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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. TERRY).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 15, 2005.

I hereby appoint the Honorable LEE TERRY
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord our Protector and Guide, as a
pilgrim people traveling through space
and time but anchored in eternity, we
are always awaiting a new life; as we
celebrate a life suspended by all the re-
lationships we already know.

As Americans, it is hope, Lord, that
keeps us fixed on the future. Hope car-
ries us through good times and bad, yet
hope secures our existence and our pur-
pose in the here and now. Help us to
draw closer to the Source of Hope, not
to be found in the strong wind of tur-
moil that today’s world brings, not in

the earthquake of power plays, not in
the fire that human desire consumes,
but rather in the sound of sheer silence
that the holy Scriptures reveal.

Lord, once we have found our authen-
tic source of hope, we can make the
necessary corrections in our itinerary.
We can make expectations fit words re-
vealed and let the beauty of divine en-
ergy prevail over self-centeredness and
fear. Once we can place all our hope in
You, Lord, where it belongs, we can
rest and enjoy, because then the in-
credible can be believable and the im-
possible seem within reach.

In You, O Lord, we place our trust
now and forever. Amen.

NOTICE

If the 109th Congress, 1st Session, adjourns sine die on or before December 20, 2005, a final issue of the Congres-
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any event that occurred after the sine die date.
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by e-mail to the Official Reporters of Debates at “Record @ Sec.Senate.gov”.

Members of the House of Representatives’ statements may also be submitted electronically by e-mail, to accompany
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THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain 5 one-minute
speeches from each side.

————

ECONOMIC JOY TO AMERICA

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, Republican fiscal policies
continue to spread tidings of economic
joy to families throughout our coun-
try.

Yesterday, the U.S. Labor Depart-
ment reported that consumer prices
plummeted last month by 0.6 percent,
the largest decrease since 1949. Energy
prices alone have dropped by 8 percent.
These strong economic indicators are
only a sample of gifts created by low
taxes and decreased government regu-
lations.

Additionally, 4.5 million new jobs
have been created. More Americans are
working than ever before in our Na-
tion’s history. The unemployment rate
is lower than the average of the past
three decades. The economy grew at 4.3
percent over the last 10 quarters. Tax
receipts increased by $247 billion in
just 1 year after the Bush tax cuts, the
largest increase ever. Home sales
reached a record high in October. Pro-
ductivity soared in the last quarter by
4.7 percent, reducing fears of inflation.

We will continue to enact economic
policies to help all Americans.

In conclusion, God bless our troops.
We will never forget September 11 and
the courageous Iraqi voters.

————

RESOLUTIONS REGARDING WAR IN
IRAQ

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Today, the TU.S.
House will debate a so-called Victory
in Iraq resolution, and vote on whether
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or not the continued U.S. military
presence in Iraq is desirable by the U.S.
Government.

Today, Congressman RON PAUL and I
have a resolution that expresses the
sense of Congress that the new perma-
nent Council of Representatives of Iraq
should debate and vote on whether the
continued U.S. military presence in
Iraq is desired by the Government of
Iraaq.

According to the Iraq constitution,
the Iraq federal government has exclu-
sive power over foreign policy and ne-
gotiation, national defense policy, and
the Council of Representatives specifi-
cally has the responsibility of creating
new law and certifying treaties and
international agreements.

The continued U.S. military presence
in Iraq is a matter for the elected Gov-
ernment of Iraq, a sovereign nation, to
decide. If we define victory as Iraq’s
self-determination, then we ought to
encourage Iraq to make its own deci-
sion about further U.S. occupation. But
if victory is just a cover for endless
U.S. occupation of Iraq, then that is
just not going to be acceptable to the
American people or to people of the
world.

IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, during the
decade I served as a member of the
North Carolina Senate and during my
first term in the United States Con-
gress, I have found that few things are
as important or represent as many
problems as illegal immigration.

The terrorist attacks on our home-
land highlighted the potential disas-
trous effects of the porous borders and
the need to bolster border security. Il-
legal immigration also has many other
far-reaching and dangerous effects.
That is why I am pleased to cosponsor
H.R. 4437, the Border Protection, Anti-
terrorism, and Illegal Immigration
Control Act of 2005. This important
piece of legislation will strengthen our
borders, crack down on those who hire
illegal aliens, increase the punishment
for those who smuggle people into our
country illegally and allow for the
swift deportation of illegal aliens.

I sympathize with those who wish to
live in America. We are indeed a nation
of immigrants, but also a nation of
laws. Immigration laws exist to pro-
vide the steps for safe and legal entry
into our country. Controlling illegal
immigration begins with the enforce-
ment of current laws and the elimi-
nation of incentives to immigrate ille-
gally.

Please join me in supporting H.R.
4437.

———

THURMAN BARNES
(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate Mr. Thurman
Barnes of LaGrange, Georgia, on re-
ceiving his GED at age 96. In fact, Mr.
Barnes is believed to be the oldest per-
son ever to receive a GED, attesting to
the fact that an education is important
and fulfilling no matter what your age.

Eighty years ago, Mr. Barnes failed a
Latin class. As so often happens in life,
before he could make up his course
work, his attention was turned to his
job, marriage, and family obligations.
But throughout his life, the thought of

that elusive high school diploma
stayed with him.
Eight decades later, Mr. Barnes

began taking classes at West Georgia
Technical College. This past Monday,
he passed the GED examination with
flying colors. When asked what subject
was easiest for him, Mr. Barnes replied,
““Social studies, because I have lived
through most everything in the last 100
years.”

Mr. Speaker, it takes a lot of char-
acter and tenacity to hold on to the
dream of graduating high school for 80
years. I want to thank Mr. Barnes, his
family, West Georgia Technical Col-
lege, and the Georgia Adult Literacy
Program for reminding us of the impor-
tance of rising to the challenges of life,
regardless of age.

———

MATTHEW SCOTT

(Mr. LARSEN of Washington asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the her-
oism of a man named Matthew Scott,
who nearly 9 years ago performed an
act of uncommon courage that saved
the life of a young woman in my con-
gressional district.

In August of 1997, a 15-year-old
woman and her friend were driving on
a narrow, windy road near a dangerous
area called Deception Pass. Unable to
see the road, Leslie, the driver, drove
off a 185-foot cliff into the freezing
ocean below. Her passenger managed to
jump to safety from the truck before it
went over the edge. At the same time,
Matthew Scott, a young Naval Chief
Petty Officer, was driving by the loca-
tion when he spotted a busted guard-
rail and a group of people pointing to
the waters below.

Matthew scaled down the treach-
erous, dark cliff with only a small
flashlight to guide him. At the bottom
of his 185-foot descent, he swam 30
yards out in strong tides and frigid
water to rescue Leslie who had suffered
a broken back, leg, and arm. Because of
his selfless, courageous heroics, Leslie
is now a 24-year-old mother and a man-
ager of a local coffee shop.

Matthew has continued to dedicate
his life to one of military service and is
now a lieutenant studying for his MBA
at the Naval Post Graduate School in
California. As a member of the House
Armed Services Committee, I am hon-
ored to have had Lieutenant Scott
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serve at Naval Air Station Whidbey Is-
land in Washington State’s Second
Congressional District, so I come to
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives today to honor him and call on
all my colleagues to look to Matthew’s
example to inspire us and spur us on to
our own acts of selfless service and
care.

Because of Matthew’s humble
heroics, Leslie is alive today. Matthew
himself is not just a good father and
not just a good sailor, he is a great per-
son and a true hero.

——
FREEDOM WINS

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
did you see the newspaper? Iraqis vote
by the millions, turn out undeterred by
threats. Violence was replaced by Iraqi
citizens, 70 percent of them freely and
openly voting for their representatives,
affirming the wonder of liberty.

The entire world is witness to their
desire, demonstrated by their courage
and action to live in a country where
life and liberty are treasured.

This week we have seen success in
Iraq, another vivid victory over ter-
rorism. Anxiety has been replaced by
celebration, purple-stained fingers
were seen throughout Iraq, testimony
to the glory and the spirit of freedom.
Everyone may now see that our efforts
in Iraq are successful. Millions of
Iraqis are participating in leading their
country to a bright future, full of
promise and potential.

Mr. Speaker, we should all applaud
these efforts. Today is a day of victory
for Iraq, for America, and for the free
world. It is testimony that the will of
the Iraqi people will not waiver and
that freedom will prevail.

———
IMMIGRATION

(Mr. GRIJALVA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to H.R. 4437, the
Border and Immigration Enforcement
Act of 2005.

H.R. 4437 is an enforcement-only ap-
proach that fails to provide real family
security, real national security, and
real economic security for our country.
It is neither comprehensive nor real-
istic.

If this Nation really wants to create
an effective border security policy, we
need to have a debate that includes a
discussion about actual solutions to
our problems, which means taking all
of the political grandstanding and bait-
ing out of the equation.

H.R. 4437 is unrealistic, it is based on
fear, and it is financially irresponsible
and even unconstitutional at times. It
joins rank with the Chinese Exclusion
Act and the Depression-era repatri-
ation of U.S. Citizens to Mexico, two of
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our country’s most embarrassing mo-
ments.

As a first-generation son, a native-
born son of an immigrant that came to
this country, I hope we do not close the
door to that legacy.

————

IRAN AND ISRAEL

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the out-
burst of hateful and irresponsible rhet-
oric coming from Iran in recent days
and weeks is simply outrageous.

In October, Iranian President
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad sparked inter-
national outrage when he publicly de-
clared that Israel should be ‘“‘wiped off
the map.” Just last week, he suggested
that the Holocaust never happened.
This week, he called for Israel to be
moved to Europe.

Nations, including the U.S., France,
Germany, and the European Commis-
sion, have all expressed their disgust
with these comments. The Israeli For-
eign Ministry spokesman, Mark Regev,
said it best when he said, ‘“The com-
bination of fanatical ideology, a
warped sense of reality, and nuclear
weapons is a combination that no one
in the international community can
accept.”

He is absolutely right. These com-
ments were not made by some cleric of
some small mosque. He is a head of
state, and to think of him having nu-
clear weapons is frightening. It threat-
ens not only Israel, but the inter-
national community as a whole, and
should be denounced in the strongest
terms possible by all nations.

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. RES. 612, VICTORY IN IRAQ
RESOLUTION

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 619 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 619

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the resolution (H. Res. 612) ex-
pressing the commitment of the House of
Representatives to achieving victory in Iraq.
The resolution shall be considered as read.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the resolution and preamble to
final adoption without intervening motion or
demand for division of the question except:
(1) one hour of debate equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations; and (2) one motion to re-
commit which may not contain instructions.

SEC. 2. On the first legislative day of the
second session of the One Hundred Ninth
Congress, the House shall not conduct orga-
nizational or legislative business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is
recognized for 1 hour.
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday was an ex-
traordinary day not only in the history
of Iraq but the history of the world. We
saw the third free and fair election
take place in the country of Iraq, and
for the first time in the history of that
nation we saw the people of Iraq choose
their own leaders.

On January 30 of this year, there
were many people who thought it could
not happen, there were many terrorist
attacks, and it actually was slow in
coming. As you will recall, the pictures
that we saw of voting stations where
early on no one voted, but ultimately
8.5 million Iraqis voted to put into
place a coalition government that was
charged with the task of fashioning a
constitution, a constitution that would
work to bring together the very dis-
parate factions that exist within Iraq,
the three that we know of, the Shia,
the Sunni, and the Kurdish popu-
lations, and of course the other divi-
sions that exist in the country.

Mid-summer, we saw the work on
that constitution proceed. We saw the
August date approach. There were
problems, difficulties. And then we saw
the October 15 election rapidly ap-
proach, and people from all over the
world, including leaders of the U.S.
forces there, were uncertain as to
whether or not the Iraqi people would
in fact ratify their constitution.

Mr. Speaker, we saw a 64 percent
voter turnout, roughly 10 million Iraqis
voting, and 78 percent of the people of
Iraq from throughout the country
among all of those three disparate fac-
tions within the country came together
and overwhelmingly, with a 78 percent
vote, ratified that constitution. The
existence of that constitution called
for parliamentary elections to take
place, and for, as I said, the first time
in the nation’s history we yesterday
saw the Iraqi people choose their own
leaders, a 275-member parliamentary
assembly.

Mr. Speaker, we do not know yet the
exact outcome of that election, but
there are a number of very important
things we do know about yesterday’s
election. We thought that there would
be wide-ranging terrorist attacks,
when in fact there were very few if any
difficulties with the election at all
when it came to attacks. We saw some-
thing that came as a great surprise to
so many people, and that was a 70 per-
cent voter turnout.

Mr. Speaker, 11 million Iraqis voted
in this election. If one looks at where
it is that we are headed, it is an amaz-
ing testament to what the United
States of America and our Coalition
Forces have done.

We, as a body, strongly support our
troops; and we, as a body, strongly sup-
port the mission of our troops.
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Mr. Speaker, what I would like to do,
at this point, is share with my col-
leagues the resolution that, if we ap-
prove this rule, will be considered. It is
a resolution introduced by the very dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee
on International Relations. And I
should say parenthetically that our
thoughts and prayers are with Chair-
man HYDE right now as he is going
through a very difficult situation in his
family. But in his absence, I know that
from the International Relations Com-
mittee our colleague from Miami (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) came before the Rules
Committee last night and testified on
behalf of this resolution; and she was
joined by the distinguished ranking
member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations (Mr. LANTOS).

The resolution reads as follows, Mr.
Speaker: Expressing the commitment
of the House of Representatives to
achieving victory in Iraq.

Whereas, the Iraqi election of Decem-
ber 15, 2005, the first to take place
under the newly ratified Iraqi constitu-
tion, represented a crucial success in
the establishment of a democratic con-
stitutional order in Iraq.

And whereas, Iraqis who by the mil-
lions defied terrorist threats to vote,
were protected by Iraqi security forces
with the help of United States and Coa-
lition Forces.

Now, therefore, be it resolved that:

1. The United States House of Rep-
resentatives is committed to achieving
victory in Iraq;

2. The Iraqi election of December 15,
2005, was a crucial victory for the Iraqi
people and Iraq’s new democracy and a
defeat for the terrorists who seek to
destroy that democracy;

3. The House of Representatives en-
courages all Americans to express soli-
darity with the Iraqi people as they
take another step toward their goal of
a free, open, and democratic society;

4. The successful Iraqi election of De-
cember 15, 2005, required the presence
of U.S. Armed Forces, U.S.-trained
Iraqi forces, and Coalition Forces;

5. The continued presence of United
States Armed Forces in Iraq will be re-
quired only until Iraqi forces can stand
up so our forces can stand down, and no
longer than is required for that pur-
pose;

6. Setting an artificial timetable for
the withdrawal of United States Armed
Forces from Iraq, or immediately ter-
minating their deployment in Iraq and
redeploying them elsewhere in the re-
gion, is fundamentally inconsistent
with achieving victory in Iraq;

7. The House of Representatives rec-
ognizes and honors the tremendous sac-
rifices made by the members of the
United States Armed Forces and their
families, along with the members of
Iraqi and Coalition Forces; and,

8. The House of Representatives has
unshakable confidence that with the
support of the American people and the
Congress, the United States Armed
Forces, along with the Iraqi and Coali-
tion Forces, shall achieve victory in
Iraq.
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That is what House Resolution 612
says, Mr. Speaker; and it is very clear
to me that an overwhelming majority
of the House of Representatives will be
supportive of this effort.

Now, I think that it is important for
us to also look back at a number of the
charges that have been leveled over the
past couple of years. There was no
strategy, no plan for victory in Iraq.
We have constantly heard that from
many over the past several months. I
got, as I know all my colleagues did,
this 35-page document that was put for-
ward by the President as he began his
campaign in the past several weeks to
enlighten the American people on what
our strategy for victory in Iraq is.

Now, there are many who believe
that this is some great revelation, but
the lead page of this 35-page document,
Mr. Speaker, refers to a speech that
was delivered 3 weeks, actually about
3Y2 weeks, before we began our military
engagement in Iraq.

In February of 2003, President Bush
said as follows: ““The United States has
no intention of determining the precise
form of Iraq’s new government. That
choice belongs to the Iraqi people. Yet,
we will ensure that one brutal dictator
is not replaced by another. All Iraqis
must have a voice in the new govern-
ment, and all citizens must have their
rights protected. Rebuilding Iraq will
require a sustained commitment from
many nations, including our own. We
will remain in Iraq as long as necessary
and not a day more.”

Now, that was stated by President
Bush on February 26 of 2003, and I com-
mend this document to my colleagues,
in which it refers to the fact that we
have seen extraordinary achievements
take place since we began our effort in
Iraq. The impact that it is having on
the region is underreported. The posi-
tive salutary effect of what the United
States of America, the Iraqi Security
Forces, and our Coalition Forces have
done has had, I believe, an extraor-
dinarily positive impact on nations
like Egypt that for the first time in its
history held, as I was told by the de-
fense minister of Hgypt, because of
what we have done in Iraq they held
multicandidate elections; in Lebanon
where we have seen people, because of
what we have done in Iraq, standing up
for the cause of freedom say that they
will give their lives to ensure that the
Syrians do not control their country.
So throughout the region we are seeing
very important developments.

Mr. Speaker, it is also important to
note that we continue to live in a very
dangerous world, and that region of the
world is particularly dangerous. All
one needs to do is look at the state-
ment made most recently this week
from Iran’s leader about the continued
quest towards undermining the cause
of freedom and liberation and democ-
racy.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution makes it
very clear. We congratulate the people
of Iraq. We underscore the fact that the
Iraqi Security Forces, the TUnited
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States of America and our Coalition
played a critical role in finally bring-
ing about the self-determination which
the people of Iraq are now enjoying;
and it makes it clear that the region is
still a very dangerous spot on our globe
and that any kind of artificial time-
table that were put into effect calling
for our withdrawal would undermine
the tremendous successes that we have
been able to see over the past nearly 3
years and, I believe, could jeopardize
the future of these people who are just
now getting a taste of the kind of free-
dom that we take for granted.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER), the chairman of
our committee, for yielding me the
customary 30 minutes, and I yield my-
self 72 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, last night and this
morning, like all my colleagues, I
watched the news reports about the
parliamentary elections in Iraq. This is
a proud day for the Iraqi people, and it
is fitting that this Congress, this House
of Representatives, recognize the cour-
age of the Iraqi people, their desire to
take control of their own destiny, and
how much they have suffered to
achieve this taste of democracy.

As has been stated by so many ana-
lysts in the news media, one of the
most important outcomes of this elec-
tion was the significant participation
for the first time of Iraqi Sunnis in this
election, many of whom, according to
news reports, were encouraged to vote,
escorted to the polls or guarded at the
polls by armed Iraqi insurgents.

Everyone in the House of Representa-
tives is proud of the Iraqi people. Ev-
eryone in this House respects the ef-
forts made by our uniformed men and
women to help the Iraqi people get to
this historic moment.

This House could have sent a strong
unified message to the Iraqi people, our
troops in Iraq, and to the international
community in support of our troops
and in support of the brave Iraqi peo-
ple. But, Mr. Speaker, once again, as it
has so often done in the past, this Re-
publican leadership has chosen to in-
clude controversial language in this
resolution, knowing that it will pro-
voke sharp and divisive debate over
Iraq.

O 0930

Rather than choosing to send a
united message to the world, the Re-
publican leadership has cynically and
deliberately decided to highlight our
divisions rather than our unity.

Late last night, the ranking member
of the House International Relations
Committee, one of the most respected
leaders in this House on human rights,
Congressman ToMm LANTOS, came before
the Rules Committee with a resolution
that focused on congratulating the peo-
ple of Iraq for three successful elec-
tions conducted in Iraq this year. The
resolution further praises our troops
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for their contributions to peace and
stability in Iraq. And, Mr. Speaker, he
was rejected out of hand.

Shame on the majority to treat one
of the most respected Members of this
body in such a fashion. Shame. Mr.
Speaker, there are many points of view
in this House about how the TU.S.
should proceed in Iraq. Even among the
majority, there are differing points of
view. I for one believe these successful
Iraqi elections provide an opportunity
for the United States to change course
in Iraq and begin bringing U.S. forces
home. As we pass the 1,000th day of the
war in Iraq, I believe we must begin the
transition to putting the Iraqis in
charge.

After 3 years of war, the United
States claims, for better or for worse,
the elimination of Saddam Hussein
from power, and that the United States
has furthered the Iraqi political proc-
ess, culminating in the passage of a
Constitution and now the first demo-
cratic election and Iraq’s first con-
stitutional government.

At this point, plans for a full transfer
of sovereignty to Iraqis demands a
change in course, one that puts Iraqis
in charge. Iraq can’t move forward
with 160,000 U.S. troops, the largest
U.S. Embassy in the world, and with
Iraqi public opinion behind a timetable
for withdrawal.

Mr. Speaker, many years ago
Vermont Senator George Aiken said of
the disastrous Vietnam war that the
United States should declare victory
and go home. Well, the elections in
Iraq and the other milestones con-
stitute a sufficient reason for the
United States to declare that it has
done all it can in Iraq, and it is time to
reverse the Bush administration’s poli-
cies.

President Bush’s unwillingness to an-
nounce a plan to remove U.S. troops
within a clear time frame and his re-
fusal to renounce the use of permanent
U.S. military bases there undermines
his rhetoric about Iraqi democracy and
will undermine the legitimacy of the
new Iraqi Government. Our occupation
of Iraq complicates the transition to
democracy. Former Secretary of State
Madeleine Albright had it right, Mr.
Speaker, when she said last month that
the United States can support democ-
racy, but we cannot impose democracy.
And it is a deadly combination when
democracy is equated with occupation.

While the President continues to give
speeches on the war, the American peo-
ple have become disenchanted with the
administration’s Iraq policies and its
failure to disclose a plan for with-
drawal. Let us be clear, Mr. Speaker.
The President has a credibility gap
when it comes to Iraq. According to a
December 8 New York Times/CBS poll,
59 percent of Americans disapprove of
the way President Bush is handling the
war in Iraq, and 70 percent do not be-
lieve that he has developed a clear plan
to get American troops out of Iraq.

We have lost more than 2,100 soldiers
dead and over 15,000 wounded, over-
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stretched our military, placed our
homeland and those of our allies at
greater risk, and still this President
persists in a useless quest for, quote,
victory.

But excuse me, Mr. Speaker, just
what is ‘““victory’’? Who defines it? Who
decides when ‘‘victory” has been
achieved in Iraq? Is it the Iraqi people
themselves? Is it President Bush, who
has already declared ‘‘mission accom-
plished”’? Is it next year? Or the year
after that? Or 5 years or 10 years down
the road? Is it when we have lost 3,000
troops in Iraq? Or 5,000? Or 10-? How
many more American troops do we
have to sacrifice? How many more
Iraqi lives must be sacrificed before we
decide that ‘‘victory” has been
achieved?

While most Iraqis are confident in
yesterday’s parliamentary elections,
two-thirds are opposed to the presence
of U.S. troops, according to a poll re-
leased on December 12 by ABC News
and Time Magazine. According to news
reports, many of the Sunnis turned out
in such large numbers yesterday be-
cause they see it as a means to end the
U.S. occupation of their country. Arab
voices through the Cairo process are
helping change the dynamic in a posi-
tive way and are filling a role that the
U.S. no longer needs to play.

The President must work with the
United Nations and Iraq’s Arab neigh-
bors to develop an interim arrange-
ment as American troops depart. The
best way to preserve the gains made so
far is to commit to long-term financing
for reconstruction, working with the
new Iraqi Government to set a time-
table for withdrawal, and to arrange
for an over-the-horizon troop presence.

The Bush administration and the Re-
publican leadership of this House
should be spending less time on spin
and speeches and more time on pre-
paring for bringing American troops
home. The way out of Iraq begins by
genuine respect for the will of the Iraqi
people and their desire for U.S. mili-
tary withdrawal from Iraq. The Presi-
dent can begin to demonstrate this re-
spect by putting an end to the at-
tempted manipulation of Iraqi public
opinion with fake news written by Pen-
tagon contractors, the unambiguous
announcement that the U.S. will not
maintain permanent military bases
there, and the immediate initiation of
a coherent plan for the withdrawal of
our forces there. This will not only
give the vast majority of the Iraqi peo-
ple what they want, but the new Iraqi
Government its strongest chance for
success.

