-
tricity. It was hot in the tent. It was the first 
meeting, I think, at least the first called meet-
ing, of the commission headed by Jim 
Barksdale. Citizens from all walks of life, all 
occupations, all aimed at one thing: putting 
together a strategy that will help this part 
of the world become even better than it was 
before. 

I have an obligation to make sure that the 
Federal Government responds and coordi-
nates and stays in touch with not only the 
commission and the Governor but local folks 
as well. And I picked a fellow that I trust, 
a person who’s had a lot of experience, a per-
son who understands how people think down 
here—after all, he is from Texas. He under-
stands urban life, and he understands rural 
life, and he knows the importance of county 
commissioners—you call them county super-
visors, I guess. He’s a guy who’s a good lis-
tener and he’s got my full confidence. And 
that’s my friend Don Powell who’s with me 
today. He’s going to be the Federal coordi-
nator. His job is to come down here and lis-
ten and report back. 

And I recognize there are some rough 
spots, and I’m going to mention some of 
them here in a minute, and we’re going to 
work to make them as smooth as possible. 
The first challenge we had after the storm 
hit was to take care of the people that were 
displaced—millions of people, or over a mil-
lion people evacuated and scattered. It was 
an amazing period in our history, when you 
think about it. One day people’s lives are 
turned upside down, and they’re looking for 
help and they’re looking for compassion, and 
they found it. People found it in churches, 
in synagogues, in community centers, in pri-
vate homes. It’s an amazing part of our his-
tory, when you think about it. It’s like there’s 
a great capacity to absorb hurt in our country, 
because we’ve got individuals that are so de-
cent and honorable. 

The Government had a role to play, and 
that was to get money in people’s pockets. 
I mean, when you have to evacuate, you don’t 
have time to plan. And so one of the first 

things we did was, we got $2,000 in people’s 
pockets as quickly as possible, to help them. 
In other words, it was a response geared to-
ward the individual. We had a special des-
ignation for all evacuees, so they can become 
available for Medicaid or family services or 
the Federal programs. The idea was to get 
a response as quickly as possible to people 
who are scattered all over the country so they 
could—to help get their feet on the ground. 

We gave waivers to States. In other words, 
we kind of deregulated the system so States 
could respond quickly to the people who 
needed help. We provided 700,000 house-
holds with rental help. In other words, the 
goal is for people to be back in their homes, 
in a home they call their own. That’s the goal. 
But in the meantime, we had to deal with 
people evacuated and people without homes. 
And so a part of the plan has been to provide 
temporary housing with rental vouchers; 
$390 million went out as HUD vouchers for 
a group of people that qualified. 

I can remember people hollering for trail-
ers. We became the largest consumer of trail-
ers probably in the history of mankind. 
[Laughter] And I know it was slow to begin 
with. The production needed to be ramped 
up, and, frankly, the Government crowded 
out other purchasers in order to set priorities 
for people down in this part of the world. 
We’ve now put out 61,000 trailers, and there 
are more in the pipeline. I was asking Haley, 
does he have a feel for how many more we 
need, and he said, ‘‘We’re getting close to 
the end, but there’s still a need.’’ And we 
understand that. And the manufacturing is 
making—we put cruise ships out at one point 
to help people house on a temporary basis— 
particularly in New Orleans, so that we could 
get the police and the firefighters a place to 
stay so they could do their job. 

People ended up in hotel rooms. At one 
time there was about 80-some thousand peo-
ple in hotel rooms. It’s now down to 25,000 
families in hotel rooms. We’re in the process 
of trying to locate every single family and 
provide the rental assistance help for them, 
so they can move from the hotel into rental 
housing—all aimed, by the way, at providing 
some kind of housing until the permanent 
housing market takes off. We’re trying to 
bridge from being an evacuee to a person 
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in a place until their own home gets ready 
to move into. 

And so what can we do? Well, first thing 
is, we can focus on repairing homes. That’s 
not going to do you very good down here 
in Waveland. I understand that. Tommy and 
I and the Governor and Marsha just drove 
by—there’s no homes to repair. It’s just been 
flattened. That’s what the people of America 
have got to understand. Sometimes hurri-
canes go through, and, you know, there’s a 
home and a structure you can maybe put a 
roof on or do something—not here. Our fel-
low citizens have got to know when this hur-
ricane hit, it just obliterated everything. It 
just flattened it. 

But in parts of the hurricane zone, there’s 
repairs that can be done. FEMA assistance 
will help with that. SBA loans have gone out 
to about—for about $2.1 billion to help peo-
ple repair their homes. Now, the most inno-
vative approach, however, to getting the 
homes rebuilt is the CDBG grants that Haley 
Barbour negotiated on behalf of the people 
of Mississippi. That’s government initials for, 
direct money to help people who weren’t 
able to get their insurance to pay them off. 

I remember being down in Biloxi. I think 
it was my first trip. And it was hot, and it 
was steamy. An old lady walked up to me 
and said to me—I said, ‘‘How are you 
doing?’’ And she looked at me and she said, 
‘‘Not worth a darn.’’ [Laughter] And I said, 
‘‘Well, I don’t blame you.’’ She said, ‘‘I’ve 
been paying all my life for my insurance. 
Every time that bill came, I paid it—every 
single month. And all of a sudden the storm 
hit, Mr. President, and I came time to collect, 
and they told me no.’’ And she was plenty 
unhappy, and she was looking for anybody 
she could be unhappy with, and I just hap-
pened to be the target. [Laughter] I think 
Gene was with me then; I might have shared 
the story with Gene about that. 

One way to handle the issue—I know you 
got a lawsuit here; I’m not going to talk about 
the lawsuit. But Haley did something innova-
tive, which was take the CDBG grants—a 
lot of money for Mississippi, and going to 
help the people do the job that many think 
the insurance companies should have done 
in the first place. 

Having said that, the Government has paid 
out $12 billion in flood insurance. For those 
who had flood insurance, the Government 
is making good on its—on the bargain with 
the people. If you got an FHA loan, your 
loan will be forgiven for a year. In other 
words, there is an attempt to try to make 
sure that things are being done so that we 
can—people can get back in their homes, and 
people can get to be rebuilding. 

There’s going to be a building boom down 
here; there just is. It’s going to be an exciting 
time for people. One of the real challenges 
is whether or not people are going to have 
the skill set necessary to be able to meet the 
needs of the people. Are there going to be 
enough electricians, enough plumbers, 
enough roofers? But you’re going to have 
yourself a building boom; you watch. There’s 
going to be work—people are going to be 
working hard here. 

And Don Powell and I, to this end, met 
with a group of leaders in Washington, DC, 
from building trade unions and businesses, 
and the whole idea was to come up with a 
strategy to make sure people have got the 
skills necessary to fill the jobs which are 
going to exist. See, our goal, and I know it’s 
the Governor’s goal, is to make sure the jobs 
first go to Mississippi people, when it comes 
to rebuilding this—[applause]—and Mis-
sissippi businesses. And we want this oppor-
tunity to be an opportunity where minority- 
owned businesses and women-owned busi-
nesses have a chance to flourish. An owner-
ship society has got to be a part of a new 
vision, where people from all walks of life 
can say, ‘‘I’m owning my own business. I’m 
operating my own business. I’m owning my 
own home.’’ 

It’s a fantastic opportunity. And—but it’s 
not going to work unless people have the skill 
set necessary to be able to fill those jobs and 
to be able to provide for the—to meet the 
consumer demand. And so the idea is—and 
Powell is going to work on this strategy— 
is to work with your community college sys-
tem or the building trades and have centers 
where people can go to learn how to get the 
skills necessary to fill the jobs which are com-
ing. They’re coming. It’s going to be an excit-
ing time down here, just so long as you’re 
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able to get enough material and enough 
labor. 

One of the important—and by the way, 
speaking about jobs, not only we got to make 
sure people have the skills necessary to fill 
the jobs, the Federal Government has got 
a lot of facilities down here, and there’s a 
lot of Federal employees in this part of the 
world. We’re going to rebuild the Federal 
facilities so that the people will be able to 
work. 

This recovery is going to be led by the pri-
vate sector. However, the Federal Govern-
ment is going to help, and $85 billion is a 
good—I would call that ‘‘help’’—so far. But 
the truth of the matter is, the jobs and the 
quality of life, the recovery, is going to be 
led by the private sector. I was asking Haley 
about some of the industries down here, and 
he told me, for example, at the year end, 
a casino opened. I mean, it’s remarkable. If 
you’d have seen what I—I’m sure you saw 
what it looked like up and down this coast, 
and all of the sudden, there’s businesses, and 
people are thriving. People are beginning to 
work. It’s happening. It’s the private sector 
that’s going to carry much of the recovery. 

Congress did a smart thing, in my judg-
ment—was to provide tax incentives for busi-
nesses who are in this part of the world. They 
provide tax incentives for small businesses to 
expense up to $200,000 of investment and 
private—and incentive for all businesses to 
provide a 50-percent bonus depreciation for 
investment made. What I’m telling you is, 
it’s kind of economic talk for saying, if some-
body spends money in an investment in this 
part of the world, they get a tax incentive 
to do so. In other words, if you’re able to 
make the Tax Code attract capital so people 
invest, it means you’re more likely to be able 
to find work here. It goes on. It’s a smart 
idea, and again, I want to thank the Members 
of Congress for working on that. I think it’s 
going to make a big difference. 

If you’re a small-business owner—we just 
met today, by the way, with some small-busi-
ness owners in New Orleans. And one of the 
things that became loud and clear to me 
there was that because a lot of people haven’t 
moved back into the area, and if you’re a 
small-business owner, there’s no customers, 
so you have no cash flow, which makes it 

awfully difficult to survive. There are SBA 
loans for this, and I understand for some the 
word ‘‘SBA’’ means ‘‘slow bureaucratic pa-
perwork.’’ [Laughter] I hear it loud and clear. 
I will tell you that SBA has put out about 
$470 million worth of SBA loans. In other 
words, the loans are going out. 

But this small agency has been over-
whelmed. And so Don Powell is working on 
an interesting idea, and that is to work with 
the local bankers, people who understand the 
local customer, as to how to become the 
agent for the SBA to get money out the door 
to help small businesses manage their cash 
flow needs until the customer base comes 
back. 

The other thing that happened quickly— 
and I’m real proud of your folks down here— 
was that the energy sector rebounded unbe-
lievably fast. This part of the world is really 
important for national security and economic 
security of the United States of America. Re-
member, when the storms hit, a lot of folks 
were really worried about the price of crude 
oil and gasoline. We, fortunately—we just 
did two things I thought were wise. 

One, we suspended reformulated gasoline 
rules, which enabled us to import gasoline 
from Europe, which helped to take the pres-
sure off the market. And the price of gaso-
line, although it went up, didn’t go up nearly 
as high as a lot of people thought, and is 
now heading back down, thank goodness, for 
people who are working for a living. And the 
price of crude oil stayed reasonable because 
we opened up the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve. I was confident in being able to do 
that because I knew how fast this industry 
could move if just given a chance. The sus-
pension of some regulations to help these re-
fineries and these gas processing plants get 
up on their feet was important. In other 
words, if you can get Government out of the 
way, amazing things can happen sometimes 
in the private—[applause]. 

And so I want to thank those of you who 
work in the energy industry for doing what 
you’re doing. I remember going to the 
plant—I think Haley was with me—went to 
the plant in Pascagoula. And we had people 
there camped out there working as hard as 
they could to get the refineries up so that 
our citizens from all around the country 
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would be able to have gasoline at a reason-
able price. And these people worked hour 
after hour after hour and did the Nation a 
great service. In the meantime, we did our 
part—tried to do our part to make sure that 
we cleaned out the waterways so that the 
ships could move better. Our Coast Guard, 
by the way, provided invaluable service here 
in this part of the country. 

Part of the recovery of this part of the 
world is going to be when you get your infra-
structure up and running. And I can remem-
ber first choppering over here and seeing the 
incredible devastation done to the bridges 
and highways. First of all, there has been 
some incredible construction done. The Sli-
dell Bridge there, to the west of you, got up 
in record time. It’s amazing what happens 
when you provide a completion bonus for 
people doing work. [Laughter] 

And I know you’re concerned about the 
I–90 bridge, but they’re getting ready to start 
on it, as I understand. And the bills I’ve 
signed provide $2.3 billion for repair of high-
ways and bridges in this part of the world. 
That’s going to provide not only jobs but it’s 
going to make the quality of life come back 
to what it was. You’re dependent upon good 
highways and good bridges in this part of the 
world. The Government recognized that and 
put the money out there, available for reim-
bursing the States when they get these high-
way projects moving. 