Unlike what is stated in this resolu-
tion, there is mnothing ‘‘artificial”
about this approach. Congress, too, has
a responsibility to take action where
the Bush administration falters. Today
we should praise the Iraqi people, but
tomorrow this Congress should move to
must-pass legislation to force begin-
ning to bring our forces home.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, as I listen
to these statements made about public
opinion polls, I would like to point to
my colleagues the ABC News poll about
which my friend referred. Seventy-one
percent of the Iraqis polled said that
their lives were very good or quite
good; 61 percent reported the security
situation is very good or quite good in
the area where they reside; 64 percent
said they expect their lives to be much
or somewhat better a year from now.

I know that my friend from Ohio is
introducing a resolution, he spoke
about it earlier today, talking about
the independence and the Iraqis mak-
ing a choice as far as our presence. The
Iraqi President, Jalal Talabani, made
it very clear in an editorial that he
wrote in the Wall Street Journal. He
said:

““A timetable will aid the terrorists
and tell them that all they have to do
is wait. Military plans must be flexible.
We should have the suppleness to re-
spond to the often-changing level of
terrorist threat.”

That is not an American military
leader making that statement. That is
the President of Iraq.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to yield 3 minutes to the very distin-
guished chairman of the Republican
Study Committee, my friend from Co-
lumbus, Indiana (Mr. PENCE).

Mr. PENCE. I thank the chairman for
yielding.

As a member of the International Re-
lations Committee, I rise in strong sup-
port of this resolution and take a mo-
ment to express our prayers and good
wishes to the author of this resolution,
who labors at the side of his namesake
at this very hour in a hospice in Illi-
nois.

It is extraordinary day today, Mr.
Speaker, as a Member of Congress that
has had the privilege to travel to Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom on three different
occasions, the news that 11 million
Iraqis, with Iraqis on point handling
the security during these elections, 70
percent of Iraqis turned out. It was, in
no uncertain terms, a victory for de-
mocracy in Iraq. And it is my privilege
and honor to rise this morning on this
floor in support of the rule and the un-
derlying resolution that confirms this
great day in the history of freedom,
December 15, 2005, when millions of
Iraqis defied terrorists to say ‘‘yes’ to
democracy.

I stand also in support of the affirma-
tive statements in this resolution that
this House of Representatives is com-
mitted to achieving victory in Iraq and
sees this election as a crucial victory
for the Iraqi people and a defeat for the
terrorists in that country. It is also in
this resolution an effort to state em-
phatically the rejection of the wisdom
of an artificial time line and also to
recognize the extraordinary sacrifices
made by members of the United States
Armed Forces and their families. It is
about them that I rise especially
today, Mr. Speaker.

This week at my office in Muncie, In-
diana, a group of the citizens that I
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have the privilege of serving came to
protest our military presence in Iraq,
to urge the withdrawal, as some have
done and continue to do, of our forces
from this nation. And while it is their
right to do so, let me say emphatically,
it is my duty to stand with our Com-
mander in Chief, to stand with our sol-
diers in the field, and to stand with the
good people of Iraq until we achieve a
total victory for freedom in this na-
tion.

I derive that sense of duty from seven
names that I felt obligated to mention
today. They are the names of the sol-
diers that I represented until they
stepped into eternity, who fell in Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom, from eastern Indi-
ana.

Lance Corporal Matthew Smith.

Private Shawn Pahnke.

Specialist Chad Keith.

Staff Sergeant Frederick Miller, Jr.

Sergeant Robert Colvill, Jr.

Specialist Raymond White.

Lance Corporal Scott ZubowsKi.

These seven men didn’t leave their
post, and this Congressman won’t, ei-
ther. It is them and to their credit and
to their grieving families that I rise in
support of this resolution today. It is
the sacrifices of over 2,000 American
soldiers who laid down their lives for
the freedom that we saw demonstrated
in the streets of every corner of Iraq
yesterday that I support this resolu-
tion.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
6 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
the ranking member on the Inter-
national Relations Committee, who
was denied his request to offer his
amendment here on the floor today.

Mr. LANTOS. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in sorrow, not in
anger, because this morning could be a
morning of unity and celebration and
congratulations. Yesterday in unprece-
dented numbers the people of Iraq re-
jected the threats and intimidation of
the terrorists and chose a new perma-
nent national Parliament, the first
fully sovereign, elected democratic as-
sembly in the history of Iraq. This
should be cause for celebration for the
Iraqi people, for our troops, the troops
of our allies and the Iraqi security
forces who bravely protected the Iraaqi
people who came out to vote. Unfortu-
nately, the resolution before us does
not do that, and that I deeply regret.

Mr. Speaker, we all know that there
is a spectrum of views on my side of
the aisle on how to deal with the dif-
ficult situation in Iraq in the weeks
and months ahead. Yesterday I was
asked with a number of other Demo-
crats to go to the White House. I sat
next to the President as we talked
about the possibility of building a
united approach to this difficult di-
lemma. But the leadership, in a rigid,
unbending, almost ruthless fashion, re-
fused to take one single word of change
or modification in their resolution. It
was a take-it-or-leave-it proposal,
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which is inappropriate in a democratic
legislative body where some of us have
been attempting to operate in a bipar-
tisan fashion.

I introduced a resolution and asked
the Rules Committee to make it in
order. My resolution congratulates the
Iraqi people on three democratic na-
tional elections, encourages all Ameri-
cans to support the Iraqi people, and
commends our troops and those of our
allies and the Iraqi forces for pro-
tecting their people at election time.

That is the resolution which should
be before us today. We would get a
unanimous vote, and we would send a
message to our troops and to the whole
world that Congress is united. Instead,
by rigidly demanding total adherence
to the Republican formula, there will
be an ugly, divisive debate in this body
this morning. This is not in our na-
tional interest.

I wish to use the balance of my time
to read the resolution that I believe
ought to be before us, Mr. Speaker.

The text of my resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 613

Whereas the people of Iraq have consist-
ently and courageously demonstrated their
commitment to democracy by participating
in three elections in 2005;

Whereas on January 30, 2005, the people of
Iraq participated in an election for a transi-
tional national assembly;

Whereas all segments of Iraqi society ac-
tively participated in the approval of a new
Iraqi Constitution through a referendum
held on October 15, 2005;

Whereas reports indicate that the people of
Iraq voted in unprecedented and over-
whelming numbers in the most recent elec-
tion, held on December 15, 2005, for a new,
national parliament that will serve in ac-
cordance with the recently-approved Iraqi
Constitution for a four-year term and that
represents the first fully sovereign, elected
democratic assembly in the history of Iraq;

Whereas this remarkable level of participa-
tion by the people of Iraq in the face of dire
threats to their very lives has won the admi-
ration of the world;

Whereas the Iraqi elections could not have
been conducted without the courage and
dedication of the members of the United
States Armed Forces and the armed forces of
other nations in Iraq, including the members
of the security forces of Iraq; and

Whereas the December 15, 2005, election in
Iraq inspires confidence that a robust, plu-
ralistic democracy that will bring stability
to Iraqi society is emerging: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) congratulates the people of Iraq on the
three national elections conducted in Iraq in
2005;

(2) encourages all Americans to express
support for the people of Iraq in their efforts
to achieve a free, open, and democratic soci-
ety; and

(3) expresses its thanks and admiration to
the members of the United States Armed
Forces and the armed forces of other nations
in Iraq, including the members of the secu-
rity forces of Iraq, whose heroism permitted
the Iraqi people to vote safely.

Mr. LANTOS. There isn’t a Member
in this body who could not subscribe to
this. This is not the time for an ugly
and divisive debate. And with its rigid-
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ity and total unwillingness to listen to
half of this body, the majority has cho-
sen to give us an ugly and divisive de-
bate.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
respond to my very good friend from
California by saying, first and fore-
most, there is nothing ugly and divi-
sive about the debate that we are about
to undertake, that we are in the midst
of right now, number one.

Number two, I think it is important
to note that while all of the rec-
ommendations that were made by the
minority were rejected, I have just
been given by the staff of the Inter-
national Relations Committee an out-
line of those two recommendations
that were made. They were to entirely
delete the resolved No. 6 clause in the
resolution, which was the language
that I read which says that we cannot
establish an artificial timetable for
withdrawal, which is exactly what
President Talabani said in his piece,
number one. And, number two, it un-
derscored the fact that there was a de-
sire from the minority to change the
goal of achieving victory to estab-
lishing stability in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is very impor-
tant for us to note that there should
be, in fact, complete bipartisanship in
our goal to not have an artificial time-
table complying with the request of
our men and women on the ground
there along with President Talabani, as
well as making sure that we achieve
victory in Iraq. Nothing, nothing, has
to be divisive about this debate. I am
convinced, Mr. Speaker, that at the
end of the day, an overwhelming ma-
jority of the House of Representatives
will support this, because we want to
do more than simply pat our men and
women in uniform on the back and pat
the Iraqi people on the back. We want
to talk about the importance of sus-
taining what took place yesterday for
the future of Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS. Will my friend yield?

Mr. DREIER. I will in just a moment.
We have got a limited amount of time.
I look forward to engaging my friend,
but I promised the former Secretary of
State of Michigan that I would yield
215 minutes to her. At this point I
would like to do that and then would
look forward to any comments that my
friend would offer.

Mr. LANTOS. I would like to com-
ment on your observation.

Mr. DREIER. Absolutely. I look for-
ward to it.

Mr. LANTOS. Thank you for your
courtesy.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I rise
in strong support of this rule and the
underlying resolution as well, because
this House must show our troops, the
Iraqi people, and our terrorist enemies
that we are committed to achieving
victory in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, just a couple of days
ago, I spoke with a constituent of mine
named PFC Josh Sparling. Josh serves
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in the 82nd Airborne Division with the
3rd of the 504th, also proudly known as
the Blue Devils. Josh was wounded by
an IED while serving with his unit in
Ramadi, Iraq. He is currently at Walter
Reed Hospital recuperating from sur-
gery, with doctors working literally to
save his leg.

When I talked to Josh, he did not
want to complain about his wounds nor
the pain that they were causing him.
No, this American hero wanted to talk
to me about the progress being made
on the ground in Iraq, and how well the
new Iraqi troops performed in the field,
and how committed the Iraqis were to
reclaiming their country from the ter-
rorists.

His proudest day in Iraq was when he
provided security in the Iraqi election
last October. He watched thousands of
Iraqis singing and celebrating on their
way to polling stations. It made him
proud that the American military was
accomplishing their mission to spread
peace and hope and freedom and de-
mocracy. He was disappointed that he
was not in Iraq right now with his unit
providing security for yesterday’s elec-
tion and watching the left flank of his
buddies.

Mr. Speaker, that is commitment.
That is dedication, what we expect and
what we get from our brave men and
women in uniform. Yesterday’s elec-
tion was a great victory for the Iraqi
people, more proof of an historic pivot
in that part of the world, and now is
not the time to wave the white flag
just as our Iraqi allies begin the dif-
ficult business of forming a new demo-
cratic government.

We cannot redeploy troops based on
political concerns instead of needs on
the ground to secure victory. We must
not let down all of our brave men and
women in uniform who have served so
remarkably. We cannot let down over
11 million Iraqis who yesterday stuck a
finger in the eye of the terrorists as
they stuck their finger in that blue
ink. We cannot give our terrorist en-
emies a victory which they cannot
achieve on the battleground.

We need to send a message, this
House needs to send a message, today
that we are committed to completing
the mission. Vote ‘‘yes” on the rule
and the underlying resolution.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, before
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) to respond to
what the chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee had said, let me make clear, no-
body is talking about waving a white
flag here. What we are talking about is
trying to figure out a way to make a
bad situation less bad. The polls have
shown clearly that the majority of the
Iraqi people want us out of Iraq. When
a majority wants something, they usu-
ally get what they want, because that
is what a democracy is about.

We don’t know a lot about democracy
in this House because we are routinely
shut out of being able to have debates
and votes on important issues. But the
bottom line is that those of us who are
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advocating that the President set some
sort of a timetable are doing so because
we think that that is a way to
strengthen the situation, to give the
new government over there a chance to
succeed. I don’t believe it can succeed
if it is viewed as a puppet of the United
States. I don’t believe it can succeed
with a huge U.S. occupation over there.
I don’t believe it can succeed with the
largest U.S. Embassy in the world over
there. I don’t believe it can succeed if
those are the conditions.

And so having said that, let me yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS).

Mr. LANTOS. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield a minute to my friend
from California as well.

Mr. LANTOS. Thank you.

My good friend Mr. DREIER suggested
that there will not be a divisive debate
this morning. That divisive debate has
already begun. You need to listen to
the words of what my colleagues are
saying. I attempted to avoid this divi-
sive debate this morning. I attempted
at the end of this session to have this
Congress go home with a unanimous
vote congratulating the Iraqi people on
what they have done; congratulating
our military, our allies and the Iraqi
forces for making it possible for them
to vote.

There are divisions on policy, and it
is an ostrich policy to pretend that
there are no divisions. I may agree
with the gentleman’s view about a
timetable. That is not the issue. The
issue is that the last discussion of Iraq
in this body will show division, bitter-
ness and divisiveness, and that could
have been avoided with a little bit of
flexibility and consideration on the
part of the majority for the views of al-
most one-half of this body.

I thank my friend for yielding.

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman
yield? I have yielded 2 minutes to the
gentleman. I think he still has time.

I just would like to say that I believe
that the resolution that has been
brought forward is one which recog-
nizes the directive, the call from the
President of Iraq. It recognizes the
sense of the men and women in uniform
who are on the ground there. And I be-
lieve that an overwhelming majority,
and I will say to my friend, there may
be some Republicans who choose to
vote against this measure. I don’t
know that every Republican is going to
vote in support of this resolution, but
this resolution underscores the impor-
tance of victory in Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS. Reclaiming my time, it
is in the national interest to show the
greatest degree of unity in this body,
and your resolution does the opposite.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to one of the authors of the
amendment that was rejected last
night in the Rules Committee, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS),
my colleague on the Rules Committee.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank
my friend, the distinguished Rules
Committee member from Massachu-
setts, for yielding me time.

Last night I made the statement in
the Rules Committee that I would not
participate in the debate. I do not in-
tend when the debate begins to have
anything to say, and quite frankly if I
had the wherewithal, I would ask my
colleagues on the Democratic side not
to say anything as well. But I do know
a little bit now, having served on the
Rules Committee for a little while,
about closed rules, and I know when we
have closed rules, we restrict democ-
racy.

We come here to advocate for democ-
racy in Iraq, as rightly we should. But
I come this morning to advocate de-
mocracy for the Members of the House
of Representatives who have a different
point of view that needs to be heard re-
garding this important matter having
to do with our Nation. Like my friend
and mentor, ToM LANTOS, I feel that
there will be division as a result of the
resolution as filed. I quite frankly am a
bit surprised that so many people in
the majority who argue that the war
should not be politicized have done an
act, although subtle and nuanced, that
is as political as most things that we
do here.

J 1000

I do not decry politics. That is what
we do for a living. But when it comes
to this Nation, we all have a responsi-
bility to stand together. There is no
one in this Congress that does not sup-
port the military of the United States
in every aspect of what it has done.
There is no one in this Congress that
wants us to fail in achieving victory in
Iraq and anywhere that terror exists in
this world. We have a vested interest in
that. We have a natural right to pursue
that particular interest.

But to fashion a resolution that ig-
nores the language that Mr. LANTOS of-
fered, that does precisely the same
thing with civility all throughout it, I
cannot imagine that we have passed
yet another closed rule and that we
have restricted a sensible, civil resolu-
tion offered by Mr. LANTOS, Ms. PELOSI,
and Mr. HOYER.

In that light, I consider it to be the
kind of act that is seemingly becoming
the pattern with so many people in this
House who represent so many constitu-
ents who are not being heard.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
respond to my friend.

First of all, let me say that as a
member of the Rules Committee, I am
very proud of this democratic, small
“d,” institution; and I am very proud
of the work of the Rules Committee. I
would like to say that in this session of
Congress more amendments offered by
Democrats have been made in order
than amendments offered by Repub-
licans.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to say
that as my friend talks about ideas



H11890

being shut out, that is a
mischaracterization of what has hap-
pened here. We have come forward with
a sense of the Congress resolution, a
simple resolution is what it is. I would
like to share with my colleagues, since
we are talking about the process of de-
mocracy in Iraq and the process of de-
mocracy here in the United States of
America and in the people’s House, ac-
cording to the Congressional Research
Service, they state on simple resolu-
tions, ‘‘Simple resolutions express non-
binding opinions on policies or issues
(the ‘sense’ of the House or Senate) or
deal with the internal affairs or prerog-
atives of the House. For example, they
are used to establish select and special
committees, appoint the members of
standing committees, and amend the
standing rules. In the House, the Rules
Committee reports its special rules in
the form of simple resolutions.”

This is a simple resolution which I
believe is going to enjoy strong bipar-
tisan support. Democrats and Repub-
licans will, I believe, in overwhelming
numbers support this resolution which
simply says, Mr. Speaker, that we rec-
ognize the incredible sacrifice by our
troops, we recognize the incredible sac-
rifice and suffering that the Iraqi peo-
ple encountered under Saddam Hussein
and the struggle that they have gone
through over the past 3 years. And it
recognizes what has been clearly stated
by Iraq’s President, by our men and
women in uniform and by the people of
Iraq, and that is establishing some ar-
tificial timetable would undermine the
process of democracy.

One must look at the letter which
has gotten a great deal of attention
that was sent from the number two op-
erative in al Qaeda, Mr. Zawahari to
the lead operative for al Qaeda in Iraq,
the center of terrorism from Zarqawi.
And he has said in that letter, Democ-
racy is coming and there will be no ex-
cuse for violence thereafter.

Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely essen-
tial that we do everything that we can
for the stability of Iraq, the stability of
the region, and the stability of the
world, that we must maintain that
path towards democracy. The coalition
forces, the Iraqi security forces are
making that happen.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10
seconds to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS).

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
10 seconds to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. HASTINGS).

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, in 20 seconds I put to the
Chair a simple question: If this resolu-
tion is so simple and noncontroversial,
why did it come through the Rules
Committee? And is it not true that Mr.
LANTOS’ resolution is also simple, and
there was nothing to preclude the Com-
mittee on Rules from hearing the Lan-
tos matter, had you chosen? And are
you not the greatest exemplar of not
having closed rules, Mr. Chairman?

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
respond to my friend.
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I will simply say that I believe we
should do everything we can to pursue
the deliberative process here. I believe
that the Rules Committee does that.
We have a management responsibility.
We bring resolutions through the Rules
Committee. If there is controversy, I
believe that recognizing our strategy
for victory in Iraq is the right thing to
do. People in Iraq, our men and women
on the ground, recognize that.

I believe it is the right thing to do
and I look forward to a strong and
overwhelming bipartisan vote in sup-
port of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank
the chairman for not answering my
question.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, to suggest that the
Rules Committee respects a delibera-
tive process in this House or that it is
somehow democratic or receptive to al-
ternative ideas, I think demonstrates
to me that the chairman has pretty
low standards when it comes to being
inclusive.

The bottom line is, on important
issues, on important matters like this
one, we are routinely shut out. I mean,
the chairman may be on board with
what the President is doing in Iraq, but
there are many of us who have great
concerns. And the fact of the matter is,
the section that is controversial in this
bill deserves debate, not in the context
of this resolution, but we should be on
this floor debating this for a period of
time and let everybody have their
chance to present their viewpoint on
what our policy should be in Iraq.

We should be debating Iraq almost
every day. I mean, we are at war. We
have lost 2,100 American servicemen
and women; 15,000 are wounded. We
have spent hundreds of billions of dol-
lars, and we do not like to talk about
it except in the context of these resolu-
tions that kind of get dropped on us
and brought to the floor; and we are
supposed to praise our troops, which we
all do.

We want to congratulate the demo-
cratic voting in Iraq, which we all do.
But then tucked into this is a provision
which some of us find objectionable.

This administration has a credibility
gap, in my opinion, when it comes to
Iraq. We have been misled too often,
and it is time to demand the truth. It
is not acceptable to embrace an open-
ended U.S. policy toward Iraq that sug-
gests that we put all our faith in the
President.

He has been wrong on everything.
There were no weapons of mass de-
struction. There was no tie to al Qaeda.
There was no imminent threat to the
United States from Iraq, and he rushed
us into war. He said we would be greet-
ed as liberators. Here we are approach-
ing the third year. We are not greeted
as liberators. We are stuck in a mess.

Mr. Speaker, I will also point out to
the chairman of the Rules Committee
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that if you read the front page of to-
day’s Washington Post it says, ‘‘Iraqi
Vote Draws Big Turnout of Sunnis.”
Underneath, subheadline, ‘‘Anti-U.S.
Sentiment is Motivator for Many.”’

A majority of the people in Iraq want
us to begin the process of withdrawal;
and what you are asking us to do is to
embrace a resolution that says we will
be there for as long as the President
wants us, and that is unacceptable.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, like the
President’s wishful, staged declaration
of “Mission Accomplished’” on that air-
craft carrier 2% years ago, or the Vice
President’s declaration that the insur-
gency was in its ‘‘final throes,” this
resolution proclaims the desire of Con-
gress for ‘‘victory’’ in Iraq.

Instead of dispatching our troops in
adequate numbers, this Congress made
one speech after another. Instead of
covering our troops with adequate, im-
penetrable armor, this Congress passed
one paper resolution after another like
this, which provided little shield from
those who would do our brave men and
women harm.

Well, each day’s news shows how out
of touch this Administration and its
congressional followers continue to be.
Like the administration, this Congress
has no idea what victory means other
than trying to escape the morass that
its bad judgment got us into.

I believe that victory in Iraq, which
we all desire, begins with a commit-
ment to championing the truth. This is
an administration that cannot utter
“Iraq” without saying 9/11,” even
though it knows there is absolutely no
connection between the two.

To win a war you have to shoot
straight. Our young men and women in
Iraq and Afghanistan understand that,
but this administration and its con-
gressional followers demonstrate again
and again that they do not—when they
are discussing the real weakness of the
Iraqi army or fail to do so, the strength
of the insurgency, or the length our
armed forces should be deployed.

They are so proud of the democratic
choices made in Iraq this week and so
very fearful for there to be any demo-
cratic choices on the resolution of the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) and others. They fear a demo-
cratic debate in this House because
their position is one of complete weak-
ness. They have waved the white flag
themselves at the possibility of a true
debate in this Congress.

What we need is a genuine debate
about the best pathway for our secu-
rity in Iraq. The President finally con-
ceded over 30,000 civilians have died in
this invasion. We have passed 2,000
young, brave men and women in the
service of America, and we are on the
way to 3,000.

This administration has begun a pub-
lic relations offensive when what we
need is an offensive for the protection
of our families. It has abandoned that
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in favor of a meaningless political vic-
tory, not a real plan for success for the
security of our families.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I first say to my friend from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT) that this notion that we
are going to stay just as long as Presi-
dent Bush wants us to stay and not a
day longer, well, actually, what Presi-
dent Bush has said is that we will stay
as long as necessary and not a day
longer. And that was part of the initial
strategy that was launched on his
speech on the 26th of February 2003.
And it is very, very clear that the
President of Iraq has said that any
kind of artificial timetable would, in
fact, jeopardize the prospect of democ-
racy.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DREIER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. DOGGETT. Has the President or
your resolution been willing to declare
that it rejects the idea of permanent
bases in Iraq?

Mr. DREIER. Reclaiming my time, I
will say that the President has said in
that speech that we will remain in Iraq
as long as necessary and not 1 day
longer. That is very clear to me, and so
it is obvious.

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to yield 2
minutes to the very, very able fighter
for freedom, our great friend from
Springdale, South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I am here today in support of
the rule and the underlying resolution,
in very strong support. I am here as a
Member of Congress. I am here as a 31-
year veteran of the Army Reserves and
the National Guard.

I am also proud to be the father of a
son who served for a year in Iraq. I
know firsthand of the progress that is
being made there, along with other
Members of Congress.

We should be proud that Chairman
HUNTER, his son served in the Marines
for a year in Mosul. Mr. SKELTON had a
son serve in Afghanistan in the war on
terrorism. Mr. TAYLOR of North Caro-
lina, Mr. AKIN of Missouri, Mr. KLINE of
Minnesota, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN of Flor-
ida, and Mr. SAXTON of New Jersey, all
of us have had family members who
have participated in the global war on
terror, and we are so proud of their
successes.

Additionally, I would tell you that I
disagree with Democratic Leader
PELOSI. I believe that her position is
wrong. I believe that proposing a with-
drawal is giving your game plan ahead
of time. You do not do it in football;
you do not do it in politics. And you do
not do it in a time of war. It is my view
that we should understand that war is
unpredictable.

Of all times, this week 61 years ago
we found out the unpredictability of
war and that is the Battle of Bulge.
Tens of thousands of German troops se-
cretly were located in the Ardennes

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Forest, attacked our troops in Luxem-
bourg, in Belgium, and in Germany
itself, and we lost 17,000 Americans.
This could not be projected, this sur-
prise attack.

We need to be prepared. So I am very
proud that indeed progress is being
made.

Our President has a wonderful plan of
developing the Iraqi Security Forces,
developing the Iraqi economy and the
political situation, as we saw yesterday
with the historic turnout of millions of
Iraqis to build a civil society. And the
bottom line is, it protects the Amer-
ican people.

This is exactly what America did
after World War II, developing the
democratic society of Japan which now
is one of our great allies. We have the
same potential to protect American
families now.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1Y2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution we are
debating today is an H. Res. resolution.
Basically, this is just a sense of the
Congress. It is largely symbolic.

One of the complaints that many of
us on this side of the aisle, and I know
some of the people on the Republican
side have as well, is that we kind of
skirt around the real issue, which is
what the policy is. Staying as long as
it is going to take, that is not a policy.
That is a sound bite.

The President does not know where
we are going in Iraq. He has given
speeches that have been heavy on rhet-
oric, but not particularly big on spe-
cifics.

If we want to do something helpful
here, bring a binding bill to the floor
here that sets out our policy, and let us
have it out. Let us have the debate. Let
us talk about what our policy should
be in Iraq. Let us come back next week
or let us come back for a week in Janu-
ary and have this debate. Let us dis-
cuss what, in fact, our policy should be
in Iraq. We are not doing that. This is
all symbolic.

Notwithstanding the fact that we
have 160,000 troops over there, that
over 2,100 Americans have died over
there, and 15,000 Americans have been
wounded, tens of thousands of Iraqis
have been killed, we have yet to have a
real policy debate on this House floor
about what course we should take in
Iraq. That is what we want. That is
what we are hoping for. I do not think
that is unreasonable.

To bring a largely symbolic resolu-
tion to the floor and tuck in it this
kind of policy statement, give us an
hour during the debate on the resolu-
tion to talk about everything, that is
not the way we should be doing busi-
ness around here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE).

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, the odds
of success in Iraq are not enhanced by
Congress continuing to act as a rubber
stamp for President Bush. We need a
change in strategic vision in Iraq.

This resolution says that setting a
timetable somehow is a Communist
plot, but, in fact, the President himself
set timetables in Iraq when he set
timetables to have transitional elec-
tions in Iraq. He set timetables for
elections because it focused the Iraqis
to demand performance, and that is
what we should do in setting a time-
table to transition to Iraqis true sov-
ereignty for three reasons.

Reason number one, we should no
longer provide a crutch for an indefi-
nite period of time to the Iraqi politi-
cians. We need to focus their minds on
making the compromises that are nec-
essary if a real government is going to
be followed. We cannot fall into the
trap of enabling Iraqi politicians to
continue their bickering. They need a
solution.

Number two, people say a timetable
will encourage more violence. Let me
ask you this: If there is a young unem-
ployed man who is angry about foreign
troops marching on his neighborhood,
what do you think will make him more
angry and more likely to plant an IED,
the fact that we tell him we are going
to leave in a year or so, or tell him we
are going to stay there as long as
George Bush says so? We need to tell
them that we are going to come home.

The third reason we ought to think
about this is that in our briefings we
have received, we have been told that
the Iraqi military will be fully trained
by next December 2006, and it is real-
istic, it is commonsense, it is a meas-
ure to focus the Iraqi politicians on the
necessity of seeking compromise, to
say that we should begin transitioning
next year and substantially conclude
by December 2006.

During that time I have one message
for the administration. They need to do
a better job arming the Iraqi military
forces. They need radios, they need
Humvees, they need logistics. We can-
not allow that force to fall apart. We
need to defeat this resolution.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of the Chair how much time is re-
maining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The gentleman from California
(Mr. DREIER) has 4 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MCGOVERN) has 3% minute re-
maining.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds, and I do so to simply
focus on the issue that is constantly
raised here, and that is, the notion that
we somehow impose closed rules on
every piece of legislation.

There have been 113 rules considered
on the House floor in the first session
of the 109th Congress. With the excep-
tion of those rules which by statute or
simple resolutions or appropriation
continuing resolutions, 10 percent of
those 113 rules have been closed rules.
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We allow for a free floor in debate.
More Democratic amendments than
Republican amendments have been
made in order. So we are enjoying de-
mocracy right here in the people’s
House, and the people of Iraq are enjoy-
ing the same.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DOGGETT) for a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, given
the stated interest in democracy here
in the House, I would ask unanimous
consent to amend the rule to permit
for division of the question so that we
could express our unanimous support
for the various provisions of this reso-
lution, except for that on which we
have disagreement as to the best way
to achieve success in Iraq. At this
point, so that we can have the kind of
democracy that occurred this week in
Iraq, of which the majority seems so
proud, and actually have it right here
on the floor of the House, I ask unani-
mous consent for a division of the ques-
tion on the provisions of this resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ma-
jority manager of the resolution has
not yielded for the purpose of such a
request.

Mr. DOGGETT. Given his professed
interest in democracy, I am sure he
will yield for that unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from California yield? The
gentleman from California is indi-
cating that he does not yield for that
purpose.

Mr. DOGGETT. Shocking, truly
shocking, that democracy cannot exist
here on the House floor.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the remaining time, and I will
close for our side.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me re-
mind the Members of this House, the
chairman of the Rules Committee
talked about how generous the Rules
Committee is. This year, in the 109th
Congress, we have had 43 restrictive
rules, 22 closed rules, plus three addi-
tional closed rules that were included
in one rule, H. Res. 351, and we have
had 11 open rules as far as appropria-
tions bills.

Let me also simply say my point was
that on important matters we usually
have closed rules, as we did yesterday
on the pension bill.

Mr. Speaker, I will be asking for a
“‘no”’ vote on the previous question so I
could amend the rule and allow the
House to consider House Resolution 613
instead of House Resolution 612. House
Resolution 613 was introduced last
evening by International Relations
Ranking Member LANTOS, the Demo-
cratic Leader PELOSI, Democratic Whip
STENY HOYER and the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), which ex-
presses congratulations to the people
of Iraq on three national elections con-
ducted in 2005.
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This amendment was offered in the
Rules Committee early this morning,
but unfortunately, it was rejected.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment and the text of House Resolution
613 immediately prior to the vote on
the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, re-
gardless of how Members of this House
feel about the war in Iraq, I think all of
us want to congratulate the people of
Iraq for holding these historic elections
and for getting out to vote despite the
significant risks. We all want to con-
gratulate our troops, but quite frankly,
there is language in this bill that some
of us consider inflammatory, that some
of us strongly disagree with, and I
would urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no”’
on the previous question so that we can
have a unified message and not a divi-
sive message here in the House.

Mr. Speaker, we have been in Iraq
now for over 1,000 days, and I believe
we must begin the transition to put-
ting the Iraqis in charge. President
Bush’s unwillingness to announce a
plan to remove U.S. troops within a
clear time frame and his refusal to re-
nounce the use of permanent U.S. mili-
tary bases I think undermines his rhet-
oric and I think endangers the chance
for democracy to succeed. Our occupa-
tion in Iraq complicates the transition
to democracy.

People can disagree with me on this,
but the fact of the matter is we should
be debating this issue of how we deal
with Iraq not in an H. Res. form, but in
a binding resolution here on the House
floor. We have time to debate Merry
Christmas resolutions here in the
House, but we never have the time to
debate in a real way and in a meaning-
ful way this war in Iraq.

We have sent thousands of our serv-
icemen and -women into harm’s way in
Iraq. I would argue we rushed into this
war. We have paid dearly for what the
politicians in Washington have decided
to do. We owe our troops better than
just coming up and saying, stay the
course. We owe them more than saying
we are going to stay there until victory
is achieved.

What is victory? I mean, nobody has
defined what victory is. The President
says we will know when we get there.
Well, that is not good enough. That is
not good enough for anybody in this
House. That is not good enough for our
soldiers.

We owe these brave men and women
more than just a pat on the back and a
congratulations. We owe them a real
policy, and we owe the people of Iraq
who have sacrificed so much the right
to determine their own future. They
want us to begin to extricate ourselves
from Iraq. We should do that, and I
would hope that my colleagues will
vote ‘‘no’” on the previous question so
we can bring up a resolution that truly
unites this body and not divides it.
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of the time.

Mr. Speaker, I have seen these but-
tons that my colleagues on the other
side have been wearing, although I do
not see them wearing it this morning,
but they wore them last night, that
says, debate Iraq. I just listened to a
statement by my friend from Massa-
chusetts, and I would say what is it
that we are doing right now?

We have just gone through a very rig-
orous debate on the Defense appropria-
tions process. It was considered under
an open amendment process. We have
gone through the Defense authoriza-
tion process, and we have had a full de-
bate on that. Every single day on the
House floor at least one Member stands
up to outline his or her position on the
issue of Iraq. We are debating it con-
stantly here, and it is a very healthy
and important debate for us to have.

Mr. Speaker, as I have been listening
to this debate, which has been taking
place over the past hour, a name sticks
in my mind. The name is J.P.
Blecksmith. J.P. Blecksmith is a
young marine who was tragically
killed in one of the biggest battles in
Iraq a year ago last month. It was the
battle of Fallujah, and since he died, I
have gotten to know his family, and
his parents have repeatedly said to me
personally, have gone on television and
said this, that in the name of their cou-
rageous son who is a marine killed in
the battle of Fallujah, it would be ab-
solutely reprehensible for the United
States of America to cut and run, for
us to leave Iraq on some artificial
timetable.

So, Mr. Speaker, today is a day of
celebration. I cannot understand why
my colleagues would say that the fol-
lowing line is somehow contentious. It
simply says, while congratulating the
Iraqi people for this overwhelming suc-
cess that they had yesterday, con-
gratulating our men and women in uni-
form and the Iraqi security forces and
the coalition forces, it says basically
what President Talabani of Iraq has
said in a Wall Street Journal editorial.
The resolution says, Setting an artifi-
cial timetable for the withdrawal of
United States Armed Forces from Iraq
or immediately terminating their de-
ployment in Iraq and redeploying them
elsewhere in the region is fundamen-
tally inconsistent with achieving vic-
tory in Iraq.

What is contentious about that? I
cannot understand why anyone would
believe, Mr. Speaker, that we cannot
come together with a strong bipartisan
vote, making sure that the success
that we enjoyed on January 30 and Oc-
tober 15 and just yesterday in Iraq is
sustained.

We know that Mr. Zarqawi has made
it very, very clear that, as democracy
blossoms, terrorism will come to an
end.

So let us do everything within our
power to support this resolution, to
support our troops, to support the sus-
tained victory of the people in Iraq. I
urge support of this resolution.
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The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES. 619, THE
RULE FOR H. RES. 612 EXPRESSING THE COM-
MITMENT OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES TO ACHIEVING VICTORY IN IRAQ

Amendment in nature of substitute:

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert:

‘“‘Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the resolution (H. Res. 613) con-
gratulating the people of Iraq on the three
national elections conducted in Iraq in 2005.
The resolution shall be considered as read.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the resolution and the preamble
to final adoption without intervening motion
or demand for division of the question ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.”

H. RES. 613

Whereas the people of Iraq have consist-
ently and courageously demonstrated their
commitment to democracy by participating
in three elections in 2005;

Whereas on January 30, 2005, the people of
Iraq participated in an election for a transi-
tional national assembly;

Whereas all segments of Iraqi society ac-
tively participated in the approval of a new
Iraqi Constitution through a referendum
held on October 15, 2005;

Whereas reports indicate that the people of
Iraq voted in unprecedented and over-
whelming numbers in the most recent elec-
tion, held on December 15, 2005, for a new,
national parliament that will serve in ac-
cordance with the recently-approved Iraqi
Constitution for a four-year term and that
represents the first fully sovereign, elected
democratic assembly in the history of Iraq;

Whereas this remarkable level of participa-
tion by the people of Iraq in the face of dire
threats to their very lives has won the admi-
ration of the world;

Whereas the Iraqi elections could not have
been conducted without the courage and
dedication of the members of the United
States Armed Forces and the armed forces of
other nations in Iraq, including the members
of the security forces of Iraq; and

Whereas the December 15, 2005, election in
Iraq inspires confidence that a robust, plu-
ralistic democracy that will bring stability
to Iraqi society is emerging: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) congratulates the people of Iraq on the
three national elections conducted in Iraq in
2005;

(2) encourages all Americans to express
support for the people of Iraq in their efforts
to achieve a free, open, and democratic soci-
ety; and

(3) expresses its thanks and admiration to
the members of the United States Armed
Forces and the armed forces of other nations
in Iraq, including the members of the secu-
rity forces of Iraq, whose heroism permitted
the Iraqi people to vote safely.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, today, without
a doubt, we should congratulate the Iragi peo-
ple for what appears to be a successful, high-
turnout election.

For the third time this year, courageous Iraqi
citizens have enthusiastically exercised their
democratic rights.
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But successful elections do not, and cannot,
obscure the devastating national tragedy that
is the Iraq war.

It doesn’t change the fact that over 2,100
Americans have died for weapons of mass de-
struction that never existed.

It doesn’t change the fact that this war has
turned Iraq into a hotbed of terrorist activity.

It doesn’t change the fact that our troops
are sitting ducks for the insurgents, who have
been emboldened—not deterred—by our mili-
tary presence in Iraq.

Here’s the bottom line: a successful Iraqi
election should, at the very least, reinforce the
imperative of bringing our troops home. If Iraq
is truly able to self-govern, then we have no
business occupying their country and med-
dling in their affairs.

I've argued all year long that it's time to re-
store Iragi sovereignty and give Iraq back to
the Iraqi people. If the election is a watershed
moment as the White House claims . . . then
what is the continued justification for having
our troops over there in harm’s way?

Now is the time to enlist the support of the
international community to establish an interim
security force for Irag. But that's just the start.

As I've written to the President in a letter
signed by 61 other members of the House, the
United States must also launch a “diplomatic
offensive,” recasting our role in Iraq as recon-
struction partner rather than military occupier.

We must also lead the way in establishing
an international peace commission to oversee
the post-war reconciliation and coordinate
peace talks between Irag’s various factions.

The majority of the American people aren’t
behind it. Our global allies aren’t behind it.
The Iraqgi people aren’t behind it. Even Iraqi
leaders—Sunni, Shiite and Kurdish alike, who
agree on practically nothing—have united
around a call for the United States military to
leave.

With the Iraqi people having voted once
again, let's offer the ultimate vote of con-
fidence in their democracy. Let's reward the
self-sufficiency they’'ve demonstrated—by giv-
ing them their country back and bringing
American soldiers home.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I move
the previous question on the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

on

O 1030

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 4437, BORDER
PROTECTION, ANTITERRORISM,
AND ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION
CONTROL ACT OF 2005

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 621 and ask
for its immediate consideration.
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 621

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union for
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 4437)
to amend the Immigration and Nationality
Act to strengthen enforcement of the immi-
gration laws, to enhance border security, and
for other purposes. No further general debate
shall be in order, and remaining proceedings
under House Resolution 610 shall be consid-
ered as subsumed by this resolution. Not-
withstanding clause 11 of rule XVIIl, no fur-
ther amendment to the bill, as amended,
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each further amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such further amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill, as amended, to the
House with such further amendments as may
have been adopted. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 621 is
a structured rule providing for further
consideration of the bill. It provides
that no further general debate is in
order, and the remaining proceedings
under House Resolution 610 shall be
considered as subsumed by this resolu-
tion. It makes in order only those
amendments printed in the Rules Com-
mittee report accompanying this reso-
lution.

This resolution provides that the
amendments printed in the report ac-
companying the resolution may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the
report, may be offered only by a Mem-
ber designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable
for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not
be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of
the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole.

It waives all points of orders against
the amendments printed in the report
and provides one motion to recommit
with or without instructions.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 621 and the under-
lying bill, H.R. 4437, the Border Protec-
tion, Antiterrorism, and Illegal Immi-
gration Control Act of 2005.

Yesterday, this House began consid-
eration of the underlying bill and a
portion of the amendments offered that
were made in order. Following yester-
day’s debate, the Rules Committee
completed its consideration of over 130
amendments, and today, upon passage
of this rule, we will be able to complete
consideration of the bill and the
amendments that were made in order.

Mr. Speaker, I again would like to
commend Chairmen SENSENBRENNER
and KING for working together to give
this House an opportunity to debate
the issue of border security and to pass
meaningful legislation to secure our
borders.

As I emphasized yesterday, this de-
bate is, at its core, an issue of pro-
tecting the homeland. While the eco-
nomic and the social impact of illegal
immigration cannot be denied, the in-
tegrity of our borders is fundamentally
a matter of national security.

Mr. Speaker, we do not have the lux-
ury to turn a blind eye to our borders
and simply do nothing, and this prob-
lem cannot be talked away. I believe
that today’s bill, though not perfect,
puts many good ideas into action. Bor-
der security did not become a problem
overnight and, Mr. Speaker, it simply
cannot be solved in 1 day.

Now, I understand that some of my
colleagues may have legitimate dis-
agreements with certain aspects of the
bill. In fact, I do not agree with every
aspect of this bill and would even like
to see some additions. However, I re-
main confident, I remain confident
that the underlying legislation will
prove essential in beginning to turn
the tide on illegal immigration.

H.R. 4437 is a commonsense bill that
makes the employment verification
system mandatory rather than the ex-
isting voluntary program. It also in-
creases penalties for illegally crossing
our border and for businesses that
knowingly hire these illegal immi-
grants. We must mandate detention for
all aliens apprehended at the border,
especially the so-called OTM, ‘‘other
than Mexican,” category, and deport
them back into their country of origin.

Mr. Speaker, if we pass H.R. 4437, we
will have stronger borders and we will
save and protect lives. And, Mr. Speak-
er, not just the lives of our own legal
inhabitants, but also the lives and the
safety of so many of the unsuspecting
immigrants left stranded on our side of
the border.

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask my
colleagues for their support of the rule
and the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my good friend from
Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) for yielding me
the time, and I yield myself such time
as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, at several points during
my remarks I am going to refer to Ellis
Island, and I am going to begin today
by citing Emma Lazarus, who wrote
the poem ‘‘The New Colossus’ in 1883.
Twenty years later, it was engraved on
a bronze statue in New York in the har-
bor.

What Miss Lazarus said at the begin-
ning of her poem is, ‘““Not like the bra-
zen giant of Greek fame, with con-
quering limbs astride from Iland to
land; here at our sea-washed, sunset
gates shall stand a mighty woman with
a torch, whose flame is the imprisoned
lightning, and her name Mother of Ex-
iles. From her beacon-hand glows
worldwide welcome.”

She goes on to say, ‘“‘Keep, ancient
lands, your storied pomp!”’ With silent
lips she cried. ‘“Give me your tired,
your poor, your huddled masses yearn-
ing to breathe free, the wretched refuse
of your teeming shore. Send these, the
homeless, tempest-tossed to me. I lift
my lamp beside the golden door.”

Emma Lazarus understood the dy-
namics of America, as did those who
went through Ellis Island and those of
us that visit there to draw our strength
in the diversity of this Nation.

Today, we come to put a cover over
that torch and a blindfold on that lady
and toss all of those magnificent no-
tions of diversity and this great golden
door right out into the Hudson. Or
maybe it is the Potomac River that we
do so today.

I rise to express my strong opposition
to this restrictive rule, the second in as
many days, for a xenophobic bill
masked in catchy phrases, such as
“border control” and ‘‘homeland secu-
rity.”

This restrictive rule blocks all but a
select few from offering amendments
to the wunderlying legislation. The
chairman of the Rules Committee was
in here a minute ago and said that they
have made more Democratic measures,
speaking of the entirety of the session,
in order than Republican measures.
Well, that does not hold for this par-
ticular party in part B, a very con-
fusing process, I might add, which even
the majority leader recognized.

Republicans are again allowing im-
portant and critical debates to happen
behind the closed doors of the Repub-
lican Conference rather than on the
House floor in the eye of the public.

What did you all talk about yester-
day for all them hours that you could
not bring this mess out here to the
floor?

Under this rule, 18 of the 115 possible
amendments, that would now make 33
of 130, could be considered or actually
made in order. Two of those will be of-
fered by the chairman of the Judiciary
Committee, the author of the under-
lying legislation. As if that is not of-
fensive enough, only four of the 18
amendments permitted in order in the
rule will be offered by Democratic
Members.

Then again, Democrats should not be
surprised that our amendments have
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again been blocked from consideration.
After all, President Bush, a Repub-
lican, could not even get his legislation
proposal through the House Rules Com-
mittee.

President Bush, one day in July of
2001, in remarks at Ellis Island, in part
said the following: ‘‘The Founders
themselves decided that when they de-
clared independence and wrote our
Constitution. You see, citizenship is
not limited by birth or background.”

We have an amendment dealing with
that here today. ‘‘America at its best is
a welcoming society. We welcome not
only immigrants themselves, but the
many gifts they bring and the values
they live by. Hundreds of thousands of
immigrants take the oath of citizen-
ship every year.”’

And I have had, me, I have had the
pleasure of seeing them in tears, with
their hands raised, on numerous occa-
sions when I served in the Federal judi-
ciary. And my colleagues in the Fed-
eral judiciary will tell you there is no
greater feeling, except perhaps when
we, in other roles as judges, are helping
people to adopt a child, than to see a
person adopt this country as their own.

‘“Each has come not only,” President
Bush says, ‘“‘to take, but to give. They
come asking for a chance to work hard,
support their families, and to rise in
the world. And together they make our
Nation more, not less, American. Im-
migration is not a problem to be
solved, it is a sign of a confident and
successful nation. And people who seek
to make America their home should be
met in that spirit by representatives of
our government. New arrivals should
be greeted not with suspicion and re-
sentment but with openness and cour-
tesy.”

I hope throughout the debate people
hearken to the great commander in
chief of this country.

At 6 a.m. this morning, 6 a.m., Mr.
Speaker, those of us on the Rules Com-
mittee with our colleagues in the ma-
jority voted along party lines against
the President and rejected an amend-
ment that would have made the Kolbe-
Berman-Gutierrez-Flake guest worker
visa amendment in order.

Less than 24 hours ago, the chairman
of the Rules Committee, my good
friend from California, stood on this
very floor noting that the Republican
leadership was committed to debating
the President’s proposal during consid-
eration of the underlying legislation.
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Yet on two separate occasions when
presented with opportunity to fulfill
their empty promises, my friends in
the majority balked. I guess old habits
are hard to break.

We can only hope that encouraging
the spread of democracy into the House
of Representatives will be the Repub-
lican New Year’s resolution for 2006.
Later we are going to vote on spread-
ing democracy in Iraq. I hope all of
that works, but I sure would like to see
more of it come to the House of Rep-
resentatives.
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Mr. Speaker, this morning south
Florida newspapers include a story
about 20 Haitians being found Ilast
night in a boat just north of the dis-
trict in West Palm Beach that I am
privileged to serve. Upon boarding the
boat, which had left Port-au-Prince
roughly 10 days ago in search of safety
from political turmoil, customs offi-
cials noticed that they had no food or
water, and that the day before many of
them had fallen dreadfully ill, includ-
ing the children.

While the 20 hopeful immigrants were
all taken into custody and will eventu-
ally be deported back to Haiti, I tell
this story because it happens too often
in the district that I am privileged to
serve and in south Florida generally.

In the Southwest of our great coun-
try, they come on foot. In Florida, they
come by boat. People go to extreme
lengths and take enormous risks just
to get here. Once before in Boynton
when a group of Haitians had washed
up on shore, I stepped over the body of
a naked pregnant Haitian woman and I
thought to myself, my God, what kind
of courage does it take to try to get
away from despotism, to try to get
away from political turmoil, to get on
a boat and come here the way that she
and others that died in that event had
done?