One of the really interesting things that 
happened was education, how the country re-
sponded for the kids who have been moved 
around. And school districts all over America 
took children from Louisiana and Mississippi 
and helped educate them. It was really re-
markable to watch the education system rise 
to the challenge. In the bill there is $1.6 bil-
lion worth of operating money. It was money 
to help these schools stay afloat; it was to 
reimburse school districts for taking in the 
children who had evacuated to their part of 
the world. That’s in addition to the Federal 
commitment to replace every school. In 
other words, part of the commitment is that 
if your school got destroyed, the Federal 
Government will help rebuild the school— 
or will rebuild the school. 

Plus we understood that there was a lot 
of kids that were going to higher education 

and these—higher education institutions 
were affected by the storm, obviously, and 
they were allowed to retain their Federal aid, 
even though children weren’t going to 
school. In other words, we made a concerted 
effort to help these schools to cope with the 
crisis. We’re going to make a concerted effort 
to help the schools deal with the long-term 
reconstruction as a result of the crisis. 

Ninety-three percent of the schools here 
in Mississippi are up and running, and it’s 
an amazing feat in 4 months’ time. It’s a great 
credit, again, to your Governor and your edu-
cation institution, but more importantly, it’s 
a great credit to the teachers and super-
intendents and principals of your local 
schools. 

Finally, the first issue I was confronted 
with as the President was debris. I remember 
the meeting very well when the mayor 
showed up and said, ‘‘We can’t possibly say 
to our people things are going to get better 
so long as we got piles of debris lying 
around.’’ It was not only a practical issue, but 
it was a psychological issue. And I can under-
stand—I mean, I understood right off the bat 
what they were talking about. And we had 
a slow start, because we had a little bit of 
a—we had an issue of how to get debris off 
of private property. And, thankfully, there 
was some creative work done here at the 
local and State level, with the Federal Gov-
ernment—it really was—as to how to deal 
with the liability issue. 

I don’t want to go into the law; I’m not 
even a lawyer. Got too many of them up 
there in Washington, anyway. But my point 
is, is that by listening to the local folks and 
by being flexible about how to deal with an 
important issue like debris, we’re making 
pretty good progress. Out of 42 million cubic 
yards of debris, 27 million have been re-
moved. 

Now, there’s still debris. It’s estimated 
about 15 million cubic foot—cubic yards of 
debris left. But there’s a certain momentum 
that’s gathering. Haley believes that by the 
end of March, we can get most of the debris 
off of the public property. In other words, 
they’re making progress. 

Don Powell’s job is, to the extent that the 
Federal Government is contracting out—we 
want to make sure that they just don’t hustle 
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when the President shows up, that they’re 
hustling all the time, because the rebuilding 
and rebirth of this area is really going to de-
pend in large measure to getting these lots 
clean, to getting your public access roads 
cleaned up, getting that debris out of peo-
ple’s sight. There’s something—there’s a cer-
tain confidence to be gained when you see 
this beautiful countryside cleared of the dam-
age of Katrina. Things have changed a lot 
when it comes to debris. It looks a lot dif-
ferent, a whole lot different. And we got 
more work to be done, and we’re going to 
stay on it until it gets done. 

And so we’ve done a lot, and there’s a lot 
more to do, but there’s a certain optimism 
and hope that’s coming. I hope you feel that. 
You’ve come a long way in 4 months. Seems 
like an eternity to you, I know. Seems like 
a lot of time for a lot of people to have gone 
through what you went through. Four 
months is not all that long, and a lot has hap-
pened in that 4-month period. And a lot 
more is going to happen in the next 4 
months, and then the next 4 months. I can’t 
wait to come back, and keep coming back 
and seeing the progress that’s being made. 

We’ve learned some lessons about Katrina, 
and we’re going to analyze every lesson 
learned. Obviously, the Federal response in 
parts of this devastated area could have been 
a lot better. We want to know how to make 
them better. We want to make sure that 
when there’s a catastrophe of any kind, this 
Government, at the Federal level, is capable 
of dealing with it, in conjunction with the 
State and local governments. 

There’s going to be some lessons learned 
about having agencies that get overwhelmed 
by a size of a storm, agencies whose job it 
is to help people get on their feet and maybe 
aren’t able to do it quite as efficiently as some 
would like. Those are the lessons we’re going 
to continually analyze. That’s what you ought 
to expect of those of us who have been given 
the high honor of serving you—to constantly 
look for ways to do things better. And I just 
want to assure you, we are. We are. 

But there’s some other lessons learned 
where we don’t need to change: the lesson 
of courage. We saw great courage. I’ll never 
forget going to the hangar to see those Coast 
Guard kids that were flying those choppers. 

I think it’s something like 30,000 citizens 
were saved by rescue efforts by Coast Guard 
men and local responders. And the people 
here on the frontlines of saving lives showed 
great courage during Katrina. 

I remember seeing the determination of 
our citizens. One of the lessons learned is 
when people are determined, they can get 
things done. At the Pass Christian school sys-
tem, for example, this is a place where they 
consolidated all the schools at the elementary 
school. It was kind of inconvenient, when you 
think about it, but the inconvenience didn’t 
bother the people in charge of that school 
system. As a matter of fact, they viewed it 
as a fantastic opportunity to be able to come 
together and share—and that school was up 
and running, with broken windows and—but 
there wasn’t a broken heart, and their spirit 
wasn’t broken. 

One of the lessons, of course, as I men-
tioned, is the compassion of our fellow citi-
zens. Think about lonely folks being sent out, 
having all their property, their material goods 
destroyed, wondering what the future meant 
for them, and there’s a loving family saying, 
‘‘I love you, brother. I love you, sister.’’ Think 
about a country where the compassion is so 
strong that a neighbor in need can find a 
stranger that wants to help them get their 
feet back on the ground. 

One of the lessons of this storm is the de-
cency of people, the decency of men and 
women who care a lot about their fellow citi-
zens, whether they be elected officials or just 
folks on the ground here just trying to make 
somebody else’s life even better than it was 
before. So we learned some lessons about 
how to respond, and we’re going to change. 
But some of the lessons shouldn’t change, 
and that is the decency and character of the 
American people. 