In no way do I or any Member of this
body, that is Republican or Democrat,
condone illegal immigration, but if
Congress is going to have this debate,
we ought to consider why people are
willing to risk their lives to come to
the United States. It is not always to
bilk our social programs or to steal an
American job, it is for all of the things
that Emma Lazarus, and President
Bush described her emblem being at
the Statue of Liberty and Ellis Island,
and President Bush speaking there, as
I quoted earlier. It is for safety and for
security and for a better life.

Building a fence around the country,
which some have advocated, is not
going to deter people from coming here
illegally, but reforming a system which
requires literally years to process work
visa applications will. Authorizing
more border security personnel also
will not deter people from coming here
illegally, but ending double-standard
immigration policies will.

Yesterday I talked about how much
hypocrisy exists inside our immigra-
tion measures. We have wet foot, dry
foot, up foot, down foot, all kinds of
policies that seem to come at the whim
of whomever the director is at any
given time, be they Democrat or Re-
publican.

The system is broken. Nevertheless,
the policy solutions in the underlying
legislation will never end these failures
because they do not even address them,
not to mention the fact that they are
not going to see the light of day. They
are Black Flag dead in the United
States Senate. Instead, they are ex-
treme ideas aimed more at catering to
the lowest common denominator of the
majority’s political base than pro-
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viding practical, commonsense solu-
tions to a real issue in America.

‘““‘Keep, ancient lands, your storied
pomp!’ cries she with silent lips. ‘Give
me your tired, your poor, your huddled
masses yearning to breathe free. The
wretched refuse of your teeming shore.
Send these, the homeless, tempest-
tossed to me. I lift my lamp beside the
golden door.””’

What she knows as she puts the new
colossus before us is that this Nation’s
strength comes through that golden
door, and many of the persons that we
will talk about today as if they are ob-
jects have made more than valuable
contributions.

Many of our ancestors who were
brought here, others who were forced
to come here, others who came of their
own volition have gone on to make this
Nation the great Nation that it is. I
beg my colleagues to reject this re-
strictive rule and the underlying legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Florida has a great heart, and he in-
deed is my friend, and he knows that.
He in his remarks indeed tugs at our
heartstrings as he so eloquently quotes
poetry and talks about the inscription
on Lady Liberty and the men and
women over the history of our country
who have come to our shores seeking
new opportunities.

It compels me to think about and to
speak about my own heritage, my ma-
ternal grandparents, my grandfather
an immigrant, an Ellis Island immi-
grant, in the early part of the 20th cen-
tury from County Roscommon in the
country of Ireland; my grandmother,
Ellen Heron from Scotland. These two
young people met in New York City
and married and started a family of
five children, including one of whom is
my precious mother, 88 years old
today.

I never knew my grandfather because
he died at 25 years of age, literally
working himself to death, possibly on
buildings like the Twin Towers that
were attacked so viciously 4 years ago
where over 3,000 people were killed, and
not just United States citizens. There
were many foreign nationals among
those 3,100.

So I certainly share the compassion
and the intense feeling that my good
friend from Florida has with regard to
our love in this country of immigrants,
and we do welcome them.

I am sure if my grandparents were
living today, they would want to thank
God that they had this opportunity to
come into our great country to produce
a better life for them and their chil-
dren. In those days, of course, they had
to be physically healthy and mentally
healthy.

But today, Mr. Speaker, as we all
know, the times unfortunately have
changed drastically, and what we are
trying to do with regard to border se-
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curity is not just to protect our own
citizens, but protect every person who
comes to this country legally seeking a
better opportunity, the land of free,
that they are safe to go to work, to go
to school and raise their children.

Mr. Speaker, that is what this legis-
lation is all about. I want to make sure
that my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle understand.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased and privi-
leged to yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS)
that doubtless has significant wisdom
with regard to the matter we are de-
bating.

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
distinguished Member from Florida,
and I appreciate the opportunity to
speak on the floor on this very impor-
tant issue.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in strong
opposition to this rule. The Sensen-
brenner bill is an unacceptable, ineffi-
cient and punitive proposal to reform
our immigration system. Rather than
focusing our resources on apprehending
terrorists, fraudulent document manu-
facturers and other serious criminals,
this proposal hurts hard-working fami-
lies who want nothing more than to
contribute to the economy and to
achieve the American dream. These
workers help to make our economy the
strongest in the world.

Criminalizing and deporting 11 mil-
lion undocumented immigrants already
in the United States is unrealistic and
would be very costly to the American
Treasury, as much as $230 billion. This
legislation places unfunded mandates
on our local governments and espe-
cially on our first responders who al-
ready face serious budget deficits.

While I agree that we must secure
our borders, enforcement-only legisla-
tion is the wrong approach. Our immi-
gration system is broken and severely
outdated and should be comprehen-
sively reformed. That is why I am dis-
appointed that this rule does not allow
for amendments which would provide
real, effective reform, including a path
to legal permanency for the undocu-
mented that are already here, a reduc-
tion in the immigration backlog so
that thousands of separated families
can be reunited, and new channels for
future workers to enter safely and le-
gally.

This border security PLUS approach
is a comprehensive solution to a com-
plex problem. For generations, immi-
grant families have journeyed to the
United States in search of the Amer-
ican dream. Like the immigrants of the
past, today’s immigrants contribute
significantly to our country and yearn
for that American dream.

As a daughter of proud immigrants, I
value America’s history of treasuring
the contributions that immigrants
have made to this country. My parents
came from abroad. My father came
from Mexico and came here to this
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country under the Bracero program to
work to make this country great. He
busted his back working on the rail-
roads; helping to pick fruit and vegeta-
bles in Texas, in Colorado, in Montana;
and eventually met his wife, my moth-
er, from Central America who had to
leave poverty in Central America to
find a better life. She and my father
raised seven children, and I am proud
to be a U.S. citizen born here.

Some of the amendments that you
are going to hear about would try to
deny a mother who gave birth to a
child here that citizenship because she
does not have her documents.

How dare the Republican Party begin
to try to take apart our very Constitu-
tion? How dare the Republicans at-
tempt to try to take away the lifeblood
of our country, the contributions that
immigrants have made and will con-
tinue to make?

Give me your tired, your poor. Give
me those huddled masses that are
yearning to breathe free. We did it a
century ago when Italians, Germans
and Europeans came to this country.
But now when this economy is going
down the tubes, we quickly want to
point fingers at what I think is a com-
munity that has worked very hard, and
that is the Hispanic community. I am a
very proud to be a part of that commu-
nity.

I know the residents and constitu-
ents that I represent toil every single
day paying taxes, making those beds in
those hotels, providing service, jani-
torial services, and many of them car-
ing for our elderly and our children.
What are we going to say to them for
harboring the undocumented, that they
are also criminals? I think not. This
rule and the underlying piece of legis-
lation should be voted down.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1 minute to respond to the gen-
tlewoman from California.

I want to remind the gentlewoman
we are not criminalizing 11 million ille-
gal immigrants in this country. Indeed,
60 percent are already criminalized
from the standpoint from entering this
country illegally, and 40 percent are
just because they have overstayed
their visas, and we are equalizing that
in this bill.

The other thing that is important for
the gentlewoman to know, given the
history of her ancestors, that address-
ing this issue first and foremost, border
security, is protecting, indeed pro-
tecting those 11 million, most of whom
are working and supporting their fami-
lies and are law-abiding except for the
fact that they came in illegally. We
want to protect them as well.
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With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to my colleague on the Rules
Committee, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. PUTNAM).

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Georgia for yielding.

My good friend from Florida closed
his opening statement with the inscrip-
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tion at the base of Lady Liberty, and
that new colossus that was so new and
shiny at that time has grown into the
great colossus.

That shining city upon a hill that
Winthrop commented on and that
Reagan resurrected in his soaring rhet-
oric is still a shining city upon a hill
that all of us like to speak of and re-
mark upon on a number of occasions on
this floor.

Who was that city shining to? Who
was it beckoning? Who was it wel-
coming but immigrants? We are still
that great city shining upon a hill. We
are a nation of immigrants, and they
are our strength, and they are our di-
versity, and they are our source of in-
novation, and they are what prevent us
from being stagnant in the old ways of
the old world.

But a key change has occurred since
the wave came over from Ireland and
Poland and the European nations, and
then subsequently from the Latin
American nations and the Asian na-
tions, and that is the rise of Islamic
fundamentalist terrorism.

And so that immigration policy can-
not be unfettered. We have to put in
place common-sense, meaningful re-
forms so that we address it in three
parts. We do not disagree about that.
There is not an ounce of disagreement
between our parties about strength-
ening our borders.

We all agree that we cannot continue
to have a policy that allows hundreds
of thousands of people to come across
our borders, many of whom are seeking
a better life, but a goodly number of
whom are not. They are part of MS-13
gangs, they are part of human exploi-
tation or sexual traffickers or even ter-
rorists trying to bring in bombs or
other equipment to do our society fun-
damental harm. So we have to be very
careful in moving forward with this
legislation and craft a balanced ap-
proach.

I commend the authors on their en-
forcement provisions at the border.
That is phase one, to address our bor-
der security, to make sure that we
have boots on the border, equipment,
sensors, all of the technology that our
innovation can provide to make sure
that we are welcoming those immi-
grants who are coming here to build a
better life for themselves and their
family, and stopping those who are not.

The bill is incomplete in that it does
not deal in a comprehensive way with
the other two pieces of immigration
policy, which are very sticky, difficult
issues, that of what to do with those 11
million people who are already here
and that of how we address the tem-
porary worker program. It is incom-
plete in that sense. But this is an im-
portant step.

I would only characterize it as a baby
step. But it is an important step for-
ward to moving what I believe will be-
come comprehensive immigration re-
form that deals with these three key
components of this hugely important
policy in a post-9/11 world.
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I firmly believe that we are a strong-
er nation because of the diversity that
our immigrants have brought us. I feel
blessed to live in a nation that women
seek to be here so badly that they are
willing to put their babies on inner
tubes to float across the Florida
Straits to be here or to risk everything
to come across a wall or a fence or a
river to be a part of the freedoms and
liberties that we take for granted every
day.

I fundamentally feel blessed to live
in a nation that everyone else strives
so hard to join. And we have to have an
immigration policy that meets the
needs of our economy and welcomes
those people who want to bring posi-
tive, meaningful developments to our
Nation and help them find a better life
for themselves and their families; and
this bill puts us on the path toward
doing that.

But it is important that we recognize
what is not in the bill, and before it be-
comes law what must, what must be-
come part of it, which is a comprehen-
sive assessment of a temporary worker
program and a way to deal with the en-
forcement of the 11 million people who
are here.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3% minutes to the gentlemen from Ari-
zona, Mr. HAYWORTH.

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. I thank my friend
from Georgia for yielding, and I thank
my friend, the chairman of the Rules
Committee, for literally a last-second
update as I step into the well.

But despite these courtesies, I rise in
opposition to the rule. And let me de-
tail the reasons why. There are obvi-
ously, to put it mildly, strong dif-
ferences of opinion on this question. In-
deed, I heard my other colleague from
Florida just say the key was com-
prehensive reform, which translates
into a guest worker program, which
many advocate, though I do not.

The distinguished gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HASTERT), the Speaker of
the House, was quoted in a publication
this morning, saying this: ‘“‘First of all,
we have to convince the American peo-
ple that we can secure the borders. And
then we also have to be able to con-
vince the American people that we can
sustain the laws. We also need to look
at this guest worker issue so we can
fulfill the need for jobs, but I do not
think that is something we should do
right away.”

Point well taken, Mr. Speaker, my
colleagues. It leads to the following
questions. How long then do we wait?
Will we wait for the catch-and-release
policy to go into effect late in 2006?
Will we wait until we have operational
control of the borders? The Secretary
of Homeland Security says that could
take b more years.

Will we wait for the worker
verification program to be fully imple-
mented? That will not come, in this
legislation, until the year 2011. Will we
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wait until the fence is completed on
our southern border?

Fair questions to ask, fair questions
to be debated.

I heard from my friend from Florida
that he favors comprehensive reform. I
would invite the leadership of this
House to come to this floor and affirm
that they would not support a con-
ference report that includes a guest
worker plan.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HAYWORTH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to ask the question if the gentleman is
opposed to the basic principles of this
bill, the preponderance of provisions
that are included in this base bill, or
does he have other concerns that he
might want to express?

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, where
do I begin?

Acknowledging that one of the cen-
tral tenets and challenges of the legis-
lative process is incremental reform,
we can all understand that. But also
understanding that in terms of truth in
labeling, are we in fact engaged in en-
forcement first or are we engaged in
enforcement maybe part of the way,
awaiting bureaucratic implementation.

Now, if I can return to my point and
to the reason why I must, in reluc-
tance, oppose this rule, I do appreciate
the courtesy of my friends, with whom
I agree on many issues, but with whom
I disagree this morning.

I proposed the following amendment
that has been disallowed. It is the
sense of Congress that a new tem-
porary visa program or amnesty pro-
gram shall not be enacted until each of
the enforcement provisions in this act
have been fully implemented and a
measurable enforcement of TUnited
States borders and the interior of the
United States has been demonstrated.

This is not included. We do not have
any way to measure the progress. Re-
grettably, I oppose the rule.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA).

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed to the rule and I am opposed to
this legislation. I do not think any of
the Members here disagree that strong
and safe borders are vital and impor-
tant to the security of our country.

Throughout my career, I have con-
sistently supported strengthening our
borders. And while the Sensenbrenner
bill does address part of our problems,
it is not the comprehensive solution we
must have. It does not solve or even ac-
knowledge the problems of illegal im-
migrants. Therefore, this bill is half a
loaf at best.

We can secure our borders and keep
out illegal immigrants, and we should.
But what about the 11 million-plus peo-
ple here illegally who are, by and large,
law-abiding members of our commu-
nity? What about the 11 million-plus
people who keep the hotels, res-
taurants, and construction sites and
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farms running in every State of this
Union?

This bill is no solution for them and
it is no solution for our country. De-
nial is more than a river in Egypt, it is
alive and well here in the House of Rep-
resentatives in the form of H.R. 443"7.

If we continue to delay facing the re-
ality of this challenge, the reality of
the importance of immigrants who are
not here legally to our economy, then
I urge those of you who decide to vote
for this measure to be prepared to face
the wrath of business people in your
towns and cities throughout this coun-
try.

They will want to know why you
voted to place the financial liability of
document verification on them. They
will want to know why you have made
them a de facto agent of the Federal
Government. They will want to know
why you voted to require them to fol-
low a system that makes them liable
for thousands of dollars of fines when
they are simply trying to run their
businesses.

They will want to know why you
voted to cripple tourism industries,
home construction and farms, by refus-
ing to confront the undeniable evi-
dence that 11 million immigrants here
illegally are making a difference.

My colleagues, we all acknowledge
that the status quo of illegal immigra-
tion is unacceptable. Therefore, I im-
plore you to act on a comprehensive so-
lution, not the politics of division. This
should not be a wedge issue. After all,
lest we forget, we are a nation of immi-
grants.

I am the grandson of immigrants.
Our failure to act now is not respon-
sible. Therefore, I must oppose this
measure.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3% minutes to the gentlemen from
California (Mr. GARY G. MILLER).

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I am going to support the
rule, and I am going to support this
bill. But there are a lot of things that
are not included in this bill that I be-
lieve we, as Members of Congress of the
United States of America, should in-
clude in this bill, representing the citi-
zens of the United States of America.

There has been a lot of talk about
unfunded mandates in this bill. Let us
talk about the unfunded mandates in
the States of our country that are edu-
cating illegals, that are providing
health care, the judicial system incar-
cerating them, how much is that cost-
ing the economy?

I have been in the construction in-
dustry for over 35 years, and I remem-
ber in the 1970s through the late 1980s,
a man could go out, a woman could go
out in the construction industry and
make a good living, could buy a house,
raise a family.

In the late 1980s and early 1990s, espe-
cially during the recessions in the
1990s, that changed. You had labor
coming into this country that some
say are just going to work on farms
until they get a call from their cousin
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who works on a construction site, or it
might be a drilling company or a man-
ufacturing plant, and says, You can
make more money over here than you
can over there.

And I have watched the jobs in our
construction industry be lost to Amer-
ican citizens because wages were cut so
much that they had to do something
else. Now you tell the guys who used to
be able to work in this country, who do
not want to go to work with a tie and
a suit on, that their job went to some-
one else who is willing to undercut
their labor costs, and they are not paid
what they should be, why that has hap-
pened to them, why they can no longer
afford to own a home, why they can no
longer afford to have a family and send
them to college.
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The wrath of the business people in
this country was discussed. I am wor-
ried about the wrath of the citizens I
represent who have lost their jobs.

The number one issue I hear about in
California every week is illegal immi-
gration, why can you not do something
about it? Eleven million people impact-
ing our highways and freeways, con-
gesting southern California roadways,
is that acceptable to the guy sitting on
the road spending 2 hours trying to get
to work? No, it is not acceptable.

There were some amendments that I
offered that my good friend, the chair-
man, was unable to put in the bill, and
I respect that. There are reasons for
that. Congressman DEAL had a great
amendment that said, on ‘‘anchor ba-
bies,” if they come here illegally and
have a baby, that baby should not be a
citizen of this country. I agree with
that 100 percent.

There are countries who advertise to
have people come here on vacation, and
they provide a house, the medical, the
care for their child, to have their baby
here so they can become a citizen of
this country; then they fly back to
their country and the kid has dual citi-
zenship. Is that right? No, it is not
right. It is wrong.

And the people coming from Mexico
and other countries are good people. Do
not get me wrong. They are here just
to better their life. I am not arguing
that a bit. That is not the issue here.
The issue is what responsibility do we
have to the people of the United States
of America, what responsibility we
have to the workers of the United
States of America who have lost their
jobs or, instead of being paid $22 an
hour are now having to work for $11 an
hour? Tell that to that carpenter.

I go to job sites in this country, and
the guys are pouring concrete, they are
framing, and nobody on the job site,
except the foreman, speaks English.
Now, you tell that to the carpenter
who lost his job or had his wage cut in
half. You tell that to the electrician or
the plumber or the framer or the roofer
who have had their wages cut in half
and lost many benefits because some-
body is willing to come here to better
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themselves, and, God bless them, I am
not arguing that, but they took their
job. Tell that to those people.

And I am going to say once again not
everybody wants to get up in the morn-
ing and put a suit and tie on to go to
work. They want to get up and work
with their hands. They are proud of
what they did. They look at their work
during the day, and when they go
home, they can say, I accomplished
something.

We need to do more than we are
doing here, but at least we are making
a step in the right direction.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-

tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-
LEE).
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.

Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Might I just say that I have started
this debate by suggesting that every-
one who comes to this floor comes with
good intentions and certainly comes
charged with the responsibility of se-
curing the borders. Again, there is no
divide amongst Americans about the
importance of securing the homeland.
And, frankly, the eloquence of Mr.
HASTINGS on reminding us of our origi-
nal roots that the Statue of Liberty
represents to this Nation, that we
come from many walks of life. And
some have, as we well know, come to
this Nation in fishing boats or walked
across various lands or may have flown
here, and some of us came in slave
boats. But we are all Americans now,
and we should be united around the
concept of security. But we should not
be united around the concept of divi-
siveness.

So when you poll Americans or ask
constituents in the district, they again
want comprehensive immigration re-
form because so many of them, short of
our Native Americans, can track their
history from places away from this
soil.

So I would ask my good friends why
they would put a rule in that does not
bring the diversity of this Congress,
four Democratic amendments as op-
posed to a wide diversity of issues.
Why, for example, do they insist on
forcing local governments into uti-
lizing hard-pressed resources for doing
the Federal Government’s work, immi-
gration work? That is our work to do.

Why do they insist on forcing law en-
forcement to take precious resources
away from protecting children and
going after bank robbers and making
sure the crime statistics go down by
arresting hotel maids in hotels?

And it is important to recognize that
they have amendments that would
take away the very essence of the Con-
stitution, which abides and believes in
due process and the right to access the
courts. We cannot dictate what the
courts will say, but I think if you will
ask any American, they would find it
faulty that they do not allow people to
petition to go into the courts.

What about those babies who have
come here at 6 months old, and you
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criminalize them when they are 17-
year-old honor students and simply
want to be part of the American
Dream?

So this legislation is missing because
Americans understand the concept of
earned access to legalization. Get the
criminals out of here. We join you in
that. Arrest the criminals. Arrest the
drug dealers. Arrest the people that are
not doing what they should do. But
those who are working hard, paying
taxes, should have an opportunity to be
able to be part of this great American
dream.

And, Mr. Speaker, what about the
soldiers on the battle line who are
seeking citizenship, but have undocu-
mented relatives, offering their lives
for Americans and the undocumented
relatives which they seek to bring into
status, are now criminalized and ar-
rested and incarcerated simply for
their presence in the United States?

So I hope, as we proceed, we will find
ways to defeat these amendments. And
I ask that we defeat the underlying
bill.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE).

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Today is not a red letter day for this
great and storied institution. Rather
than doing what we know has to be
done regarding immigration reform, we
are simply punting the ball to the Sen-
ate, hoping that they will have the
courage to act in ways that we cannot.

Many of us here wanted an amend-
ment that would be made in order that
would allow for a temporary worker
program to be established. That was
not allowed. In doing so, in not allow-
ing that, we are simply ensuring that
we play a diminished role in the even-
tual bill that will pass this body.

If the denial of this amendment was
unfortunate, the removal of language
in the manager’s amendment that sim-
ply references the role that a tem-
porary worker program would play in
enhancing border security is simply
baffling. Every member of the Repub-
lican leadership and virtually every
Member of this institution has ex-
pressed the need to have a temporary
worker program at some point in order
to secure the border. Yet some said
they would vote against the legislation
if it was included here. Gratefully, the
Senate will not need a ‘‘sense of the
Congress’ resolution to understand
what they have to do, and that is to in-
clude a temporary worker program.

The elephant in the middle of the
room, of course, is the 11 million
illegals who are here. Without a tem-
porary worker program, we will con-
tinue to turn a blind eye to their exist-
ence, to pretend that they are not here.
Nobody in this body, not one, is advo-
cating that we round up and deport
those who are here illegally now, but
unless we have a program for them to
go into, we simply will not enforce the

December 16, 2005

law. And that is the dirty little secret
here. We ought to at least be honest
with our constituents in this regard.

There are some who will vote against
the rule and underlying legislation
with the hope that we will later do
something more comprehensive. Some
will vote for the rule and underlying
legislation with resignation that all we
are capable of doing is to send this leg-
islative vehicle, however flawed, to the
Senate with the hope that they will act
with the maturity that we lack.

One would be justified in either ap-
proach.

Mr. Speaker, today is not a red-letter day for
this great and storied institution. Rather than
do what we know must be done regarding im-
migration reform, we are punting the ball to
the Senate—hoping that they will have the
courage to act in ways that we cannot.

Many of us in this body asked for an
amendment made in order that would make
this legislation comprehensive, in other words,
an amendment that would provide for en-
hanced border security, increased interior en-
forcement, and would provide a legal frame-
work for foreign workers to enter the country
and then return home.

It is unfortunate that this amendment was
not made in order. In doing so we ensured
that this body will play a diminished role, at
best, moving ahead immigration reform.

If the denial of this amendment was unfortu-
nate, the removal of language in the man-
ager's amendment that references the role
that a temporary worker program will play in
enhancing border security, is simply baffling.
Every member of the Republican leadership
has expressed support for a temporary worker
program, as has an overwhelming majority of
this body, yet the language was removed after
threats from a few that the inclusion of any
reference to a temporary worker program
would guarantee their “no” vote against this
legislation.

Gratefully, the Senate doesn’t need to see
“sense of the Congress” language on a tem-
porary worker plan from the House to add
such a provision to their legislation. They
know that such a plan is a necessary part of
securing the border.

The elephant in the middle of the room is
the 11 million illegal aliens who have already
entered the country. Without a temporary
worker program we will continue to turn a
blind eye to their existence. We’'ll pretend they
aren’t here.

Nobody in this body is advocating that we
round up and deport all of those who are here
illegally. It's no wonder. It would be the equiv-
alent to rounding up the entire population of
the State of Ohio and sending them back to
their home country. Yet that is what “enforcing
the current law” would require.