It’s been an amazing experience for you. 
You just got to know, though, that a lot of 
people in this country, many of whom have 
never been down here, care for you; they 
pray for you, and they’re pulling for you. God 
bless. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:47 p.m. at St. 
Stanislaus College. In his remarks, he referred to 
Gov. Haley Barbour of Mississippi, and his wife, 
Marsha; Mayor Edward A. Favre of Bay St. Louis, 
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MS; Brothers Ronald Talbot, president, and Ron-
ald Hingle, principal, Saint Stanislaus College; 
Gov. Kathleen Babineaux Blanco of Louisiana; 
Mayor C. Ray Nagin of New Orleans, LA; James 
L. Barksdale, chairman, Governor’s Commission 
on Recovery, Rebuilding, and Renewal; and Don-
ald E. Powell, Chairman, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, who is coordinating Federal 
gulf coast relief efforts. 

The President’s News Conference 
With Chancellor Angela Merkel of 
Germany 
January 13, 2006 

President Bush. Thank you all. It’s such 
an honor to welcome Chancellor Angela 
Merkel here to the White House. We just 
had a long visit. The first thing I did was 
ask everybody to leave the room except for 
the Chancellor. And we talked about our phi-
losophy and our hopes. We talked about our 
desire to work together to accomplish impor-
tant goals for the world, starting with peace. 
We share a deep desire to help those who 
suffer. We care about the hungry and the 
sick. 

Germany is a valued ally. We’ve got a 
friendship that’s important. We share com-
mon values based upon human rights and 
human decency and rule of law, freedom to 
worship and freedom to speak, freedom to 
write what you want to write. 

We’ve got an important job ahead of us, 
to work on key issues like Iran. We spent 
some time talking about the Iranian issue and 
the desire to solve this issue diplomatically 
by working together. 

We talked about the war on terror. I told 
the Chancellor that there’s still an enemy 
that wants to do harm to the American peo-
ple and others who like freedom, an enemy 
there that lurks and that we’ve got to share 
information and share intelligence and work 
carefully to protect our peoples; that the 
threat is real; and that my obligation as the 
President of this country is to do everything 
in my power to protect the people, and we 
can’t do it alone. 

We talked about Eastern Europe and the 
Balkans. I thanked the Chancellor for Ger-
many’s contribution in Afghanistan. Afghani-
stan is a country that has gone from being 

ruled brutally by the Taliban, a group of peo-
ple who have values the exact opposite of 
the values of Americans and the German 
people, to one that’s now beginning to see 
the light of freedom. Democracy yields the 
peace, and it’s important that democracy suc-
ceed in Afghanistan, and I want to thank the 
German people and the German Govern-
ment for their contributions. 

We talked about Iraq, and we’ve had our 
disagreements on Iraq, obviously. It’s been 
a difficult issue in our relationship, and I fully 
understand that. But in spite of disagree-
ments, we share the desire for the Iraqi peo-
ple to live in freedom. I want to thank the 
German Government for help with recon-
struction. 

We talked about Israel and Palestine. Both 
of us care deeply about the health of Ariel 
Sharon, Prime Minister Sharon. We wish him 
all the very best and hope for his recovery. 
We also care deeply about the plight of the 
people in that part of the world, and we hope 
that there will be two states living side by 
side in peace. 

We talked about NATO as the foundation 
of our collective defense and consultations. 
We talked about the importance of trade re-
lations and business relations and commerce 
so that people on both sides of the Atlantic 
in our respective countries can find meaning-
ful, high-paying jobs. 

We talked about a lot, and the reason we 
talked about a lot is because we’ve got a lot 
in common. And the reason we talked about 
a lot, because there’s a lot of issues in the 
world that require our intense cooperation 
and desire to work together. And I appreciate 
the candid conversation, and I appreciate the 
beginning of what’s going to be an important 
relationship for the sake of our respective 
peoples. 

Welcome. 
Chancellor Merkel. Well, thank you very 

much. And let me say that we indeed had 
a very open, a very candid discussion, one 
that was characterized by a spirit of trust that 
builds on a long tradition of German-Amer-
ican relations. But I think that will open up, 
also, a new chapter, as I hope, in our relation-
ship. 

This is my first visit as Chancellor, heading 
a new Federal Government. And I explained 
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that there are two objectives that we have 
set out for ourselves. First of all, as regards 
our domestic agenda, we would like to 
strengthen our economic force, our eco-
nomic strength. We look at the challenges 
that globalization entails, and we would like 
to explain to our people that in order to meet 
the social challenges ahead, we need to be 
economically strong. 

And I think there is a lot of common 
ground here because we are at one in think-
ing that, obviously, we ought not to fall back 
into isolationist tendencies. We know that 
these tendencies are there, for example, in 
the European Union. We think we ought to 
meet these challenges of competition head- 
on. And I think what we need to do is we 
need to convince our people to believe in 
themselves and to believe that even in the 
face of the challenges of globalization, pros-
perity and social equality is possible. 

Secondly, apart from the domestic compo-
nent, Germany wants to be a reliable partner 
to our partners in the world but also to our 
partners in Europe. And in order to be able 
to do that—well, Europe, as you know is 
composed of smaller and larger nations. We 
talked about the European Union. We talked 
about the possibilities and the chances open 
to the European Union. And I think it’s es-
sential that those countries that feel that they 
share common ground as regard to values in 
the Western World stand together. And for 
Germany, I would like to say that throughout 
the period of the cold war, the fact that for 
more than 40 years, we believed in the value 
of freedom actually was the firm foundation 
for what was possible later on in European 
unification. 

The fact that your father, sir—partnership 
and leadership, that was an incredible offer 
that was made to us by President Bush at 
the time. And I think that this is certainly 
in our vested interest to work together with 
you. What does that mean, ‘‘our vested inter-
est’’? It means that we face the challenges 
in the world today head-on. It means that 
after the threat through the cold war is no 
longer with us, obviously, the threat of ter-
rorism is certainly the greatest challenge to 
our security in the 21st century. 

There may sometimes be differences as to 
the acuteness of the danger, as to what form 

it presents itself, how we actually also coun-
teract here and how we face up to this mat-
ter. Afghanistan, for example, is a case in 
point. We are engaged, and we’re committed 
to Afghanistan because we see that as a vest-
ed interest. We think it is only in our interest 
that the whole of this region is stabilized. The 
same goes for Iraq. Secure democratic struc-
tures ought to be in existence in Iraq. This 
is in our vested interest. In spite of the fact 
that we don’t have troops on the ground 
there, stability there is in our very own vested 
interest, and we’ve shown that through com-
mitments that we’ve entered on in other 
areas. 

On the Balkans, the Balkans, too, their sta-
bility is the only promising sign which can 
actually ensure stability for the whole of the 
region. And NATO, for me, is the forum 
where we need to discuss, where we need 
to debate strategic issues and what we think 
is necessary as regards further military capa-
bilities. 

We also openly addressed that there some-
times have been differences of opinion. I 
mentioned Guantanamo in this respect. But 
I think that at the end of the day, what counts 
is that we come back to the situation where 
we openly address all of the issues—not only 
how we envisage the fight against terrorism, 
but I just mean a very broad-based debate, 
for example, on trade issues; how do we see 
our relationship with China; how do you see 
our relationship with Russia; what sort of 
strategic relationships do we want to forge 
as Western nations. And this is why I’m so 
happy about the fact that we were at one 
in saying we need to intensify our contacts 
further; we need to address all of these 
issues. 

And I think a very successful chapter, for 
example, was opened over the past few days 
and weeks as regards Iran. To us Germans, 
too, it is totally unacceptable what Iran has 
said recently, for example, as regards the 
questioning the right of existence of Israel, 
the statements that were made with rel-
evance to the Holocaust. And it’s essential, 
we feel, that the EU–3, together with the 
United States, take a common position here, 
become active, that we try to persuade as 
many other countries as possible to join 
themselves to us, to ally themselves with us, 
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and we will certainly not be intimidated by 
a country such as Iran. 

I must say that I was greatly encouraged 
by our meeting here today, Mr. President, 
and I hope and trust that we shall continue 
our very good discussions, that we will fur-
ther intensify them. We have every oppor-
tunity, I think, to intensify our economic rela-
tions, our business relations, relations in the 
area of research and development, in foreign 
policy. And I’m very, very pleased that we 
made such a good start here today. 

President Bush. Terry [Terence Hunt, 
Associated Press]. 

Guantanamo Bay Detainees 
Q. Thank you, Mr. President. Chancellor 

Merkel has said that the U.S. prison camp 
at Guantanamo should not be kept open in-
definitely. Are you willing to close it down 
anytime soon? And Chancellor, what are your 
concerns about Guantanamo? 

President Bush. Yes, she brought up the 
subject, and I can understand why she 
brought it up, because there’s some 
misperceptions about Guantanamo. First of 
all, I urge any journalist to go down there 
and look at how the folks that are being de-
tained there are treated. These are people 
picked up off a battlefield who want to do 
harm. A lot of folks have been released from 
Guantanamo. 

Like the Chancellor, I’d like to see a way 
forward there. The way forward, of course, 
is ultimately through a court system. I think 
the best way for the court system to proceed 
is through our military tribunals, which is 
now being adjudicated in our courts of law— 
to determine whether or not this is appro-
priate path for a country that bases itself on 
rule of law, to adjudicate those held at Guan-
tanamo. 

The answer to your question is that Guan-
tanamo is a necessary part of protecting the 
American people, and so long as the war on 
terror goes on, and so long as there’s a threat, 
we will inevitably need to hold people that 
would do ourselves harm in a system that— 
in which people will be treated humanely, 
and in which, ultimately, there is going to 
be a end, which is a legal system. We’re wait-
ing for our own courts to determine how 
that’s best to proceed. 

Chancellor Merkel. Well, it is true that 
we addressed this issue openly, and I think 
it’s, after all, only one facet in our overall 
fight against terrorism. I made it very clear 
that I completely share your assessment as 
regards the nature and dimension of this 
threat, and that the Federal Republic of Ger-
many, just as other European countries, need 
to come up with convincing proposals as to 
how we ought to deal with detainees, for ex-
ample, who do not feel bound by any law; 
and how do we deal with people who come 
from countries where such state structures 
don’t exist. 

So I think what we need to address is how 
we further want to proceed. We need to, for 
example, find a reform of the international 
law in this respect, and I think the United 
Nations is indeed a good forum to do that. 
But I think that’s part of a permanent dialog 
between our two countries, where we really 
need to debate how we wish to proceed fur-
ther. And the basis and the common ground 
needs to be, we have shared values, and I 
have seen that this is a very best pre-
condition, even though, from time to time, 
we may have differences of opinion here. 

The President. Want to call on some-
body? 

Iran 
Q. ——been discussed. Are you in favor 

of sanctions against Iran in the Security 
Council, and what kind of sanctions should 
that be? And another question is, in Ger-
many, there’s a discussion about intelligence, 
secret service people working in Baghdad 
during the Iraq war. From your knowledge, 
did the German intelligence help the U.S. 
before and during the Iraq war in Baghdad? 

President Bush. I have no idea about the 
latter. [Laughter] You did say secret intel-
ligence, right? [Laughter] I understand. I 
really—the truth of the matter is, the Chan-
cellor brought this up this morning. I had 
no idea what she was talking about. The first 
I heard of it was this morning, truthfully. 

Secondly, the first part of your question 
was Iran. 

Q. Iran, sir. 
President Bush. Okay, good. Sometimes 

when you mix them up, it throws us off bal-
ance, you know? 
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I’m not going to prejudge what the United 
Nations Security Council should do. But I 
recognize that it’s logical that a country 
which has rejected diplomatic entreaties be 
sent to the United Nations Security Council. 
I want to put it in this perspective: The U.N. 
Security Council is part of a diplomatic proc-
ess started by Germany, France, and Great 
Britain representing the interests of a lot of 
countries like ourself, which made it abun-
dantly clear to the Iranians that the develop-
ment of the know-how and/or—a nuclear 
weapon was unacceptable. And the reason 
it’s unacceptable is because Iran, armed with 
a nuclear weapon, poses a grave threat to 
the security of the world. 

And countries such as ours have an obliga-
tion to step up, working together, sending 
a common message to the Iranians that it’s 
their behavior—trying to clandestinely de-
velop a nuclear weapon, or using the guise 
of a civilian nuclear weapon program to get 
the know-how to develop a nuclear weapon, 
is unacceptable. And Germany has played an 
incredibly constructive role in this dialog, and 
I want to thank the Chancellor for continuing 
that dialog. 