We in this body know that, Mr. Speaker. But
unfortunately we don’t want to admit it to our
constituents. George Washington once fa-
mously said “If to please the people we do
what we ourselves disprove, how will we then
defend our work?” That is the question for us
today.

There are some who will vote against this
rule and underlying legislation in the hope that
we will later do something more comprehen-
sive. Some will vote for this rule and under-
lying legislation with resignation that all we are
capable of is to send a legislative vehicle,
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however flawed, to the Senate with the hope
that they will act with the maturity we lack.

One would be justified in either approach.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from California
(Mr. BERMAN), who has an extraor-
dinary amount of experience in the
area that we are debating.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
generous amount of time in the con-
text of the deliberations on this bill.

I would like to lay a little bit of a
foundation for a question which I
would like on my time to yield to ei-
ther Mr. DREIER, because we have spo-
ken privately about this issue for so
long, or Mr. PUTNAM, who very specifi-
cally and straightforwardly addressed
the issue on the floor.

And that is, the background, I have
said on a number of occasions in the
Rules Committee and in the Judiciary
Committee and on the floor yesterday
that this bill is either an insult to our
intelligence or a con on the American
people. And I say that, and those are
harsh comments, and I do not use that
language a lot around here, because
one of two things is going to happen:
Either the leadership of this House and
the Rules Committee is refusing to
allow us to address a fundamental and
essential question of whether or not to
have a program for the adjustment of
11 million or more people now in this
country where they would come out of
the shadows, be identified, deport the
criminal aliens and find a way to con-
dition those who are working in this
society into coming out and giving us
their true identities; and dealing with
future shortages and a temporary guest
worker program, particularly for sea-
sonal industries. The refusal to do that
tells me that J.D. HAYWORTH is right.

There is one of two agendas here. One
agenda is the agenda that Mr. PUTNAM
and that Mr. FLAKE hoped for, and that
is we will pass a bill with a number of
really some very silly and harsh provi-
sions; the Senate will clean those up,
turn it into a comprehensive approach;
and the people here who have been
screaming the word ‘‘amnesty’ for any
effort to solve this problem will now be
forced to come back and cast a vote for
it.

I do not think that is what is going
to happen. This bill will probably pass
today, and we will never again in this
Congress see the immigration issue.
And guys will go back to their dis-
tricts, and they will talk about how
they tried to get tough on the border
and they tried to do something.

This is not a border enforcement bill.
There is a case that we could try to do
some things on the border to be more
effective than we have been. When this
bill tries to deal with employer
verification in the context to our 11
million people in this country who are
working without documents or without
work status, we know it can never go
into effect. We have to either deal with
that and then do employer verification,
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which is the critical component of a
comprehensive approach, or we are
never going to pass this bill into law.

So what I would like to do is have
Mr. DREIER or Mr. PUTNAM, and I do
not know how they want to do it, if
they would be willing to, explain to me
what the fairness is of not letting this
body decide, and J.D. HAYWORTH has
one view, HOWARD BERMAN has another
view, but decide whether or not on a
critically important issue that the
President has spoken of the need for,
others have denounced, why we cannot
have a debate and a vote on that kind
of a program.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BERMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me, and
I thank my chairman for allowing me
to respond.

The gentleman made the statement
that this is not a border enforcement
bill, and I would disagree and say that
it is a border enforcement bill. It is not
a comprehensive immigration reform
bill.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, just to clarify, there are
provisions about border enforcement in
this bill, but when you implement, as
this bill pretends to do, a massive com-
prehensive verification system, that
has nothing to do with border protec-
tion. That is about ensuring that no
one gets hired who is here without sta-
tus. We cannot do that with 11 million
people in this country, many of whom
are working now.

I am sorry for cutting the gentleman
short.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 15 seconds.

The gentleman from California did
not ask me to respond, but he sug-
gested the bill is one of two things, but
I suggest to him that, rather, it is a
third thing.

This bill, indeed, is a response to the
American people who are demanding
we secure our borders first.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, pretending that we are deal-
ing with the problem is not dealing
with the problem. This bill is going no-
where fast, end of story.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I had intended to stay out of this
debate, but the tone of the debate has
made me angry. It never ceases to
amaze me how many men will seize any
opportunity to kick people when they
are down.

Illegal immigrants have no legal
rights in this country.

0 1130

They have no economic power. They
have no political leverage. But, if they
did, this bill would not be on the floor
today. Sure, we are a Nation of laws,
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but we are also a Nation of values and
ideals, and it is those values and ideals
that bond us together as a society and
an economy.

Every single one of us, and I can say
that because there are no Native Amer-
icans in this body, every single one of
us are the children of immigrants, and
whether they were legal or illegal was
largely due to the accident of their
birth, what country they were born in,
what visa and immigration quotas ap-
plied and, the economic status of the
parents to whom they were born.

There is no sector of this economy
that works harder for less compensa-
tion than undocumented aliens. There
is no single group of workers that be-
lieve more in the American ideal than
the people that we want to isolate and
disown and marginalize today. They
are here because they were willing to
risk everything to forge a better future
for their children, and that is what
makes America great, because they be-
lieve in the American ideal; they be-
lieve that if they work hard enough,
even though they will not be paid as
much compensation as many of the
people working beside them, but if they
work hard enough, their children will
have a better future, and that is why
they are here.

I do not know any other sector of the
American workforce that puts more
money aside for the future of their
children. That is what America is all
about. It is not what this bill is about.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Mr. Speaker, I see that my distin-
guished friend and your fellow col-
league from Georgia could not resist, I
see he joined us. Maybe I could talk
some ‘‘Savannah talk’” and ‘‘Brunswick
talk” to get him to understand that
people come through those areas, too,
as I am sure he is mindful.

Mr. Speaker, basically what we have
here is enforcement, but none of the
compassion that President Bush has
been speaking about.

Let me tell you what the President
said. I quoted him on Ellis Island, and
he was eloquent on Ellis Island in July
of 2001. But August 24, the same year,
here is what the President said in part:
“And I remind people all across our
country, family values do not stop at
the Rio Bravo. There are people in
Mexico who have got children who are
worried about where they are going to
get their next meal from, and they are
going to come to the United States if
they think they can make money here.
That is a simple fact. And they are
willing to walk across miles of desert
to do work that some Americans won’t
do, and we have got to respect that, it
seems like to me, and treat those peo-
ple with respect.”

We ought to treat ourselves with re-
spect and have comprehensive immi-
gration reform, and not some piece-
meal bumper sticker stuff that is not
going to do anything other than give
people an opportunity to go home to
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say that we did something about immi-
gration.

Mr. Speaker, I will tell you what we
are doing: We are going to create fear
and confusion in the realm. And it is
not all about 11 million illegal people,
it is about a number of circumstances
having to do with that knock on the
door.

Defeat this rule.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from the
coast of Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON).

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time, and I thank my friend from Flor-
ida for his kind words. He is right, I
could not resist the open microphone
opportunity, but also the subject mat-
ter. The subject matter is important.

Is this rule perfect, and is this bill
perfect? Certainly not. I remember and
had the honor of serving when we did
welfare reform. All kinds of emotions
were flowing back and forth, and it
took us a number of different attempts
and pieces of legislation to get to
where we as a Nation thought we need-
ed to go on welfare reform. As a result,
there were 14 million people on welfare.
That number was reduced down to 4
million people. Lots and lots of posi-
tive things happened with it, but we
had to take that first step.

This is now the first step, or second
step, if you will. It is overdue, in my
opinion and the opinion of most Mem-
bers on a bipartisan basis. We should
have done something about immigra-
tion reform a long time ago.

Border security is integral to it. I do
not live in a border State, where people
pour over a river at night or walk
across a desert, but I understand from
our colleagues what a huge problem
that is and how that is not just con-
fined to immigrants from the country
that is right next door to us, but other
people who do not have anything to do
with that country, who use it as a
highway, a transit corridor, to come
into America. So we need to do some-
thing about border security.

But certainly I believe we need to do
something about employer sanctions.
We always blame illegal immigration
on that 20-year-old migrant who is here
trying to send money home for his fam-
ily. We do not ever talk about our own
employer, who has also broken the law
by hiring. We need to have tools so
that employers can check the back-
grounds of people before they hire
them and then have penalties if they
do not. I feel strongly about that.

Mr. Speaker, I represent an agricul-
tural area. Certainly I see why we need
to have a guest worker program. That
is something I think we need to get to
on a bipartisan basis, and we are going
to have a great debate once we open
that up.

But I strongly support this rule, and
I am going to support the bill just to
get the steps going. I do not think
there is any turning back now that we
have done this first very significant
piece of legislation. We are in the im-
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migration debate, and we will be doing
immigration reform, I think, for very
many months to come, and there is
plenty of room for bipartisan ideas.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time for the
purpose of closing.

Mr. Speaker, we have heard from the
other side, and indeed from some Mem-
bers on this side of the aisle, question
what we are going to do with the 11
million or so illegals who are mostly
working hard, supporting their fami-
lies, law-abiding since they have been
here.

As a physician Member of this body,
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a
medical analogy as to why we are ap-
proaching this in the manner that we
are approaching it; that is, to secure,
first and foremost, our borders.

The medical analogy, indeed a sur-
gical analogy, is this: The patient is
our great country, the United States of
America. The surgeon is this Congress.
During the surgical procedure, it is dis-
covered that massive hemorrhaging is
occurring, massive hemorrhaging. The
analogy is the 500,000 illegal immi-
grants that continue to come through
our porous borders every year.

There is lots of blood in the field that
the surgeon is concerned about. But
does he or she spend their time, we, the
Congress, trying to mop up the blood
before we stop the bleeding? If we do
that, I suggest to you, Mr. Speaker,
that the patient dies.

No. First and foremost you stop that
hemorrhaging. And that is what we are
doing in this bill. Then you deal with
the blood that has been lost, that is in
the suction bottle, if you will. And do
we take that blood and pour it down
the drain? No, Mr. Speaker, we do not,
because that blood, and that is the 11
million people that are here working
hard in this country, that has been the
lifeblood of this patient, the United
States of America, for a number of
years.

So what we do, Mr. Speaker, in many
instances in a surgical situation, we
put that blood back into the patient,
because we know that it has served the
patient well. Then we restore the pa-
tient to perfect health.

Mr. Speaker, that is what we are
talking about. That is why we are ad-
dressing this issue in the timeline first
and foremost, stop the hemorrhaging.
If we do not, the patient dies.

Mr. Speaker, we in the Congress have
a solemn responsibility to protect the
integrity of our borders, and inaction
would be a dereliction of duty. The
American people look to us as the
stewards of our Nation’s security, and
we must not let them down. I want to
encourage my colleagues to support
both this rule and the underlying bill.

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise in support of this effort to make
the most meaningful changes to our immigra-
tion enforcement in a decade. This legislation
is long overdue. lllegal immigration is spinning
out of control, and we must act now to enact
a tough and unified policy to effectively curb
the influx of illegal aliens entering our Nation.
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My district is in southern California. This re-
gion bears the brunt of our Nation’s failed im-
migration policies. California has the highest
number of illegal immigrants residing in its
borders. In fact, nearly 32 percent of the total
number of illegal immigrants in the United
States are in California. The tide of illegal im-
migration increases Californian’s tax burden,
while weakening its legal, education and wel-
fare system.

| am an original cosponsor of this bill be-
cause it lays a solid foundation to enhance our
border security and enforce our current immi-
gration laws. This is desperately needed. We
must end policies that encourage illegal immi-
gration.

| am disappointed that some of the other
creative solutions that Members offered to ad-
dress our failed immigration policies are not
included under this Rule. | firmly believe these
are important ideas that should be considered
by Congress as we work to enforce and bol-
ster our Nation’s immigration policies.

For example, Representative NATHAN DEAL’s
amendment to deny citizenship to children
born in the United States to illegal immigrants
was not made in order. Providing automatic
citizenship to the children of illegal aliens is an
incentive for illegal immigration and we must
close this loophole.

Three amendments that | offered, but were
not made in order under this Rule, would have
discouraged illegal crossings by eliminating in-
centives and providing tough interior enforce-
ment.

Allowing all counties to be reimbursed for
detaining and transferring illegal aliens: One
amendment | submitted would allow all coun-
ties to be promptly reimbursed for the costs
associated with assisting Federal immigration
officials. Immigration affects all counties in the
United States, not just those within 25 miles of
the southern border. All counties absorb the
costs of detaining, housing, and transporting il-
legal aliens.

Prohibiting illegal aliens from obtaining mort-
gages: Another amendment | submitted would
require lenders to verify that mortgage credit
applicants are U.S. citizens or legally present
in the U.S. Allowing individuals who are here
illegally to participate in the homebuying proc-
ess only incentivizes illegal immigration. White
picket fences shouldn’t go to those who break
down our fences to get in.

Outlawing birth tours: The last amendment |
submitted would prohibit any alien from enter-
ing the United States with the intention of giv-
ing birth. It is truly disturbing that an entire in-
dustry has built up around the U.S. system of
birthright citizenship. Each year, thousands of
near-term pregnant women come to the
United States from countries across the world
for the sole purpose of giving birth so their
newborns can become U.S. citizens. We can-
not continue to allow illegal immigrants to
make a mockery of our nation’s hospitality and
our laws.

Conclusion: It is imperative that we close
the loopholes that encourage citizens to infil-
trate our porous borders. If the war on ter-
rorism is to be ultimately successful, it is more
important than ever that we take the nec-
essary steps to tighten security at our borders
and provide law enforcement agencies the
tools they need to identify those individuals
who enter or remain in the United States ille-

ally.
g Iyam pleased this bill is before us today so
we can begin to address those failed policies,
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which we have ignored for too long. As we
move forward, we must reject all proposals
that contain any and all forms of amnesty. Re-
warding lawbreakers will only weaken any pro-
posal aimed at strengthening the system.

There should be no new guestworker pro-
gram until we better enforce current immigra-
tion laws. History has shown that enforcement
provisions are ignored and underfunded while
guestworker and amnesty provisions are al-
ways implemented. The American people
need to see that the current laws against ille-
gal immigration are being enforced before any
guestworker program can be considered.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILLMOR). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

————

MOTION TO CLOSE CONFERENCE
COMMITTEE MEETINGS ON H.R.
1815, NATIONAL DEFENSE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2006, WHEN CLASSIFIED
NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMA-
TION IS UNDER CONSIDERATION

Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 12 of rule XXII, I move that
meetings of the conference between the
House and the Senate on H.R. 1815 may
be closed to the public at such times as
classified national security informa-
tion may be broached, provided that
any sitting Member of Congress shall
be entitled to attend any meeting of
the conference.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule XXII, the mo-
tion is not debatable, and the yeas and
nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, this
15-minute vote on the motion to close
conference meetings will be followed
by 5-minute votes on the motion to in-
struct conferees on H.R. 1815; the mo-
tion for the previous question on H.
Res. 619; adoption of H. Res. 619, if or-
dered; adoption of H. Res. 621; and the
motion to suspend the rules and agree
to H. Con. Res. 294.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 12,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 642]

YEAS—409
Abercrombie Bachus Beauprez
Ackerman Baird Becerra
Aderholt Baker Berkley
Akin Baldwin Berman
Alexander Barrow Berry
Allen Bartlett (MD) Biggert
Andrews Bass Bilirakis
Baca Bean Bishop (GA)

Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner

Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
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Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
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Ros-Lehtinen Shimkus Turner
Ross Shuster Udall (CO)
Rothman Simmons Udall (NM)
Roybal-Allard Simpson Upton
Royce Skelton Van Hollen
Ruppersberger Slaughter Velazquez
Rush Smith (NJ) Visclosky
Ryan (OH) Smith (TX)
Ryan (WD) Smith (WA) galden (OR)

alsh
Ryun (KS) Snyder Wamp
Sabo Sodrel
Salazar Solis Wasserman
Sanchez, Linda  Souder Schultz

T. Spratt Watson
Sanchez, Loretta Stearns Watt
Sanders Strickland Waxman
Saxton Stupak Weiner
Schakowsky Sullivan Weldon (FL)
Schiff Tancredo Weldon (PA)
Schmidt Tanner Weller
Schwartz (PA) Tauscher Westmoreland
Schwarz (MI) Taylor (MS) Wexler
Scott (GA) Taylor (NC) Whitfield
Scott (VA) Terry Wicker
Sensenbrenner Thomas Wilson (NM)
Serrano Thompson (CA) :
Sessions Thompson (MS) ‘x:)l;on 50
Shadegg Thornberry Wu
Shaw Tiahrt Wynn
Shays Tiberi
Sherman Tierney Young (AK)
Sherwood Towns Young (FL)
NAYS—12
Blumenauer Lee Olver
DeFazio Lewis (GA) Stark
Hinchey McDermott Waters
Kucinich McKinney Woolsey
NOT VOTING—12
Barrett (SC) Hyde Napolitano
Barton (TX) Istook Payne
Davis, Jo Ann LaHood Pearce
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy Sweeney
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Mr. BUYER and Mr. ACKERMAN

changed their vote from
uyea.aa

So the motion was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

“nay” to

———

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 1815, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2006

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. SKELTON

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REHBERG). The unfinished business is
the vote on the motion to instruct on
H.R. 1815 offered by the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 228, nays
187, not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 643]

YEAS—228
Abercrombie Becerra Boucher
Ackerman Berkley Boyd
Allen Berman Brady (PA)
Andrews Berry Brown (OH)
Baca Bishop (GA) Brown, Corrine
Baird Bishop (NY) Butterfield
Baldwin Blumenauer Capps
Barrow Boehlert Capuano
Bartlett (MD) Boren Cardin
Bean Boswell Cardoza
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Carnahan
Carson
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Foley
Ford
Frank (MA)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Inslee

Aderholt
Alexander
Bachus
Baker
Bass
Beauprez
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon

Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kelly
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)

NAYS—187

Cantor
Capito
Carter
Chocola
Coble

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay

Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
English (PA)
Everett
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
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Petri
Platts
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Schakowsky
Schwartz (PA)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Shays
Sherman
Simmons
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spratt
Stark
Strickland
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hunter

Issa

Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)

Johnson, Sam Musgrave Saxton
Keller Myrick Schmidt
Kennedy (MN) Neugebauer Schwarz (MI)
King (IA) Ney Sensenbrenner
King (NY) Northup Sessions
Kingston Norwood Shadegg
Kline Nunes Shaw
Knollenberg Nussle Sherwood
Kolbe Osborne Shimkus
Kuhl (NY) Otter Shuster
Latham Oxley Simpson
LaTourette Pence Smith (TX)
Lewis (CA) Peterson (PA) Sodrel
Lewis (KY) Pickering Souder
Linder Pitts Stearns
LoBiondo Poe Sullivan
Lucas Pombo Tancredo
Lungren, Daniel  Price (GA) Taylor (NC)
E. Pryce (OH) Terry
Mack Radanovich Thomas
Manzullo Ramstad Thornberry
Marchant Regula Tiahrt
Marshall Rehberg Tiberi
McCaul (TX) Reichert Turner
McCrery Renzi Walsh
McHenry Reynolds Wamp
McHugh Rogers (AL) Weldon (FL)
McKeon Rogers (KY) Weldon (PA)
McMorris Rogers (MI) Westmoreland
Mica Rohrabacher Wicker
Miller (FL) Ros-Lehtinen Wilson (NM)
Miller (MI) Royce Wilson (SC)
Miller, Gary Ryan (WI) Young (AK)
Murphy Ryun (KS) Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—18
Akin Feeney Napolitano
Barrett (SC) Hyde Payne
Barton (TX) Istook Pearce
Davis, Jo Ann Kirk Putnam
Diaz-Balart, M. LaHood Schiff
Edwards McCarthy Sweeney

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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So the motion to instruct was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
643, had | been present, | would have voted
“yea.”

Stated against:

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 643,
| was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
643, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. RES. 612, VICTORY IN IRAQ
RESOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REHBERG). The pending business is the
vote on ordering the previous question
on House Resolution 619 on which they
yeas and nays are ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question on the resolution.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays
200, not voting 12, as follows:

Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Bachus
Baker
Bartlett (MD)
Bass
Beauprez
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher

December 16, 2005

[Roll No. 644]
YEAS—221

Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul (TX)
MecCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle

NAYS—200

Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Case
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa

Osborne
Otter

Oxley

Paul

Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Poe

Pombo
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
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Emanuel Lipinski Roybal-Allard
Engel Lofgren, Zoe Ruppersberger
Eshoo Lowey Rush
Etheridge Lynch Ryan (OH)
Evans Maloney Sabo
Farr Markey Salazar
Fattah Marshall Sanchez, Linda
Filner Matheson T.
Ford Matsui Sanchez, Loretta
Frank (MA) McCollum (MN) Sanders
Gonzalez McDermott Schakowsky
Gordon McGovern Schiff
Green, Al McIntyre Schwartz (PA)
Green, Gene McKinney Scott (GA)
Grijalva McNulty Scott (VA)
Gutierrez Meehan Serrano
Harman Meek (FL) Sherman
Hastings (FL) Meeks (NY) Skelton
Herseth Melancon Slaughter
Higgins Menendez Smith (WA)
Hinchey Michaud Snyder
Hinojosa Millender- Solis
Holden McDonald Spratt
Holt Miller (NC) Stark
Honda Miller, George Strickland
Hooley Mollohan Stupak
Hoyer Moore (KS) Tanner
Inslee Moore (WI) Tauscher
Israel Moran (VA) Taylor (MS)
Jackson (IL) Murtha Thompson (CA)
Jackson-Lee Nadler Thompson (MS)

(TX) Neal (MA) Tierney
Jefferson Oberstar Towns
Johnson, E. B. Obey Udall (CO)
Jones (OH) Olver Udall (NM)
Kanjorski Ortiz Van Hollen
Kaptur Owens Velazquez
Kennedy (RI) Pallone Visclosky
Kildee Pascrell Wasserman
Kilpatrick (MI) Pastor Schultz
Kind Pelosi Waters
Kucinich Peterson (MN) Watson
Langevin Pomeroy Watt
Lantos Price (NC) Waxman
Larsen (WA) Rahall Weiner
Larson (CT) Rangel Wexler
Lee Reyes Woolsey
Levin Ross Wu
Lewis (GA) Rothman Wynn

NOT VOTING—12
Barrett (SC) Hyde Napolitano
Barton (TX) Istook Payne
Davis, Jo Ann LaHood Pearce
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy Sweeney
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So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 217, noes 202,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 645]

This

AYES—217
Aderholt Bonner Cantor
Akin Bono Capito
Alexander Boozman Carter
Bachus Boustany Castle
Baker Bradley (NH) Chabot
Bartlett (MD) Brady (TX) Chocola
Bass Brown (SC) Coble
Beauprez Brown-Waite, Cole (OK)
Biggert Ginny Conaway
Bilirakis Burgess Crenshaw
Bishop (UT) Burton (IN) Cubin
Blackburn Buyer Culberson
Blunt Calvert Davis (KY)
Boehlert Camp (MI) Davis, Tom
Boehner Campbell (CA) Deal (GA)
Bonilla Cannon DeLay

Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake

Foley

Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa

Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Keller

Kelly

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Case
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer

Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Otter
Oxley
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts

Poe

Pombo
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam

NOES—202

Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Dayvis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden

Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern

MclIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul

Barrett (SC)
Barton (TX)
Davis, Jo Ann

Diaz-Balart, M.

Hart
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Pelosi Solis
Peterson (MN) Spratt
Pomeroy Stark
Price (NC) Strickland
Rahall Stupak
Rangel Tanner
Reyes Tauscher
Ross Taylor (MS)
Rothman Thompson (CA)
Roybal-Allard Thompson (MS)
Ruppersberger Tierney
gush OH Towns
yan (O Udall (CO)
Salazar Udall (NM)
Sanchez, Linda Van Hollen
T. Velazquez
Sanchez, Loretta ViSClosky
Sanders Wasserman
Schakowsky Schultz
Schiff Waters
Scott (GA) Watson
Scott (VA) Watt
Serrano Waxman
Sherman Weiner
Skelton Wexler
Slaughter Woolsey
Smith (WA) Wu
Snyder Wynn
NOT VOTING—14
Hyde Payne
Istook Pearce
LaHood Schwartz (PA)
McCarthy Sweeney
Napolitano

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REHBERG) (during the vote). Members
are advised 2 minutes remain in this
vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 4437, BORDER
PROTECTION, ANTITERRORISM,
AND ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION
CONTROL ACT OF 2005

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 621 on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 216, nays
203, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 646]

The

YEAS—216
Aderholt Bradley (NH) Cole (OK)
Akin Brady (TX) Conaway
Alexander Brown (SC) Crenshaw
Bachus Brown-Waite, Cubin
Baker Ginny Culberson
Bartlett (MD) Burgess Davis (KY)
Bass Burton (IN) Dayvis, Tom
Beauprez Buyer Deal (GA)
Biggert Calvert DeLay
Bilirakis Camp (MI) Dent
Bishop (UT) Campbell (CA) Diaz-Balart, L.
Blunt Cannon Doolittle
Boehlert Cantor Drake
Boehner Capito Dreier
Bonilla Carter Duncan
Bonner Case Ehlers
Bono Castle Emerson
Boozman Chocola English (PA)
Boustany Coble Everett
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Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake

Foley

Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris

Hart

Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa

Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Chabot
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings

Knollenberg
Kuhl (NY)
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas

Lungren, Daniel

Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
McNulty
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Otter
Oxley
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts

Poe

Pombo
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad

NAYS—203

Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hayworth
Hefley
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
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Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
Kolbe
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McKinney
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud

Millender- Rothman Strickland
McDonald Roybal-Allard Stupak
Miller (NC) Ruppersberger Tanner
Miller, George Rush Tauscher
Mollohan Ryan (OH) Taylor (MS)
Moore (KS) Sabo Thompson (CA)
Moran (VA) Salazar Thompson (MS)
Murtha Sanchez, Linda  Tierney
Nadler T. Towns
Neal (MA) Sanchez, Loretta Udall (CO)
Oberstar Sanders Udall (NM)
Obey Schakowsky Upton
Olver Schiff Van Hollen
Ortiz Schwartz (PA) Velazquez
Owens Scott (GA) Visclosky
Pallone Scott (VA) Wasserman
Pascrell Serrano Schultz
Pastor Shays Waters
Paul Sherman Watson
Pelosi Skelton Watt
Pomeroy Slaughter Waxman
Price (NC) Smith (WA) Weiner
Rahall Snyder Wexler
Rangel Solis Woolsey
Reyes Spratt Wu
Ross Stark Wynn
NOT VOTING—15
Barrett (SC) Hyde Moore (WI)
Barton (TX) Istook Napolitano
Blackburn Jones (OH) Payne
Davis, Jo Ann LaHood Pearce
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy Sweeney

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call No. 646, the rule providing for the border
security, H.R. 4437, | was outside the floor
and as | returned the gavel went down. Had
| been present, | would have voted “no.”

———

CONDEMNING THE LAOGAI

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 294,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 294, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 1,
not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 647]

YEAS—413
Abercrombie Bartlett (MD) Blackburn
Ackerman Bass Blumenauer
Aderholt Bean Blunt
Akin Beauprez Boehlert
Alexander Becerra Boehner
Allen Berkley Bonilla
Andrews Berman Bonner
Baca Berry Bono
Bachus Biggert Boozman
Baird Bilirakis Boren
Baker Bishop (GA) Boswell
Baldwin Bishop (NY) Boucher
Barrow Bishop (UT) Boustany

Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
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Gerlach
Gibbons
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant

Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
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Salazar Smith (TX) Upton
Sanchez, Linda Smith (WA) Van Hollen
T. Snyder Velazquez

Sanchez, Loretta Sodrel Visclosky
Sanders Solis Walden (OR)
Saxton Souder Wamp
Schakowsky Spratt Wasserman
Schiff Stearns Schultz
Schmidt Strickland Waters
Schwartz (PA) Stupak Watson
Schwarz (MI) Sullivan
Scott (GA) Tancredo g:?ﬁ?n
Scott (VA) Tanner W

eldon (FL)
Sensenbrenner Tauscher Weldon (PA)
Serrano Taylor (MS) Weller
Sessions Taylor (NC)
Shadegg Terry Westmoreland
Shaw Thomas Wexler
Shays Thompson (CA) W%utfleld
Sherman Thompson (MS) W%cker
Sherwood Thornberry Wilson (NM)
Shimkus Tiahrt Wilson (SC)
Shuster Tiberi Wolf
Simmons Tierney Woolsey
Simpson Towns Wu
Skelton Turner Wynn
Slaughter Udall (CO) Young (AK)
Smith (NJ) Udall (NM) Young (FL)

NAYS—1
Paul
NOT VOTING—19
Barrett (SC) Istook Pearce
Barton (TX) LaHood Stark
Davis, Jo Ann Lewis (CA) Sweeney
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy Walsh
Gilchrest Napolitano Watt
Hoekstra Neal (MA)
Hyde Payne
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So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
were suspended and the concurrent res-
olution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 1815, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REHBERG). Without objection, the
Chair appoints the following conferees:

From the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, for consideration of the House bill
and the Senate amendment, and modi-
fications committed to conference:
Messrs. HUNTER, WELDON of Pennsyl-
vania, HEFLEY, SAXTON, MCHUGH,
EVERETT, BARTLETT OF MARYLAND,
MCKEON, THORNBERRY, HOSTETTLER,
RYUN of Kansas, GIBBONS, HAYES, CAL-
VERT, SIMMONS, Mrs. DRAKE, Messrs.
SKELTON, SPRATT, ORTIZ, EVANS, TAY-
LOR of Mississippi, ABERCROMBIE, MEE-
HAN, REYES, SNYDER, SMITH of Wash-
ington, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, and Mrs. TAUSCHER.

From the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, for consider-
ation of matters within the jurisdic-
tion of that committee under clause 11
of rule X: Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. LAHOOD,
and Ms. HARMAN.

From the Committee on Education
and the Workforce, for consideration of
sections 561-563, 571, and 815 of the
House bill, and sections 581-584 of the
Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference: Messrs. CAS-
TLE, WILSON of South Carolina, and
HoLT.
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From the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, for consideration of sec-
tions 314, 601, 1032, and 3201 of the
House bill, and sections 312, 1084, 2893,
3116, and 3201 of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to
conference: Messrs. BARTON of Texas,
GILLMOR, and DINGELL.

From the Committee on Financial
Services, for consideration of sections
676 and 1073 of the Senate amendment,
and modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. OXLEY, NEY, and
FRANK of Massachusetts.

From the Committee on Government
Reform, for consideration of sections
322, 665, 811, 812, 820A, 822-825, 901, 1101-
1106, 1108, title XIV, sections 2832, 2841,
and 2852 of the House bill, and sections
6562, 679, 801, 802, 809E, 809F, 809G, 809H,
811, 824, 831, 843-845, 857, 922, 1073, 1106,
and 1109 of the Senate amendment, and
modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. ToM DAVIS of Virginia,
SHAYS, and WAXMAN.

From the Committee on Homeland
Security, for consideration of sections
1032, 1033, and 1035 of the House bill,
and section 907 of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to
conference: Messrs. LINDER, DANIEL E.
LUNGREN of California, and THOMPSON
of Mississippi.

From the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, for consideration of
sections 814, 1021, 1203-1206, and 1301-
1305 of the House bill, and sections 803,
1033, 1203, 1205-1207, and 1301-1306 of the
Senate amendment, and modifications
committed to conference: Messrs.
HYDE, LEACH, and LANTOS.

From the Committee on the Judici-
ary, for consideration of sections 551,
673, 1021, 1043, and 1051 of the House
bill, and sections 553, 615, 617, 619, 1072,
1075, 1077, and 1092 of the Senate
amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: Messrs. SENSEN-
BRENNER, CHABOT, and CONYERS.

From the Committee on Resources,
for consideration of sections 341-346,
601, and 2813 of the House bill, and sec-
tions 1078, 2884, and 3116 of the Senate
amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: Messrs. POMBO,
BROWN of South Carolina, and RAHALL.

From the Committee on Science, for
consideration of section 223 of the
House bill and sections 814 and 3115 of
the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: Messrs.
BOEHLERT, AKIN, and GORDON.

From the Committee on Small Busi-
ness, for consideration of section 223 of
the House bill, and sections 814, 849-852,
855, and 901 of the Senate amendment,
and modifications committed to con-
ference: Mr. MANZULLO, Mrs. KELLY,
and Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

From the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for consider-
ation of sections 314, 508, 601, and 1032—
1034 of the House bill, and sections 312,
2890, 2893, and 3116 of the Senate
amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: Messrs. YOUNG of
Alaska, DUNCAN, and SALAZAR.

From the Committee on Veterans Af-
fairs, for consideration of sections 641,
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678, 714, and 1085 of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to
conference: Mr. BUYER, Mr. MILLER of
Florida, and Ms. BERKLEY.

From the Committee on Ways and
Means, for consideration of section 677
of the Senate amendment, and modi-

fications committed to conference:
Messrs. THOMAS, HERGER, and
MCDERMOTT.
There was no objection.
———

VICTORY IN IRAQ RESOLUTION

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to the rule, I call up the reso-
lution (H. Res. 612) expressing the com-
mitment of the House of Representa-
tives to achieving victory in Iraq, and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 612

Whereas the Iraqi election of December 15,
2005, the first to take place under the newly
ratified Iraqi Constitution, represented a
crucial success in the establishment of a
democratic, constitutional order in Iraq; and

Whereas Iraqis, who by the millions defied
terrorist threats to vote, were protected by
Iraqi security forces with the help of United
States and Coalition forces: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the House of Representatives is com-
mitted to achieving victory in Iraq;

(2) the Iraqi election of December 15, 2005,
was a crucial victory for the Iraqi people and
Iraq’s new democracy, and a defeat for the
terrorists who seek to destroy that democ-
racy;

(3) the House of Representatives encour-
ages all Americans to express solidarity with
the Iraqi people as they take another step
toward their goal of a free, open, and demo-
cratic society;

(4) the successful Iraqi election of Decem-
ber 15, 2005, required the presence of United
States Armed Forces, United States-trained
Iraqi forces, and Coalition forces;

(5) the continued presence of United States
Armed Forces in Iraq will be required only
until Iraqi forces can stand up so our forces
can stand down, and no longer than is re-
quired for that purpose;

(6) setting an artificial timetable for the
withdrawal of United States Armed Forces
from Iraq, or immediately terminating their
deployment in Iraq and redeploying them
elsewhere in the region, is fundamentally in-
consistent with achieving victory in Iraq;

(7) the House of Representatives recognizes
and honors the tremendous sacrifices made
by the members of the United States Armed
Forces and their families, along with the
members of Iraqi and Coalition forces; and

(8) the House of Representatives has
unshakable confidence that, with the sup-
port of the American people and the Con-
gress, United States Armed Forces, along
with Iraqi and Coalition forces, shall achieve
victory in Iraq.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 619, the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
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consent request to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the resolution. I con-
gratulate the Iraqis for their successful
election and request an open debate on
Iraq on the House floor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. SOLIS).

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position to H. Res. 612. I honor and sup-
port our troops and request an open de-
bate on Iraq on the House floor.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members to remove
communicative badges while engaging
in debate.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HONDA).

(Mr. HONDA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to H. Res. 612. I honor and
support our troops and request an open
debate on Iraq on the House floor.

Yesterday, millions of Iraqi citizens cast their
ballots in national elections to constitute the
country’s first full-term National Assembly
since the U.S. invasion. This achievement
should be recognized, and | would enthusiasti-
cally support a resolution that simply com-
mends the Iraqi people and U.S. troops for
their commitment to the democratic process
under extraordinary circumstances.

Unfortunately, the Republican leadership,
once again, refuses to suspend politics at the
water's edge. House Resolution 612 seeks to
make yesterday’s elections a vindication of
President Bush’s misguided Iraq policies and
a basis for continued military engagement in a
country that overwhelmingly desires the with-
drawal of U.S. troops.

Accordingly, | rise in opposition to H.R. 612,
and | take this opportunity to announce my
support for H.J.Res. 73, Congressman JOHN
MURTHA’s plan for the strategic redeployment
of U.S. troops.

Those familiar with my record know that |
have consistently opposed the President’s de-
cision to invade Iraq. The war was always
predicated on the false premise that Iraq was
in possession of weapons of mass destruction.
This Congress was negligent in not demand-
ing more proof of the President and then re-
fusing to hold him accountable for his exag-
gerated and unfounded claims.

His war strategy was equally flawed. He has
failed to provide the resources our men and
women in uniform need to be successful, and
American lives have been lost as a result. In
2002 and 2003, Army Chief of Staff General
Shinseki warned that not enough boots on the
ground would lead to a power vacuum that our
enemies would exploit. Tragically, his premoni-
tions—ignored by President Bush and his po-
litical appointees—have been borne out.
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To date, approximately 2,150 brave Ameri-
cans and an estimated 30,000 Iragis have
been killed in Irag, and there appears to be no
immediate end to the quagmire in Iraq.

As a Member of Congress, | have wrestled
with whether this “war of choice” has become
a “war of necessity,” but | am persuaded by
developments in Iraq that the presence of U.S.
troops is fueling the insurgency, compromising
the readiness of our military, undermining re-
spect for the U.S. abroad, and shortchanging
domestic priorities, including homeland secu-
rity.

I, therefore, am announcing my support for
H.J.Res. 73, introduced by Representative
MURTHA, calling on President Bush to imme-
diately redeploy U.S. troops and diplomatically
pursue security and stability in Irag. | am con-
vinced that the withdrawal of U.S. troops will
undercut the insurgency, which relies on pop-
ular opposition to the U.S. presence.

| remind my colleagues that, if experience
has taught us anything, it is that democracy
cannot be forced upon a nation by gunpoint.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. HINCHEY).

(Mr. HINCHEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to House Resolution 612, and
in honor and support of our military
personnel, I earnestly request an open
debate on the war and occupation in
Iraq.

| rise in strong opposition to H. Res. 612,
the measure offered by Representatives HYDE
and ROS-LEHTINEN.

In pushing this measure rather than the one
offered by Congressman STENY HOYER, Re-
publicans are once again denying the House
of Representatives the opportunity for free,
fair, and open debate on our continued in-
volvement in Irag. This maneuver is pure sub-
terfuge designed to hide the Bush administra-
tion’s continuing coverup of the rationale be-
hind their behavior in Irag, as well as the in-
competent and corrupt manner in which Amer-
ican occupation of Iraq has been carried out.

The Republican leadership has the respon-
sibility to bring a genuine and serious debate
over Iraq to the floor, so that all of the implica-
tions of our continued involvement can be
thoroughly debated before the eyes of the
American people. H. Res. 612 does nothing to
address this responsibility.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE).

(Ms. LEE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in oppo-
sition to the resolution. I congratulate
the Iraqis for their election. It is time
to bring our troops home with no per-
manent bases in Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN).

(Ms. BALDWIN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the resolution. I honor
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and support our troops and request an
open debate on Iraq on the House floor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from Michigan (Ms. KILPATRICK).

(Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the res-
olution. I honor and support the troops
in Iraq and ask that we have an honest,
open debate on the Iraq war on the
House floor.

| rise in opposition to this resolution H. Res.
612. | share in the celebration for the success-
ful parliamentary elections that took place in
Iraq yesterday. It is my sincere hope that the
event marks an important step toward estab-
lishing the long-term political stability in the
country and the political legitimacy of its gov-
ernment.

However, this resolution goes beyond con-
gratulating the Iraqi people for their bravery
and success in yesterday’s election. It pays
more homage to the Bush Administration’s
prosecution of the war in Iraq than it devotes
to the bravery of the Iraqgi voters. Frankly, |
have opposed this Administration’s decision to
go to war from the beginning and voted
against extending the President the authoriza-
tion to use military force against Irag. | did so
because the war aims of this administration
seemed confused and | thought we should
allow the U.N. weapons inspection team to
complete its mission before embarking on a
war footing.

What | resent most about this resolution is
that there was no attempt by the majority to
work with Members on this side of the aisle to
arrive at a consensus resolution that we can
all support. | can only conclude that it is inter-
ested only in gaining political one upmanship
than it is in reaching bipartisan agreement on
congratulating the Iragi people for their
progress toward democracy.

Additionally, this resolution sends the mes-
sage that anyone advocating a draw down of
U.S. forces 6 days or 6 hours earlier than the
president does is imposing an “artificial dead-
line” and proposing a cut-and-run strategy. |
reject that characterization. What | want to see
from this administration is a timetable for train-
ing a viable Iragi security force that would
allow for an orderly draw down of our troops.
After reading this resolution and listening to
series of statements by the President on our
Iraq strategy, | am truly concerned that we
have no orderly way out of our predicament.
It is my conclusion that our current course
only continues our open-ended obligation.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON).

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition
to the resolution. I honor and support
our troops and request an open debate
on the House floor on the Iraqi war.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. OLVER).
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(Mr. OLVER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the resolution. I con-
gratulate the Iraqi people on the com-
pletion of their parliamentary election
and I request an open debate on Iraq.

The parliamentary election concluded yes-
terday in Iraq is a towering achievement and
if this resolution spoke to that achievement |
would be happy to vote for it.

But the votes have not even been counted
and we cannot yet know whether this par-
liamentary election will produce elected mem-
bers proportionately from the many ethnic and
religious groups that make up the Iraqi people.
That is necessary for the give and take and
political compromises that occur in a healthy
and mature democracy, to lead to a stable
and unified Iragi nation. | think every member
of this House hopes this parliamentary elec-
tion will lead to a stable free and democratic
Iraq for the sake of the Iraqi people and espe-
cially the courageous Americans who have
died or are now serving in Iraq.

What we do know is the constitution under
which this parliamentary election has been
held has major flaws. Under the constitution
the central government powers are exercised
through a weak and perilously divided execu-
tive; provisions remain that will further fracture
Iraq into smaller regions drawn along religious,
ethnic, and tribal lines; and incredibly, the
huge revenues from oil, the greatest Iragi nat-
ural and national resource, are reserved solely
for the use of the region where the oil is pro-
duced. These factors bode extremely poorly
for the establishment of a stable, free unified
Iraq and the constitution will surely have to be
greatly modified.

Given those problems it is at the very least
premature to be trumpeting victory in Iraq
whatever that victory may ultimately look like.
Over a 15 year period America has engaged
in two wars in Irag. President Herbert Walker
Bush, with the full support of the United Na-
tions and a broad coalition of participating na-
tions, followed his military commanders’ ad-
vice by deploying 500,000 troops to liberate
Kuwait from the Iragi invasion. Saddam Hus-
sein was driven out of Kuwait with only 19
American soldiers losing their lives.

In contrast, President George W. Bush,
without U.N. support and only a small coalition
of the so called “willing,” rejected his highest
military commanders’ advice and deployed
only 140,000 troops to overthrow Saddam
Hussein, occupy Iraq, and establish a free and
stable Irag. Establishing a free and stable Iraq
is a noble goal. Yet after two and a half years
of war, occupation, and insurgency, our cas-
ualties in this ill-conceived and incompetently
managed war in Iraqg have now passed 2,155
American soldiers killed.

More than 2,000 of those deaths have oc-
curred since the President George W. Bush
declared “Mission Accomplished” 30 months
ago.
| fervently hope that this resolution, a year
from now, will not show this House with as
much egg on its face as that “Mission Accom-
plished” declaration produced.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATSON).
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(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the resolution. I con-
gratulate and honor the Iraqis for their
successful election. I would request an
open debate on Iraq on the House floor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE).

(Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in opposition to the resolu-
tion. I congratulate the Iraqis for their
successful election, and I ask for an
open, honest debate on the prosecution
of this war.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS).

(Ms. WATERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds Members that commu-
nicative badges cannot be worn on the
House floor when under recognition.
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Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to H. Res. 612. I congratu-
late the Iraqis for the election, and I
agree with BARBARA LEE: it is time to
bring our troops home, and there
should be no permanent bases in Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Mrs. JONES).

(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in opposition to H. Res. 612. I con-
gratulate the Iraqis for their successful
election and request an open debate on
Iraq on the House floor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS).

(Mr. CONYERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to House Resolution 612.
The reason is I support and honor our
troops and request an open debate on
this subject on the floor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ).

(Mr. GUTIERREZ asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition to House Resolution 612. I
honor and support our troops and re-
quest an open debate on Iraq on the
House floor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
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consent request to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. CORRINE BROWN).

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 612. I honor and support our
troops and request an open debate in
the people’s House on the Iraqi war on
the floor of this House of Representa-
tives.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. NADLER).

(Mr. NADLER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to this resolution: in honor
and support of our troops in Iraq, in op-
position to our policy on the war in
Iraq, and in urging the Republican
leadership of the House to grant this
an open and adequate debate on the en-
tire question of our policy on Iraq on
the floor of this House.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
the purpose of making a unanimous
consent request to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman. I rise with a humble spirit to
salute the people of Iraq who have
shown us the ability for a successful
election and ask that we honor and
support our troops, but yet have an
open and full debate on the redeploy-
ment of our troops on the floor of the
House regarding Iraq.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 612.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REHBERG). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida?

There was no objection.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This resolution before us clearly and
explicitly states that this body is com-
mitted to achieving victory in Iraq.
The United States should not go back
on its commitments to confront tyr-
anny and to ‘‘make the world safe for
democracy.”” Failure is not a part of
the American nature nor of our moral
fiber. It is certainly not a concept that
is acceptable to our men and women in
the Armed Forces.

When we talk about progress in Iraq
and concrete benchmarks for meas-
uring success, we need only look back
at yesterday’s landmark nationwide
elections in Iraq. Iraq’s Independent
Electoral Commission reported that at
least 97.5 percent of planned voting
centers were opened, monitored by up
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to 120,000 observers, including 800 ac-
credited by international observer
groups.

The U.N. envoy to Iraq said that the
initial signs are very positive, adding
that ‘‘anecdotal evidence shows that
there has been good turnout, that it
was inclusive, and that security was
well maintained.”

Are we not in agreement that yester-
day’s vivid example of democracy tak-
ing root in Iraq was a profound victory
for the Iraqi people, for our sons and
daughters who continue to place them-
selves in harm’s way, and a resounding
defeat to the brutal Islamic jihadists?
Are we not in agreement that this elec-
tion empowers the people of the region
who have toiled under brutal dictator-
ships for far too long and that the suc-
cess of democracy yesterday in Iraq
aided our efforts in the global war
against terror? Are we not in agree-
ment that these elections could not
have been possible without the pres-
ence of our men and women in the
Armed Forces?

If we are in agreement that these
most recent Iraqi elections were a suc-
cess and were met with very little vio-
lence and widespread participation due
to the presence of U.S. forces in sup-
port of Iraqi security, then we should
be in agreement with the totality of
the text of the resolution before us. We
should not leave the Iraqi people at
this most critical juncture. We should
not leave before they are fully capable
of protecting their own nation, their
people, and their incipient democracy
from those who seek to destroy what
they have been creating because they
wish to turn Iraq into a safe haven for
Islamic militants and extremist ele-
ments like Iran and Syria.

This is not in our nature, Mr. Speak-
er. This is not what our troops want,
and it is not what the Iraqi people
want.

References have been made to calls
for U.S. withdrawal, but let us review
some of those. Iraqi officials have not
made such requests to the U.S. Govern-
ment. The Arab League, for example,
their statement says that it was the re-
sult of undue political pressure by
rogue regimes, particularly Syria and
Iran, whose foreign minister was in-
volved in the drafting of the final com-
munique.

We are fully aware that these pariah
states have a vested interest in seeing
Iraq fail and assisting the foreign fight-
ers who are launching attacks against
Iraqis and our U.S. and coalition forces
in Iraq. We have achieved significant
progress thus far in Iraq. The political
and the psychological transformation
that has taken place in Iraq will have
long-term positive impact on our ef-
forts to curtail the spread of Islamic
extremists and jihadist activities.

Saddam Hussein would not be on
trial today for his crimes against hu-
manity, and most of the villainous
heirs to his legacy would not be neu-
tralized were it not for the critical role
played by our U.S. Armed Forces per-
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sonnel. Without the presence of our
forces, the people of Iraq would not
have had the opportunity to partici-
pate in the January 30, 2005, nationwide
elections. They would not have re-
turned to the polls on October 15, again
to approve their Constitution and
would not have been celebrating their
new found democratic freedoms by par-
ticipating in yesterday’s yet another
historic election.

Our mission, however, Mr. Speaker,
remains only partially accomplished.
Iraqi security forces are taking up
more of the military burden, and the
new coalition for strategy for ‘‘clear,
hold, and build” is denying the insur-
gents many of their former sanc-
tuaries.