As I say, we’re working very carefully to-
gether in consultation about how to proceed 
next. One of the things friends do is they 
spend time discussing strategies before we 
make a common statement about what next 
ought to happen. And we spent a fair amount 
of time today, and I know Condi Rice has 
spent a fair amount of time with the current 
Government about strategizing how best to 
achieve the objective. That’s what we want 
to do. We want an end result to be accept-
able, which will yield peace, which is that 
the Iranians not have a nuclear weapon in 
which to blackmail and/or threaten the 
world. 

I want to remind you that the current 
President of Iran has announced that the de-
struction of Israel is an important part of 
their agenda. And that’s unacceptable. And 
the development of a nuclear weapon seems 
like to me would make them a step closer 
to achieving that objective. And we have an 
obligation, in order to keep the peace, to 
work together to achieve the objective that 
we’re trying to achieve through the current 
diplomatic process. 

I don’t know if you want to add to that 
brilliance or not. [Laughter] 

Steve [Steve Holland, Reuters]. 
Q. Thank you, sir. If I could just follow 

up on that. China’s U.N. Ambassador says 
referring Iran to the Security Council might 
complicate the issue. How hard is it going 
to be to get a—— 

President Bush. Say that again, Steve. I’m 
getting a little old. I’m getting old; I’m having 
trouble hearing. 

Q. China’s U.N. Ambassador—— 
President Bush. The Chinese Ambas-

sador said what? 
Q. It might complicate the issue if you 

refer Iran to—— 
President Bush. Might complicate the 

issue? 
Q. Yes, sir—of how hard it’s going to be— 

what’s your timetable? Should the sanctions 
include the threat of military force? 

President Bush. First of all, I want to re-
peat what I said before. We should not pre-
judge the strategy in the Security Council 
until they get to the Security Council. What 
we’re doing now is beginning to lay out the 
strategy of what happens in the Security 
Council. That’s what friends do. We consult; 
we talk; we strategize as to how to achieve 
an important objective, which is not allowing 
an—for Iran not to have a nuclear weapon. 

And you’re going to see a lot of public dis-
cussion about this matter. And the Chinese, 
you know, have got an opinion; the Russians 
have an opinion; we have opinions; every-
body has opinions. Our job is to form a com-
mon consensus. And so you’re—this is what’s 
called diplomacy. I know you know that, 
Steve. I don’t mean to insult you. But diplo-
macy is out talking to friends, allies, and oth-
ers about a common objective. This meeting 
has got a lot of diplomacy in it today, because 
this is a subject in which we’ve spent a lot 
of time. I’m very interested in the 
Chancellor’s opinion on this subject. 

We did talk about the Chinese statement. 
Our job is to make it clear to all parties that 
it is in the world’s interest that Iran not have 
a nuclear weapon—in other words, share the 
same goal. Once that goal is established, it 
makes it easier to come up with the strategy 
to achieve the goal. 
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And so, of course, we’ll reach out to the 
Chinese and remind them, once again, that 
it’s not in their interest or the world’s interest 
for the Iranians to develop the capacity to— 
and/or a nuclear—to build a weapon and/or 
to possess a weapon. And I just gave you one 
reason why. 

Another reason why is, it’s very important 
for nontransparent societies not to have the 
capacity to blackmail free societies. We’re 
thinking about how to lay the foundation for 
peace. We must be proactive. And that’s 
what you’re seeing. You’re seeing the evo-
lution of a proactive diplomatic policy—— 

Q. What about—— 
President Bush. Military option? 
Chancellor Merkel. Allow me, if I may, 

and give you my German perspective on the 
matter. What is essential and is crucial is that 
over the next—when we look at the next step 
to be taken by the EU–3 and the United 
States together in a genuine consultation 
process that where we say at one point in 
time, ‘‘We actually did everything we could.’’ 
They refused it. Iran refused every offer we 
made, even the Russian offer. Now we refer 
this matter back to the Board of Governors 
of the IAEA. But they, too, do their utmost 
to try to enlist as large a number of member 
states to join in on a proposal that will then 
be made to the Iranians. And I think this 
is going to be absolutely crucial for the Ira-
nians to see how serious we are about all 
of this. 

So what is at stake now is what sort of 
attempt—and serious attempt—is taken by 
all of us. And we’ve seen it with Syria, that 
it does leave an impression. It does leave an 
impact, if as large a number of nations in 
this world as possible makes it abundantly 
clear we are not accepting a stance that says, 
in effect, the right of existence of Israel is 
questioned. ‘‘You are trying to lie to us. You 
are trying to cheat.’’ This is something that 
we don’t accept. And this is what we need 
to discuss: who is going to take which role, 
who is going to play which part, and what 
will be the final proposal? And then I think 
this has—it was what made this EU–3 ap-
proach so successful. They stood together, 
and they had one uniform position. 

Thank you. 

Germany-U.S. Relations 
Q. A question addressed to you, Madam 

Chancellor, and then one to you, Mr. Presi-
dent. Chancellor, would you say that this visit 
today has opened up a new chapter in Ger-
man-American relations? And how do you 
think this should look—better than with 
Chancellor Schroeder at the last year? 
[Laughter] 

Chancellor Merkel. Well, for my part, I 
can say that there is every opportunity for 
us to further enhance our relations, and such 
enhancement of relations is founded on a 
shared experience—no doubt about this. Af-
ghanistan was mentioned here; the Balkans 
were mentioned. And here, too, we’re also 
able to tell you that, after all, we have been 
successful in WTO negotiations. 

So what is important to me, I think, is to 
have as many international contacts as pos-
sible, because I think, to a very large part, 
misunderstandings occur when you don’t 
meet often enough, when you don’t talk to 
each other often enough. The President just 
pointed out how much intellectual effort has 
to go further into trying to come up with 
a convincing strategy as how to deal with 
Iran, and we can’t resort to some kind of 
ivory tower and think for ourselves. We have 
to do it in exchange with others. 

Secondly—and I do see a chance here, a 
climate of openness has to exist, an area 
where one says quite clearly and candidly to 
one another, ‘‘Well, there we agree; there we 
disagree.’’ But there also has to be a climate 
of absolute trust, of reliability, where one 
stands by what one has agreed upon. 

Thirdly, in spite of the great threat of ter-
rorism that is the great threat to us in the 
21st century, we need to point out that U.S.- 
Germany relations cannot only rest on fight-
ing terrorism, but we have common interests. 
We have, for example, competitors, such as 
China and other countries, who don’t abide 
by any rule. And we would like to see the 
rules kept. And now we need to find a com-
mon basis, a common approach, even though 
we sometimes may be, ourselves, competi-
tors in certain business fields, for example, 
where we vie for orders. 

So I see opportunities and I think that we 
need to be aware of the fact that after the 
end of the cold war, many of the contacts 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:38 Jan 18, 2006 Jkt 208250 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\PRESDOCS\P02JAT4.013 P02JAT4



69 Administration of George W. Bush, 2006 / Jan. 13 

that existed in the past and also because of 
our cooperation as allies, that these cannot 
be taken for granted these days anymore. So 
it’s going to be essential for us not to only 
talk at governmental level—it’s a good expe-
rience, obviously—but that also our societies 
have to be engaged, that they have to under-
stand that we need their contribution, too, 
to have good relations. And I think I made 
a little start in the right direction. So in about 
six months you may ask me again whether 
I’ve been able to add a few more chapters 
to it. 

President Bush. We’ve got something in 
common; we both didn’t exactly landslide our 
way into office. [Laughter] 

I’m convinced that we will have a really 
important and good relationship. 

First, I do want to send my best regards 
to Gerhard Schroeder. We spent a lot of time 
together, and we talked about important 
issues. Listen, there was room for agreement 
and room for disagreement. And I do hope 
he’s doing well. 

Our job now is to work together. We’ve 
got big interests. Germany is a really impor-
tant country. It’s right in the heart of Europe; 
it’s vital that Germany take the lead on a lot 
of issues. And I look forward to working with 
the Chancellor on common objectives. And 
my first impressions, with 45 minutes alone 
in the Oval Office, were incredibly positive. 
She’s smart—[laughter]—she’s plenty capa-
ble. She’s got kind of a spirit to her that is 
appealing. She loves freedom. 

I was particularly touched by hearing 
about her early life in Communist Germany. 
There’s something uplifting to talk to some-
body who knows the difference between just 
talking about tyranny and living in freedom 
and actually done it. 

So we’re going to have a very good rela-
tionship. And that’s important for our respec-
tive people. I’m looking forward to consulta-
tions, visits, contacts, phone calls, all the 
things you do. And now I’m going to take 
her to lunch. [Laughter] 

Thank you. 
Chancellor Merkel. Thank you. 

NOTE: The President’s news conference began at 
11:37 a.m. in the East Room at the White House. 
In his remarks, he referred to Prime Minister 
Ariel Sharon of Israel; President Mahmud 

Ahmadinejad of Iran; Chinese Ambassador to the 
United Nations Wang Guangya; and former Chan-
cellor Gerhard Schroeder of Germany. Chancellor 
Merkel and two reporters spoke in German, and 
their remarks were translated by an interpreter. 
The Office of the Press Secretary also released 
a Spanish language transcript of this news con-
ference. 

Remarks Following a Meeting 
Business Leaders on Central 
American Relief and Reconstruction 
Efforts 

January 13, 2006 

I want to thank Secretary Rice and Ambas-
sador Hughes for joining three of our Na-
tion’s most distinguished business leaders 
here at the White House to discuss a very 
important project, and that’s raising money 
for those affected by the storms and natural 
disaster in Guatemala and Honduras. 

Ours is a Nation that when we see human 
suffering, we respond. And we responded at 
the governmental level, because we had our 
military help provide infrastructure and logis-
tics and get supplies to people who were 
hurting. We helped through USAID. And 
now it’s time for the private sector in our 
country to step up and support the efforts 
of those Guatemalans struggling to get their 
lives back together and those in Honduras 
doing the same thing. 

The fund that’s going to be raised is made 
up of private donations. People can find out 
more about it on what’s called—a web site 
called hurricaneaction.org. I think the site 
went up today, if I’m not mistaken. It’s a 
place for people to come and access and to 
find out how they can join other Americans 
as to how to contribute. The money will go 
for things such as education of displaced fam-
ilies or infrastructure rebuilding, with a par-
ticular emphasis on reforestation or on 
microloans to help the economy get back on 
its feet in these countries. 

So I want to thank you all very much for 
coming. I appreciate your interest. Thank 
you for traveling down to the region to take 
an assessment of the needs. And most impor-
tantly, thanks for coming back and calling our 
citizens to action. Appreciate it. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 11:54 Jan 18, 2006 Jkt 208250 PO 00000 Frm 00047 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\PRESDOCS\P02JAT4.013 P02JAT4



70 Jan. 13 / Administration of George W. Bush, 2006 

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:34 p.m. in the 
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not 
available for verification of the content of these 
remarks. 

Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 

The following list includes the President’s public 
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and 
not included elsewhere in this issue. 

January 7 
During the day, the President traveled to 

Camp David, MD, where he had an intel-
ligence briefing. 

January 8 
In the afternoon, the President returned 

to Washington, DC. 

January 9 
In the morning, in the Private Dining 

Room, the President had breakfast with Su-
preme Court Associate Justice-designate 
Samuel A. Alito, Jr. Later, he had an intel-
ligence briefing. 

Later in the morning, the President had 
a telephone conversation with Vice President 
Dick Cheney to wish him well after his brief 
hospital visit earlier that morning. He and 
Mrs. Bush then traveled to Glen Burnie, 
MD, where they visited with students at 
North Glen Elementary School before re-
turning to Washington, DC. 

In the evening, in the Cabinet Room, the 
President met with Vice President Cheney, 
members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and 
combatant commanders to discuss U.S. mili-
tary operations around the world. Later, in 
the Residence, he hosted a reception and 
dinner for members of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and combatant commanders. 

The President announced his designation 
of the following individuals as members of 
a Presidential delegation to Astana, 
Kazakhstan, to attend the Inauguration of 
President Nursultan Nazarbayev on January 
11: Mike Johanns (head of delegation); John 

M. Ordway; Josette Sheeran Shinger; and 
Timothy D. Adams. 

The President announced his recess ap-
pointment of Steven Kent Mullins as U.S. 
Attorney for the District of South Dakota. 

January 10 
In the morning, the President had an intel-

ligence briefing. 
In the afternoon, in the Oval Office, the 

President participated in a photo opportunity 
with the 2005 Little League Softball World 
Series champions. 