The Iraqi Army and the police forces
are growing larger, better trained,
more effective. These forces are also
becoming increasingly professional.
Today, Iraqi security forces are now
strong enough to garrison and control
cleared areas, as recently illustrated
by the resoundingly successful joint
U.S. and Iraqi offensive in Tel Afar.

The Iraqi security forces are improv-
ing, but they cannot yet stand on their
own. To abandon them now would be to
leave them at the mercy of the brutal
Islamic jihadists and would destroy the
progress that we have achieved thus
far.

Again, this is not in our nature. As
clause 5 of this resolution states: Our
presence in Iraq ‘“will be required only
until Iraqi forces can stand up so our
forces can stand down and no longer
than is required for that purpose.”

Are we not in agreement on this crit-
ical point? Is it the contention of those
who oppose this resolution that we
abandon the Iraqi people after they
have displayed immeasurable courage
in the face of attacks from Islamic
jihadists and their state sponsors? We
should not base our strategy on artifi-
cial timelines. The criteria governing
our eventual withdrawal from Iraq
must be performance based, not chron-
ologically based. Victory defined is:
“Final and complete defeat of an
enemy in a military encounter. Success
in a struggle against . . . an opponent,
or an obstacle.”

Who is the enemy, the common
enemy of Iraq and coalition forces, the
enemy of the American and Iraqi peo-
ple, of those who want freedom and de-
mocracy to flourish in Iraq? They are
the Islamic jihadists and the militants
who are seeking to destroy what we
have helped the Iraqi people accom-
plish.

And what is our strategy for victory?
One developed by our military and pol-
icy planners in coordination with our
coalition partners and our Iraqi part-
ners. Our military and policy planners
track numerous indicators to map our
progress and adjust our tactics as nec-
essary to meet our strategic goals.

I would further add, Mr. Speaker,
that despite some of the references
made to the alleged lack of a clear
path to victory, the President has, in

December 16, 2005

fact, articulated our approach in the
recent National Strategy for Victory in
Iraq. Many of these reports with
metrics on our efforts, our strategies,
our goals, our accomplishments are
readily available not just to us in this
Chamber but to the American peobple.
We are not just winning in Iraq, but we
stand on the precipice of something far
more profound: a decisive shift away
from the world of brutal dictatorships
which ruin their own societies through
a combination of state-sponsored mur-
der and incitement, and toward the
emergence of a modern, democratic
Middle East that takes its rightful
place among free nations.

However, if we leave prematurely,
Mr. Speaker, before the Iraqi people
are able to stand on their own, we risk
endangering all that we have worked so
hard for and that some of our brave
men and women in our Armed Forces
have also sacrificed for. Let us not di-
minish their sacrifice by leaving their
mission incomplete. Let us stand be-
hind them as they seek to bring home
a definite victory for us in this war on
terror.

In closing, I would ask that we all re-
call the words of former President Ron-
ald Reagan, who said: ‘It is up to us

. . to work together for progress and
humanity so that our grandchildren,
when they look back at us, can truly
say that we not only preserved the
flame of freedom but cast its warmth
and light further than those who came
before us.”

We have prevailed in the struggle
against tyranny and fascism after 40
years in a global conflict. We prevailed
in the battle of ideas against com-
munism. We will again prevail in de-
feating Islamic fascism if we fulfill our
mission in Iraq and do not heed the
nay-saying of defeatists. With freedom
on our side, we cannot fail, Mr. Speak-
er.

I am proud of the service of my step-
son, Doug Lehtinen, and his fiancee,
Lindsay Nelson, who are marine offi-
cers serving in Iraq flying F-18s. They
will tell us that setting an artificial
deadline for withdrawal would put
them in harm’s way. They are fully
trained military officers who under-
stand that war is difficult; but they be-
lieve in their mission, a mission for
victory in Iraq, a mission without a
surrender statement.

As JOSEPH LIEBERMAN, the Senator,
said just a few days ago a withdrawal,
a withdrawal on an artificial timeline
would discourage our troops because it
seems to be heading for the door. It
will encourage the terrorists. It will
confuse the Iraqi people.
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I agree with Senator LIEBERMAN, and
I hope my colleagues do as well today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today could have been a
day to rejoice and to celebrate in
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unity. Yesterday, the people of Iraq as-
serted their newly won rights, won, it
must be said, at a steep cost; and they
inspired us all by flocking to the polls
at great risk to their lives. This was a
peaceful process, an affirmation of all
that has been sacrificed in nearly 3
years of valiant struggle. We should be
rejoicing, Mr. Speaker.

But it is a sad day, indeed, when the
Iraqi people have to teach the United
States Congress a lesson in democracy.
The majority leadership in this body
and in the Rules Committee that acts
as its legislative gatekeeper have used
authoritarian tactics to bring before us
the resolution that we now debate.
They have eliminated any real oppor-
tunity for nearly half the Members of
the House of Representatives to effect
the language of this measure, a meas-
ure deliberately calculated to be divi-
sive.

Mr. Speaker, look around at this peo-
ple’s House. It was not designed to be
an echo chamber. We are not here
merely to recycle the administration’s
rhetoric on Iraq. It is clear that there
is a spectrum of views on my side of
the aisle on how to deal with the dif-
ficult situation in Iraq in the weeks
and months ahead. Why should the ma-
jority try to force the issue, politicize
the war effort and polarize this body
further?

This resolution came to us yesterday
afternoon. We tried negotiating in good
faith and that went nowhere, so last
night I introduced an alternative reso-
lution and asked the Rules Committee
to make it in order.

My resolution congratulates the
Iraqi people on three democratic na-
tional elections this year; it encour-
ages all Americans to support the Iraqi
people; and commends and congratu-
lates our troops and those of our allies
and the Iraqi forces protecting their
people at election time. The Demo-
cratic leader, Ms. PELOSI, and the
Democratic whip, Mr. HOYER, joined
me in advocating this measure.

Mr. Speaker, that is the resolution
which should have come before us
today. It is a measure that would have
won the unanimous support of this
body, or nearly so, and would have sent
a message of support to the Iraqi peo-
ple, to our troops, and to the whole
world.

But the leadership of this body has
approached this entire important mat-
ter in a rigid, unbending, and authori-
tarian fashion. Theirs was a take-it-or-
leave-it proposal, not a comma to be
changed; and that approach is inappro-
priate in a democratic legislative body
where some of us have been attempting
so hard to operate in a bipartisan fash-
ion.

Mr. Speaker, along with several of
my Democratic colleagues, I was
hosted by the President at the White
House 2 days ago. The President said
he wanted to explore a bipartisan ap-
proach on Iraq. Unfortunately, my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
have not gotten that message. Instead,
they have made a mockery of it.
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The election in Iraq yesterday was
truly inspiring. It fills me with hope
that Iraq can indeed emerge as a sta-
ble, pluralistic, and democratic soci-
ety. This resolution could have been
considerably improved, had there been
a process of bipartisan consultation.
We could have sent a united and strong
message to our troops, to the Iraqi peo-
ple, and to the global audience.

But whatever my thoughts on the
substance of the measure, I profoundly
reject the arrogant and undemocratic
process that produced it, and for this
reason I shall vote ‘“‘present’” on this
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
DRAKE).

Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
join in congratulating the Iraqi people
for their bravery, courage and their be-
lief in freedom. Just 3 years ago, none
of us would have ever predicted or be-
lieved that Iraq would have a Constitu-
tion and a newly elected national coun-
cil of 275 representatives based on prov-
ince and population.

Mr. Speaker, this is a remarkable
transition. The Iraqi people have no
prior experience in democracy, and
they have lived under a brutal dicta-
torship for decades. Today, freedom,
liberty, and democracy are within their
grasp.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join in support of this resolution, in
support of a free and democratic Iraq,
and, as a result, a safer America and
world. The road ahead will be long,
hard and unpredictable, but the dream
of freedom lights their way.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, this
resolution mentions the word victory
six times, but victory is not defined.
We are assured this administration will
know victory when they see it, just
like they knew WMDs when they did
not see them.

Supporters of this bill point to yes-
terday’s election as victory, but many
were drawn to the polls by their over-
whelming dislike of U.S. occupation.
They like us all right; they would like
us to get out of their country.

This fantasy victory resolution
means more occupation, more war,
more civil war, more deaths of our
troops and innocent civilians, more
waste of taxpayer money, while this
House is reduced to a bunch of cheer-
leaders in a bloody ‘‘Baghdad Bowl”
sponsored by Halliburton.

Congressman PAUL and I have a reso-
lution which will let Iraqis, through
their new representatives, decide
whether the occupation ends or not. Do
you want sovereignty, do you want
self-determination, or do you just want
occupation, deception, fake news, fake
policy and next year’s fakeout, partial
troop withdrawals while a permanent
U.S. presence is being built?

H11909

These fake resolutions keep this Con-
gress in a stupor, almost a trance-like
denial of conditions in Iraq and how we
got there. Wake up, Congress. Wake up
America. Get out of Iraq.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, a few moments ago we heard almost
all the members of the Out of Iraq Cau-
cus ask for a debate on the war, and
one of the comments that was made
throughout that series of unanimous
consent requests was a statement af-
firming that they honor and support
our troops, as do I believe all Members
of this body seek to do that.

However, the deeper question I would
like to raise in this, if we honor and
support our troops, I would suggest to
this body that we also listen to our
troops and what they are saying on the
ground, especially those who have paid
a tremendous price.

I had the great honor and privilege
yesterday to visit with several soldiers
from Kentucky, one of whom was from
my district, in Walter Reed Hospital.
They included Specialist Jeremy Lowe,
Sergeant Bill Winburn, and Sergeant
Carlos Farler.

All of them emphasized strong belief
in the mission. All of them shared very
clearly and articulated the successes,
most unreported by the national
media, that they are seeing on the
ground. They expressed a tremendous
amount of confidence in what the Iraqi
people are doing.

I think it is important that we stand
with the troops in this resolution, that
we stand with our country, that we
stand with the Iraqi people, and that as
we debate the war, and I believe there
is an important need for debate, for
discussion on policy, on the future,
that one thing that we need to keep
clear is that the messages that are sent
communicate to several audiences:
first and foremost to our troops in the
field; second, to the Iraqi people; third,
to our enemies, who will use our words
against us; and, finally, to the entire
world who is watching.

We must keep our promises, we must
keep our commitment to our troops
and carry on this mission that they be-
lieve in, where they see success, until
it is completed.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-

tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT).
Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the distinguished ranking mem-
ber for yielding me time, and I want to
associate myself with his remarks.

Mr. Speaker, at least this resolution
provides us an opportunity to pose a
serious question, an opportunity that,
unfortunately, Democrats are usually
denied in this people’s House. I want to
read some findings of a recent poll
about the realities on the ground in
Iraq.

Forty-five percent of Iraqis believe
that attacks against American and
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British troops are justified; 72 percent
do not have confidence in coalition
forces; 82 percent are strongly opposed
to the presence of coalition troops; and
less than 1 percent of the population
believes that coalition forces are re-
sponsible for any improvement in secu-
rity. That is the reality.

Let me note too, by the way, that
this poll was conducted by Iraqis and
commissioned by the British ministry
of defense.

This data provokes a question for the
proponents of this resolution: Now that
we have a free, democratically elected
Iraq, are we prepared to leave on their
timetable? If the new Iraqi Govern-
ment tells us, we want you to leave im-
mediately, will we do so? Will we listen
to them? For if we listen to the views
of the Iraqi people as reflected in this
poll, we can anticipate such a request
in the very near future.

Or will we insist on staying until we
believe they are ready to stand up?
Will this administration attempt to in-
fluence what the democratically elect-
ed Iraqi Government asks us to do in
this regard, or will they be pressured to
be quiet on this particular issue? Be-
cause the American people deserve to
know the answer to this question now,
and the Iraqi people deserve to know
the answer to this question now, as
well as the duly elected representatives
of the Iraqi people from the elections
that occurred this past week.

I guess the real question is here, Will
we really respect democracy in Iraq
and the democratic process, or will we
simply give it lip service?

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 1¥2 minutes to my
friend, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. GRANGER).

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the leadership and Chair-
man HYDE of the International Rela-
tions Committee for drafting this im-
portant resolution.

Yesterday’s elections mark yet an-
other milestone for Iraqis in the future
of a democratic Iraq. It is estimated
that over 70 percent of Iraqis voted in
yesterday’s election. That is 12 percent
more than voted in the last election,
and with remarkably low violence.
There were reports of polling stations
running out of ballots early in the day
because of the large numbers who came
out to vote, and the voting deadline
was extended in many parts of the
country because of high turnout.

Many of those voting were Sunnis,
who are now choosing to play an active
part in their country’s new democracy;
and it was Iraqi Security Forces who
took over responsibility of their coun-
try’s security, with over 214,000 Iraqis
now trained and equipped.

Mr. Speaker, this is concrete
progress. No matter how you cut it,
this vote was a win. Not only are Iraqis
making progress by coming out to vote
in the millions; they sent a message to
the world yesterday: they want democ-
racy, and they are willing to defy ter-
rorist threats to make it happen.
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We are supportive as Americans.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2%
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE).

(Mr. PRICE of North Carolina asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the Republican leadership’s
resolution turns the Iraqi elections, a
historic moment for the Iraqi people by
any account, from a point of pride to a
point of partisanship.

As usual, the minority was prohib-
ited from offering a constructive sub-
stitute. We could have offered a meas-
ure that congratulated the Iraqi people
on this successful election. Or we
might have put forward a substitute
similar to the one that passed resound-
ingly in the Senate, that would have
required the President at last to sub-
mit a detailed plan for phasing down
the occupation. The leadership refused
to let us do either, opting instead for a
measure that divides and distracts.

As a statement of policy, this resolu-
tion is deeply flawed. It rejects a plan
for bringing our troops home. It fails to
empower the Iraqis to take charge of
their own future. And it blindly adopts
the vague formula the President has
repeatedly put forth, ‘‘as they stand
up, we stand down.”

As we have come to know very well
from this ‘“‘mission accomplished”
President, catchy slogans do not make
effective foreign policy.

Standing up Iraqi troops is a critical
step in empowering the Iraqi state, but
American national security demands
additional priorities: That we maxi-
mize Iraq’s chance of a successful tran-
sition to self-rule while minimizing the
possibility of civil war; that we sta-
bilize the region, preventing the terror-
ists from taking hold; and that we pro-
tect America’s men and women in uni-
form.

It is high time we took up a real
measure to deal with the situation in
Iraq such as H. Con. Res. 70, which I
have introduced with Mr. MILLER of
North Carolina, now co-sponsored by 17
Members. That approach takes into ac-
count the Iraqis’ recent steps toward
sovereignty with two successful elec-
tions. It recognizes the valor of our
troops. It requires a detailed exit strat-
egy of the President. It calls for an im-
mediate, initial draw down, and it
sends a strong signal that we do not in-
tend to occupy Iraq indefinitely.

Why will the House Republican lead-
ership not let us vote on such a meas-
ure? Because they fear it would pass,
and they fear embarrassing the Presi-
dent by calling him to account.

Mr. Speaker, let us start giving the
American people what they are looking
for: Honesty, accountability and a seri-
ous plan going forward; three things
that have been sorely lacking since
President Bush launched this war.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT).
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Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I mar-
veled at Mr. LANTOS’s good comment
that this could have been, as I under-
stood the quote, could have been a day
for celebration. And I would submit it
is a day for celebration. It should be. It
is.
This is a great day. A great thing
happened yesterday in the cradle of
mankind. They elected permanent
leaders. Now, there are those Ameri-
cans who have said that it was quag-
mire in Iraq. We had to get out. It was
a mistake to be there. Some made
these statements out of personal heart-
ache and tragedy, but some were made
purely from partisan political motiva-
tion.

So when the question is asked, why
should the leadership politicize the
Iraqi situation, that is exactly the
question I have been asking. Why?
Why? Why, leading up to this election
for the last 6 weeks, the yabbers got
more shrill, more hysterical that we
have to withdraw? And surely there are
some people that are smart enough to
know that that risk, the election that
people who saw the fliers that said,
‘“‘you vote, you die,” might actually
take it more seriously if they thought
we were going to withdraw quickly be-
fore the ink went off their fingers.

So I say to those who said the free-
dom, democracy and liberty we were
fighting for and the evil that we fought
against was not worth it, it is worth it.
And the soldiers that have been there
know it. That is why the retention
among the soldiers that have been to
Iraq is way up. I have talked to them.

I have not heard people ask, why are
we still in Bosnia where President Clin-
ton said we had to go? One of my best
friends from college, we served in the
Army in Fort Benning together, he just
got sent to Bosnia. Why is not anybody
saying, let us get out of there? Why are
the same people not saying, we should
have gotten out of Germany to Presi-
dent Truman? We should have gotten
out of Japan? Because our leadership
made good decisions, and we are safer
of it.

Thank God for the heroes that have
made America better by spreading lib-
erty around the world.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF).

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, there have
been many false dawns in Iraq over the
past 2V2 years, times when we hoped we
might be seeing a new day, but yester-
day was truly remarkable. More than
11 million Iraqis went to the polls,
many dressed in their finest clothes, to
cast their votes for a new parliament
and a new future.

Iraqi Sunnis, who boycotted the poll-
ing in January, turned out in droves to
ensure their voices would be heard in
the new legislature.

Perhaps most remarkable was the ab-
sence of violence. Across the country,
only b2 attacks were recorded, and
there were no mass casualty incidents.
For this, we have the men and women
of the U.S. Armed Forces to thank.
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For months, our troops have endured
ever more numerous IED attacks and
fierce urban combat in order to secure
the country for yesterday’s vote. They
have done everything we have asked of
them and more, and we are all, all
deeply grateful for their sacrifice.

I want to support this resolution. I
have an enormous respect for the
chairman of our committee and the
chairman of the Mideast Sub-
committee, but I am deeply troubled
by what is a calculated and trans-
parent attempt to use the unity of the
Iraqi vote to cause further disunity
here at home.

Two days ago, I was invited to the
White House along with Mr. LANTOS
and a number of our colleagues to meet
with the President and senior adminis-
tration officials on preparations for the
elections and the next steps in Iraq. I
appreciated the President’s efforts to
reach across the aisle for unity as we
exchanged ideas on how to best move
forward in Iraq. Unfortunately, this
resolution is not in keeping with the
spirit of that meeting.

I hope to have the opportunity to re-
turn to Iraq in the near future and visit
our troops along with several of our
colleagues. We are going, as we have in
the past, not as Republicans and Demo-
crats but as Americans and as Members
of the Congress of the United States.

It is too early to know if the election
will be a turning point that we have all
hoped for, but one thing is plain, great-
er division at home does not further
the war effort. This is not the way to
honor yesterday’s triumph and the sac-
rifice of so many young Americans.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
very much appreciate this resolution
coming to the floor of this Congress.

I would say that, Mr. Speaker, as we
are holding this debate, our Armed
Forces overseas are engaged in the ac-
tive defense of our homeland. Their
daily contributions and sacrifices are
working to bring democratic stabiliza-
tion to a country which has never
known the freedom it has achieved
today.

After decades of tyrannical rule
under Saddam Hussein, yesterday, the
Iraqi people voted in their third na-
tional election this year. They selected
a government that will now for the
first time establish really true and
pure sovereignty for this Nation. And
as the Iraqis put together their formal
parliament, as they elect themselves a
prime minister and are seated at the
United Nations, they will be the freest
and most representative Arab country
in the world.

What a legacy for the United States
of America to contribute to? What a
noble cause that we are seeing come to
fruition today? And I appreciate the
tone that I am hearing from over here
on the other side of the aisle. It sounds
to me like we are coming together in a
way we have not in the past, coming
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together in support and pulling for the
Iraqi people and pulling for this com-
mon cause of freedom that we all
struggled so long for.

When we look back across the his-
tory of this country and think about
some of the other conflicts this Nation
has been involved in, we have always
had disagreements about whether to go
forward and how to go forward; but
look at the legacy of a place that is left
in a place like, for example, in 1898 the
USS Maine was sunk to the bottom of
Havana Harbor. Who said then that the
Filipinos would be free today and
grateful for a century because of that
act of our war against the Spanish at
that time?

Who said at the beginning of the
Civil War that it was about freeing the
slaves? No, it was about saving the
Union, but we know it now as the war
that freed the slaves.

This will be the war that freed the
Iraqi people, the war that established
Iraq as the lone star to create a free
Arab world which means the elimi-
nation of the habitat that breeds ter-
rorists.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the distinguished
Democratic whip.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I regret
that I cannot agree with the previous
speaker. I think the tone of this debate
is good, but the process is terrible. Mr.
LANTOS, the ranking member of the
committee, attempted to participate in
making this a truly bipartisan resolu-
tion.

Now, I am one of those who has con-
sistently supported the policies of our
government and who supports success
in our efforts in Iraq. I think that is in
the best interests of America, certainly
in the best interests of the Iraqi citi-
zenry and the best interests of civility
in the Middle East. However, I am sad-
dened by the continued partisanship
with which this issue is handled.

Mr. LANTOS and I and Ms. PELOSI of-
fered a resolution which congratulated
the Iraqi people, noted their courage,
noted their determination to reach for
democracy. That is what this effort is
about. There was no attempt at bipar-
tisanship. That was rejected out of
hand, not even allowed as an amend-
ment. That is not the way we bring our
country together. That is not the way
we strengthen our resolve. That is not
the way we show the world that we are
of, if not exactly one mind, of one ob-
jective.

I thank my friend for yielding me
time. I thank him for his efforts. I gen-
erally agree with the propositions set
forth in the resolution, but I am not
sure I am going to vote for it because
I am deeply grieved by the continuing
failure to try to bring this House to-
gether on this issue and to bring this
country together on this issue and to
ensure that together we go forward to
achieve success.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. CHOCOLA).
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Mr. CHOCOLA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of voices
in the debate about our success in Iraq,
but I think the two most relevant
voices in this debate are the Iraqi peo-
ple themselves and the troops that
have served and are serving in Iraq.

The Iraqi people spoke loud and clear
yesterday when over 70 percent of them
turned out at the polls to put in place
the only constitutional democracy in
the Arab world.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to share
the voice and perspective of a young
soldier that just returned home to Indi-
ana. Staff Sergeant Ben Joy with the
Gary, Indiana, based 113th Engineering
Battalion returned just last Tuesday
after a year in Iraq just in time for the
holidays. Obviously, his family is over-
joyed to have him home.

Staff Sergeant Joy set up security
for elections earlier this year, and he
explains, ‘‘Election time is very busy.
It was probably working 16 or 18 hours
a day. The polls were peaceful then and
now,” he says, ‘“‘and the U.S. effort is
working.”” He went on to say that ‘“‘you
can tell that the people, they want to
be free. They didn’t really know how in
the beginning. They’re starting to
show it more and more now.”” He adds,
“The build-up that is going on there,
the Iraqis taking over, they clearly
want us there. And I mean, if we stay
the course, I think everything will
work out just fine.”

Mr. Speaker, I think we should heed
the actions of the Iraqi people and the
words of Staff Sergeant Joy and sup-
port this resolution.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 22
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. LYNCH).

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this so-called victory in Iraq resolu-
tion, and I do so for two central rea-
sons.

Firstly and procedurally, it is un-
usual for a resolution which purports
to set forth a congressional directive
for our military in wartime to be so
vague. Notable is the absence of any
definition section in this bill. On its
face, the resolution commits the Con-
gress and the American people to ‘‘vic-
tory in Iraq,” but no where does it de-
fine or attempt to explain what that
term means. No where does it set forth
the conditions under which an objec-
tive observer could determine what
number of Iraqi forces must be in place
or what functions they must undertake
before we begin the withdrawal of U.S.
troops which leads me to my second
reason for opposing the resolution.

0 1345

This resolution is essentially a stay-
the-course resolution that blindly sup-
ports an open-ended commitment to
continue to send and keep our sons and
daughters in uniform in Iraq and to
write a blank check to continue pump-
ing billions of dollars into that country
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without requiring anything of the new
Iraqi Government.

Moreover, this resolution does not
allow us to fulfill the constitutional
oversight responsibilities of this Con-
gress. It says we need to stay in until
the Iraqis stand up. That is rhetoric.
We owe the American people better
than this.