The President declared a major disaster in 
Oklahoma and ordered Federal aid to sup-
plement State and local recovery efforts in 
the area struck by an extreme wildfire threat 
on December 1, 2005, and continuing. 

January 11 
In the morning, the President had an intel-

ligence briefing. Later, he met with Secretary 
of State Condoleezza Rice. Then, in the Oval 
Office, he participated in a signing ceremony 
for the U.S.-Bahrain Free Trade Agreement. 

Later in the morning, the President trav-
eled to Louisville, KY, where, upon arrival, 
he met with USA Freedom Corps volunteer 
Bob Manning. 

In the afternoon, at the Kentucky Inter-
national Convention Center, the President 
met with family members of a soldier killed 
in Iraq. Later, he returned to Washington, 
DC. 

The President declared a major disaster in 
Texas and ordered Federal aid to supplement 
State and local recovery efforts in the area 
struck by an extreme wildfire threat begin-
ning on December 1, 2005, and continuing. 

January 12 
In the morning, the President had a tele-

phone conversation with acting Prime Min-
ister Ehud Olmert of Israel to express his 
concern for the health of Prime Minister 
Ariel Sharon of Israel and to wish the acting 
Prime Minister well. Later, he had an intel-
ligence briefing. 

Later in the morning, the President trav-
eled to New Orleans, LA. While en route 
aboard Air Force One, he had a telephone 
conversation with Supreme Court Associate 
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Justice-designate Samuel A. Alito, Jr., to dis-
cuss the judge’s Senate confirmation hearing. 
Upon arrival in New Orleans, he met with 
USA Freedom Corps volunteer Daisy 
Vandenburgh. 

In the afternoon, the President traveled to 
Waveland, MS, where, upon arrival, he met 
with a group of first-responders. Later, he 
traveled to Palm Beach, FL. Upon arrival, 
he met with USA Freedom Corps volunteer 
Yirela Alcantara. 

In the evening, at a private residence, the 
President attended a Republican National 
Committee reception. Later, he returned to 
Washington, DC. 

The President announced his intention to 
nominate Gale A. Buchanan to be Under 
Secretary of Agriculture for Research, Edu-
cation, and Economics. 

The President announced his intention to 
nominate Donald T. Bliss to be U.S. Rep-
resentative on the Council of the Inter-
national Civil Aviation Organization with the 
rank of Ambassador. 

January 13 
In the morning, the President had an intel-

ligence briefing. Later, he had a telephone 
conversation with President Elias Antonio 
Saca Gonzalez of El Salvador to discuss bilat-
eral issues. Then, in the Oval Office, he met 
with Chancellor Angela Merkel of Germany. 

In the afternoon, the President had a 
working lunch with Chancellor Merkel. 
Later, in the Oval Office, he met with busi-
ness leaders to discuss natural disaster relief 
and reconstruction efforts in Central Amer-
ica. 

Later in the afternoon, in the Oval Office, 
the President participated in a photo oppor-
tunity with the U.S. Solheim Cup women’s 
golf team. He and Mrs. Bush then traveled 
to Camp David, MD. 

The White House announced that the 
President will welcome Prime Minister 
Shaukat Aziz of Pakistan to the White House 
on January 24. 

The President announced his designation 
of a Presidential delegation to attend the In-
auguration of President Ellen Johnson- 
Sirleaf of Liberia on January 16: Laura Bush 
(head of delegation); Condoleezza Rice; 
Donald E. Booth; Jendayi E. Frazer; Cindy 
Courville; and Barbara P. Bush. 

Nominations 
Submitted to the Senate 

NOTE: No nominations were submitted to the 
Senate during the period covered by this issue. 

Checklist 
of White House Press Releases 

The following list contains releases of the Office 
of the Press Secretary that are neither printed as 
items nor covered by entries in the Digest of 
Other White House Announcements. 

Released January 9 

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Scott McClellan 

Fact sheet: No Child Left Behind— 
Strengthening America’s Education System 

Released January 10 

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Scott McClellan 

Statement by the Press Secretary announcing 
that the President signed H.R. 972 

Statement by the Press Secretary announcing 
that the President signed H.R. 2017, H.R. 
3179, H.R. 4501, and H.R. 4637 

Statement by the Press Secretary on disaster 
assistance to Oklahoma 

Fact sheet: Progress and the Work Ahead in 
Iraq 

Released January 11 

Transcript of a press gaggle by Press Sec-
retary Scott McClellan 

Statement by the Press Secretary announcing 
that the President signed H.R. 4340 

Statement by the Press Secretary: Signing of 
H.R. 4340, U.S.-Bahrain Free Trade Agree-
ment 

Statement by the Press Secretary on disaster 
assistance to Texas 

Fact sheet: The Asia-Pacific Partnership on 
Clean Development and Climate 
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* This Public Law was not received in time for 
inclusion in the appropriate issue. 

Released January 12 

Transcript of a press gaggle by Press Sec-
retary Scott McClellan 

Transcript of a press briefing by Office of 
Management and Budget Deputy Director 
Joel Kaplan on the effects of gulf coast recov-
ery costs on the Federal budget 

Fact sheet: A Commitment to Continued Re-
covery and Rebuilding in the Gulf Coast 

Released January 13 

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Scott McClellan 

Statement by the Press Secretary: Visit of 
Pakistani Prime Minister Shaukat Aziz 

Acts Approved 
by the President 

Approved January 6 * 

H.R. 1815 / Public Law 109–163 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2006 

Approved January 10 

H.R. 972 / Public Law 109–164 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2005 

H.R. 2017 / Public Law 109–165 
Torture Victims Relief Reauthorization Act 
of 2005 

H.R. 3179 / Public Law 109–166 
Junior Duck Stamp Reauthorization Amend-
ments Act of 2005 

H.R. 4501 / Public Law 109–167 
Passport Services Enhancement Act of 2005 

H.R. 4637 / Public Law 109–168 
To make certain technical corrections in 
amendments made by the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 

Approved January 11 

H.R. 4340 / Public Law 109–169 
United States-Bahrain Free Trade Agree-
ment Implementation Act 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 12:48 Jan 18, 2006 Jkt 208250 PO 00000 Frm 00050 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\PRESDOCS\P02JAT4.013 P02JAT4


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-02-10T07:46:22-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