I am concerned that this resolution
may have been offered to position peo-
ple on either side of the aisle. I support
our troops, as we all do, both sides of
the aisle. We share that. We also share
the heavy responsibility to ensure that
our people do not stay in Iraq one
minute longer than is required, and
this bill does not allow an objective ob-
server or any Member of this Congress
to determine when that point is
reached, when that point occurs.

With the Iraqi elections yesterday,
an enormous success did occur. We
have entered that phase of this war
that we must ask how much more can
we do for the Iraqi people as an occu-
pying force. We must ask whether our
presence in Iraq is undermining the
stability we hope to provide. At some
point, we all have to stop the politics
on this issue.

I agree with the gentleman from
Ohio, it is not good for America. It is
not good for the best Americans, those
men and women who are in uniform in
Iraq and for their families who are car-
rying the heaviest burden for all of us.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 3 minutes to my
good friend from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON).

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for the time
and really wanted to stand in support
of the resolution and believe that the
resolution is a good one and that yes-
terday in this week’s election speaks
volumes for all the work that we have
accomplished.

I want to speak more importantly in
memory and honor of Sergeant Daniel
Clay, who was Killed when the marines
were attacked in Fallujah on December
1. His dad, Mr. Bud Clay, wrote the
President a letter and said that “I am
writing to tell you how proud and
thankful we, his parents and family,
are of you and what you are trying to
do to protect us all. This was Dan’s
second tour in Iraq and he knew and
said that his being there was to protect
us.

“I want to encourage you. I hear in
your speeches about ‘staying the
course.’ I also know that many” of you
are against this war and you must get
weary of fighting to try to do what is
right. “We and many others are pray-
ing for you to see this through, as Lin-
coln said ‘that these might not have
died in vain.””’

I also have the actual letter that
Daniel Clay wrote his family to be
opened in the event of his death, and I
think it would be in his honor to read
it. This is of course by a very young
man:

“Mom, Dad, Kristie, Jodie, Kimberly,
Robert, Katy, Richard, and my Lisa.
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“Boy do I love each and every one of
you. This letter being read means that
I have been deemed worthy of being
with Christ. With Mama Jo, Mama
Clay, Jennifer, all those we have been
without for our time during the race.
This is not a bad thing. It is what we
hope for. The secret is out. He lives and
His promises are real! It is not faith
that supports this but fact and I now
am part of the promise. Here is notice!
Wake up! All that we hope for is real.
Not a hope but real.

“But here is something tangible.
What we have done in Iraq is worth my
sacrifice. Why? Because it was our
duty. That sounds simple. But all of us
have a duty. Duty is defined as a God-
given task. Without duty life is worth-
less. It holds no type of fulfillment.
The simple fact that our bodies are
built for work has to lead us to the
conclusion that God, who made us, put
us together to do His work. His work is
different for each of us. Mom, yours
was to be the glue of our family, to be
a pillar for those women, all women
around you. Dad, yours was to train us
and build us, like a platoon sergeant,
to better serve Him. Kristie, Kim,
Katy, you are the fire team leaders
who support your squad leaders, Jodie,
Robert and Richard. Lisa, you too. You
are my XO and you did a hell of a job.
You all have your duties. Be thankful
that God in His wisdom gives us work.
Mine was to ensure that you did not
have to experience what it takes to
protect what we have as a family. This
I am so thankful for. I know what
honor is. It is not a word to be thrown
around. It has been our honor to pro-
tect and serve all of you. I faced death
with the secure knowledge that you
would not have to. This is as close to
Christ-like I can be. That emulation is
where all honor lies . . . I thank you
for making it worthwhile.

““As a marine this is not the last
chapter. I have the privilege of being
one who has finished the race. I have
been in the company of heroes. I now
am counted among them. Never falter!
Don’t hesitate to honor and support
those of us who have the honor of pro-
tecting that which is worth protecting.

‘““Now here are my final wishes. Do
not cry! To do so is to not realize what
we have placed all our hope and faith
in. We should not fear. We should not
be sad. Be thankful. Be so thankful. All
we hoped for is true. Celebrate! My
race is over. My time in the war zone is
over. My trials are done. A short time
separates all of us from His reality. So
laugh. Enjoy the moments and your
duty. God is wonderful.

“I love each and every one of you.

“Spread the word. Christ lives and He
is real.

“Semper Fidelis.

““Sergeant Daniel Clay.”

Daniel Clay is like so many others
who have fought to make yesterday
possible, and yesterday is certainly not
a conclusion but let us hope a begin-
ning of a new and significant chapter
in Iraq where the military sacrifices
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become smaller and the political en-
gagement becomes greater.

One thing I have learned and loved
about this House is the fact that we are
using politics as a substitute for civil
war. Let us hope that Iraq learns that
lesson and that 200 years from now
they will look back at yesterday as one
of their first most significant days in
democracy.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the distinguished Democratic leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commend the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), our ranking Dem-
ocrat on the International Relations
Committee, for his leadership to make
our country safer, our military strong-
er, and to bring stability to the region.
While we may not always agree on the
approach to take, Mr. LANTOS strove
very hard for a bipartisan resolution,
and I want to just read from the resolu-
tion that he would put forth in the
spirit of congratulating the people of
Iraq.

He said: ‘‘Resolved, That the House
of Representatives congratulates the
people of Iraqg on the three national
elections conducted in Iraq in 2005.”
Imagine, in January, in October, and
now in December, three times coura-
geously they went to the polls, and his
resolution spells that out.

His resolution would encourage ‘‘all
Americans to express support for the
people of Iraq in their efforts to
achieve a free, open, and democratic
society,” and again, throughout his
resolution he makes that point.

And he expresses ‘‘thanks and admi-
ration to the members of the United
States Armed Forces and the armed
forces of other nations in Iraq, includ-
ing the members of the security forces
of Iraq, whose heroism permitted the
Iraqi people to vote safely.”

That is the spirit of the resolution
that we should be voting on today, one
that brings us together, that is clear to
the Iraqi people that their courage is
an example to the world.

But, sadly, this Congress is not an ex-
ample of democracy to the world when
instead of using an occasion to unify,
once again, the Republican majority
brings to the floor a resolution reject-
ing the good offers of the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) to come
together in a bipartisan way and uses
what should be a cause for celebration
as instead a means to denounce those
who disagree, not very democratic, and
also to insist that if you want to con-
gratulate the people of Iraq, you must
support the status quo.

More of the same in Iraq is not mak-
ing the American people safer. More of
the same in Iraq is not making our
military stronger. More of the same in
Iraq is not bringing stability to the re-
gion.

So I think you will see Democrats
united in congratulating the people of
Iraq, commending our men and women
in the armed services, and supporting
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that in a democracy we will have dif-
ferent views and that we will respect
them. I have said it before and I will
say it again, Senator Taft, who would
become the Republican leader of the
Senate during World War II, he said
disagreement in time of war is essen-
tial to a governing democracy, and this
was during World War II. Why do the
Republicans think that we cannot have
disagreement in time of war?

So as we go into this holiday season,
I know that we can come together and
say to our men and women in harm’s
way that we honor them for their serv-
ice; we are grateful to them for their
patriotism, their courage and the sac-
rifice they are willing to make for our
country; and in this holiday season, we
strive for peace on Earth and goodwill
toward man, which would not be pos-
sible without our men and women in
the armed services.

That should be the spirit in which we
go forward, not in the divisive manner
the Republicans have put forward.
That is really quite sad, but I hope
that in the vote that we have today
that the Iraqi people will know that on
both sides of the aisle we all see them
as an example of democracy and hope
that they will not be discouraged by
this suppression of dissent in the
United States.

Mr. Speaker, this marks the second time in
a month that House Republicans have gone to
extreme lengths to avoid a fair and open de-
bate on the war in Irag. Last month, after
being stung by a resolution introduced by Mr.
MURTHA calling for the redeployment of U.S.
forces in Irag, Republicans brought to the floor
a measure that was an act of deception and
an attempt to mischaracterize the Murtha leg-
islation.

Today, under the guise of commending the
people of Iraq for yesterday’s election, the Re-
publicans present a resolution that spends
more time trying to justify the continued pres-
ence of U.S. troops in Iraq than congratulating
the Iraqis.

If the majority wants to debate the Presi-
dent’s Iraq policy then let us do that. A war
that is now more than 1,000 days old, has
cost the lives of more than 2,150 Americans,
and has not made the American people safer
or the Middle East more secure, certainly mer-
its debate in this House. But let us do so in
a way that does not insult the intelligence of
the American people or trivialize an issue of
the utmost importance.

We should debate the war in Iraq thor-
oughly, with full consideration of the points of
view of all Members. Sadly, the Republican
leadership did not permit that debate today.

Millions of Iragis voted in Irag’s three na-
tional elections this year, and all Americans
should salute that fact. They should salute as
well the courage of the 160,000 American
troops and the courage of the thousands of
soldiers from other nations and from Iraq itself,
who made the safe conduct of these elections
possible. It should appropriately be acknowl-
edged that the elections are hopeful steps to-
ward a more stable Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS brought a resolution to the
Rules Committee, which would have done
those things, but the majority refused to allow
it to be considered. It can only be that the ma-
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jority does not want to let commending the
Iragis get in the way of a tightly controlled trib-
ute to the President’s war policies. As we lec-
ture the Iraqgis about the need to accommo-
date differing points of view, let us hope that
they do not devote too much attention to the
example provided by this Republican House.

The Lantos resolution provides well-de-
served recognition to all of the Iragis who
have taken part in their country’s political de-
velopment this year. It recognizes the heroism
of the soldiers who strive each day to bring
security to Iraqg.

Commending them should be our focus
today, but Mr. LANTOS was not allowed to offer
his resolution. It would be unfortunate if the
message we sent to the Iraqi people and our
troops was that scoring political points is more
important in this House than acknowledging
their achievements this year.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 22 minutes to my
fellow Floridian (Mr. YOUNG), the
chairman of the Defense appropriations
subcommittee.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in support of the resolution, espe-
cially to congratulate those millions of
Iraqi citizens who in the face of adver-
sity were willing to stand up and exer-
cise their right to vote, to establish
their own government; and I think that
is something we should be very proud
of. But as representatives of the Amer-
ican people for whose safety we here in
this House are responsible, we had bet-
ter recognize that there is a global war
on terror being launched against us.

While a major battlefield, Iraq is just
one of the battlefields. Afghanistan is
one of the battlefields. Another battle-
field was in 1993 when the World Trade
Center was bombed with six lives being
lost. Another of the battlefields was
June 1996 when the Khobar Towers in
Saudi Arabia were bombed when 19 of
our airmen lost their lives. Another of
the battlefields was in August of 1998
when our embassies in Kenya and Tan-
zania were bombed, 259 lives lost, 11 of
those Americans. October of 2000, an-
other of the battlefields against terror
was the bombing of the USS Cole off
the shore of Yemen. Seventeen Amer-
ican sailors died, many others injured.

Then was September 11, at the Pen-
tagon, when 189 lives were lost when
the airplane flown by terrorists flew
into the Pentagon. Another was Sep-
tember 11 and the World Trade Center
was bombed. Airplanes crashed. Suicide
bombers flew the airplanes, nearly 3,000
people lost their lives.

Mr. Speaker, this is a global war on
terror; and if we do not win the battle
in Iraq, where else might we win it, or
where else might we have to fight it?
We had better be sure of what we are
doing before we make a decision that
will allow terrorists to regroup, to re-
cover, to rearm, to retrain and become
even a bigger enemy and a bigger
threat than they are today to the secu-
rity of the American people who we
represent here in this Chamber today.

O 1400

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
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tlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS).

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

I truly wish democracy for the people
of Iraq, and I commend the people of
Iraq on yesterday’s election. However,
to claim success is really premature.
Our soldiers are still at great risk. The
insurgents are just as dangerous today
as they were the day before the elec-
tion.

This resolution quotes the President
saying, ‘“When the Iraqis stand up, we
will stand down.” Under those terms,
our soldiers could be in Iraq indefi-
nitely.

This resolution is merely more rhet-
oric about how many Iraqi soldiers
have been trained. In February 2004,
Secretary Rumsfeld claimed there were
more than 210,000 Iraqis serving in the
security forces. Just 7 months later,
Secretary Rumsfeld said 95,000 trained
Iraqi troops were taking part in secu-
rity operations. According to the fig-
ures in the President’s November 29
speech, there appears to be between
84,000 and 96,000 Iraqis trained.

However, independent experts in a
November 30 Christian Science Monitor
article said that they believed the
President’s numbers were much too
high. Instead, they said 30,000 was a
more accurate figure.

Mr. Speaker, not only are the num-
ber of Iraqi soldiers uncertain, their
readiness is also in doubt. In Sep-
tember, General George Casey told
Congress that the number of Iraqi bat-
talions rated at the highest level of
readiness had dropped from three to
one, which means the Iraqis have about
800 soldiers which are at the highest
level of readiness.

If the President’s criteria for con-
cluding our involvement in Iraq is the
Iraqi army standing up, it appears we
are nowhere near achieving this goal.

Mr. Speaker, nearly everything this
administration has said about the war
has turned out to be false. There were
no weapons of mass destruction. Iraq
did not attempt to purchase uranium
yellow cake from Niger. There was no
relationship between Saddam Hussein
and Osama bin Ladin or other al Qaeda
leaders. We were not greeted as lib-
erators. Iraq’s oil revenues have not
paid for reconstruction costs. In fact, it
has cost U.S. taxpayers $251 billion so
far. The insurgency is not in its last
throes. And the war has not made us
safer. It has provided an opportunity
for al Qaeda and other terrorist organi-
zations to recruit new members, and it
has also diverted hundreds of billions
of dollars away from efforts to secure
our Nation.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOLEY). The Chair will remind Mem-
bers that they should not wear commu-
nicative badges while under recogni-
tion.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN).

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. LANTOS for yielding me this time
to express what I think just about
every speaker has said; that part of
this resolution I support, and every
Member of this body supports con-
gratulating the Iraqis on the election.
It was a critical step in developing
democratic institutions in that govern-
ment in its capacity to deal with its
own problems. And we certainly all ex-
press our appreciation to our soldiers
and their families for the sacrifices
that they have made.

However, this resolution endorses the
policy of this administration which got
us into the war in Iraq and has pro-
longed our presence because of its cur-
rent policy and unwillingness to
change policy, and that I cannot sup-
port.

So what should we be doing? I think
Mr. LANTOS is 100 percent right. We
should be having an open debate on
this issue. Our soldiers deserve that.
The American people deserve that. We
should be expressing that our objective
in Iraq is to make sure that the Iraqis
are capable of defending themselves.

In order to accomplish that, we
should be engaging international orga-
nizations that are better suited than
we in helping to develop democratic in-
stitutions in Iraq and in training Iraqi
soldiers and security forces so that 2006
can be a year for a substantial number
of our troops coming home.

It is our responsibility to ask our
President to submit such a plan to
Congress and to the American people
so that we can accomplish these objec-
tives. Unfortunately, this resolution
does not do that, and I regret another
missed opportunity.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, these
cut-and-run Republicans cut off discus-
sion of real security options and run up
billion dollar bills every month.

Thin paper resolutions like this have
not deflected bullets from our troops,
and another such gimmick will not de-
flect accountability from a failed pol-
icy.

We are leaving Iraq. It is only a mat-
ter of when, of how many brave young
Americans return home alive, how
much we deplete our national treasury
in the meantime, what chaos is left be-
hind, and how many more terrorists
are recruited while you dither and
delay.

This resolution is not leading. It is
misleading. And the pull-out most
needed is to pull your heads out of the
sand and listen to sound military ad-
vice, like the sound military advice of
decorated military heroes like JACK
MURTHA, like the sound military advice
that should have been heeded before
this mission ever got under way.
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Only yesterday, the President re-
nounced torture, but Republicans still
cannot renounce the notion of perma-
nent military bases occupying Iraq.
“Support our troops’ is more than a
slogan. ‘‘Support our troops’” means
giving them the armor and the number
they need to succeed in their job. It
means never exploiting their courage
and sacrifice for political gain or to ad-
vance failed policies. It is time that
our troops get the support they need
and that people stop hiding behind
their valor and give them a strategy
that works.

Abandonment and surrender, you
say? For three years, you have aban-
doned reality and surrendered to fan-
tasy. Stop repeating the same old mis-
takes. Step up to a new course that of-
fers more hope for our future and for
our security than the string of
missteps in which you are currently
mired.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very
pleased to yield 2 minutes to my distin-
guished colleague from Texas (Mr. ED-
WARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I in-
tend to vote for this resolution because
I want to salute the elections in Iraq
and our U.S. troops there. And I oppose
set time tables for a U.S. withdrawal
from Iraq. However, in good con-
science, I must say I am deeply of-
fended that, for the second time in 1
month, the House Republican leader-
ship has brought a resolution dealing
with the vital issue of war and peace to
the floor of this House on a partisan
basis without a single committee hear-
ing, without a single witness and less
than 24 hours after this resolution was
even introduced.

Eight seconds. Eight seconds. That is
how much the House leadership and
Rules Committee has given each Mem-
ber of Congress to speak on this vital
issue today. How dare the leadership
give itself the time to express their
views of conscience but deny other
Members of Congress the right to ex-
press their views of conscience on the
issue of when to bring our troops home
from harm’s way.

We have had time to rename dozens
of post offices. Are our troops not
worth more than 8 seconds per House
Member for debate? I think so. I hope
and pray the Iraqi parliament gives its
members a greater voice in their de-
mocracy than U.S. Members of Con-
gress are being given in ours today.

The Republican leadership could
have worked on a bipartisan basis to
write a resolution saluting the Iraqi
elections and our troops there. We
could have had a unanimous vote to
send to our troops during the Christ-
mas and holiday season. Instead, the
leadership cynically chose to push a
partisan resolution that they Kknew
would split the House, would split the
American people, and send a mixed
message, not a unified message, to our
troops in harm’s way.

And as someone who has represented
over 40,000 soldiers, Army soldiers who
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have fought in Iraq, I think it is
shameful that the House Republican
leadership would put its partisan ploys
above the interests of supporting and
sending a unified message of support to
our troops in Iraq.

Mr. LANTOS. I will use the balance
of my time, Mr. Speaker, to read the
resolution which was disallowed by the
Republican leadership, a resolution
congratulating the people of Iraq on
three national elections conducted in
Iraq in 2005.

Whereas the people of Iraq have con-
sistently and courageously dem-
onstrated their commitment to democ-
racy by participating in three elections
in 2005;

Whereas on January 30, 2005, the peo-
ple of Iraq participated in an election
for a transitional national assembly;

Whereas Iraqi society participated in
the approval of a new Iraqi constitu-
tion through a referendum held on Oc-
tober 15, 2005;

Whereas reports indicate that the
people of Iraq voted in unprecedented
and overwhelming numbers in the most
recent election, held on December 15,
2005, yesterday, for a new national par-
liament that will serve in accordance
with the Iraqi constitution for a 4-year
term and that represents the first fully
sovereign elected democratic assembly
in the history of Iraq;

Whereas this remarkable level of par-
ticipation by the people of Iraq in the
face of dire threats to their very lives
has won the admiration of the world;

Whereas the Iraqi elections could not
have been conducted without the cour-
age and dedication of the members of
the United States Armed Forces and
the armed forces of other nations in
Iraq, including the members of the se-
curity forces of Iraq;

Whereas the December 15, 2005, elec-
tion in Iraq inspires confidence that a
robust pluralistic democracy that will
bring stability to Iraqi society is
emerging:

Now, therefore, be it resolved, that
the House of Representatives congratu-
lates the people of Iraq on three na-
tional elections conducted in Iraq in
2005; encourages all Americans to ex-
press support for the people of Iraq in
their efforts to achieve a free, open,
and democratic society; and expresses
its thanks and admiration to the mem-
bers of the United States Armed Forces
and the armed forces of other nations
in Iraq, including the members of the
security forces of Iraq, whose heroism
permitted the Iraqi people to vote safe-
ly.

This is the resolution that would
have received unanimous approval by
this body. Instead, we had an ugly, di-
visive, and unnecessary debate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am now very pleased to yield the bal-
ance of my time to the distinguished
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) for
the purpose of closing the debate on
the resolution before us.
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Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for yielding me this time,
and I greatly appreciate her leadership
in bringing this resolution to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, blessed be the peace-
makers, for they will be called children
of God.

Peacemakers, Mr. Speaker, not sim-
ply peaceful. You need not be a soldier
or a sailor to know the difference. To
know that peace, like all virtues, de-
mands vigilance, courage and unrelent-
ing moral exertion. Every man and
woman today making peace in Iraq,
whether so signified by a flag on their
uniform or an ink stain on their finger,
understands those responsibilities.

The Iraqi people have hoped and
prayed for a generation simply for the
chance to take up peace’s burden for
themselves. Yesterday, they did,
thanks to the bravery and the bril-
liance of the United States military.
Because of their service and sacrifice, a
war is being won and a peace is being
made in Iraq, across the Middle East,
here at home and around the world.

Now, many in this room sought to
avoid this war rather than to fight it;
to ignore a gathering threat rather
than confront it; and now seek to end
this war rather than win it. They point
to the war’s cost, its difficulties and
our setbacks, and, despite the cata-
strophic consequences of failure, call
for an immediate retreat and sur-
render.
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Well, not us, Mr. Speaker. This reso-
lution reaffirms our commitment to
victory, our commitment to the free-
dom and security of the Iraqi people,
and our commitment to victory in Iraq
and the broader war on terror. Every
terrorist captured, every vote counted
is another step the Iraqi people take
towards freedom, victory, and peace.
And another step our troops take to-
ward home. Help win the war and help
make the peace by supporting this res-
olution.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, | am dis-
appointed that Republican leadership is again
attempting to score political points on the
backs of our troops. | congratulate the lIraqi
people for their brave actions during yester-
day’s election and hope for them that this is a
turning point in their country’s history. Had the
Republican leadership allowed our ranking
member on the House International Relations
Committee, Mr. LANTOS, to offer his resolution
to this effect, we could have offered a unani-
mous statement of support from Congress and
avoided this ugly and divisive debate.

The basic flaw in the resolution that we are
debating is that it assumes that victory in Iraq
is a military outcome to be achieved by U.S.
troops. Our men and women in uniform have
done everything which we've asked of them.
They have won every battle, but a successful
future for Iraq requires a strategy to secure
the peace that builds on what our troops have
achieved.

It makes no sense to remain in Iraq until
victory is achieved if our continued military
presence brings Iraq no closer to stability. In-
stead, we need a plan to change the course
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in Iraq and achieve the best possible outcome
for Iragis and Americans. | have laid out a
plan, as have Mr. MURTHA and others. Rather
than a divisive debate over a politicized reso-
lution, we should have an open and honest
debate over how to best proceed in Iraq. The
American people deserve no less.

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to offer my support for H. Res. 612,
which expresses the commitment of the
House to achieving victory in Iraq.

The situation in Irag has been the subject of
much debate recently, and on the occasion of
the successful Iraqi election yesterday, | think
this resolution is both timely and appropriate.

We all agree that the U.S. faces a difficult
task in the coming days and months ahead in
Irag. We must maintain enough of a presence
to allow the newly elected government to sur-
vive, but not so much as to undermine its le-
gitimacy. Thus, the plan is to turn over control
on an aggressive schedule, as soon as lIraqi
forces are able to handle the jobs themselves.

The objective is to create a democratic gov-
ernment that is able to manage its own affairs
and keep the civilian population safe. This en-
tails a gradual turnover of responsibility to
Iraqi troops and an incremental redeployment
of American forces. The schedule of with-
drawals must be based solely on the Iraqis’
ability to handle the job, not an arbitrary time-
table. Furthermore, the message from elected
leaders must be that troop withdrawals are
part of a plan, not due to the fact that we are
tired of being there.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, there have been
many successes in Iraq notwithstanding the
violent insurgency that seeks to thwart demo-
cratic change. There has been economic
progress in every sector of Irag, and, as we
have all witnessed there has been significant
political progress as well. Yesterday, approxi-
mately eleven million of the fifteen million eligi-
ble Iraqgi voters participated in their national
elections. This represents over 70 percent
voter turnout—even larger than the 10 million
who participated in the referendum on the new
constitution in October, and the eight million
who voted for their interim government last
January. We can view this as yet another
positive sign that the disparate ethnic and reli-
gious sects have opted to engage in the polit-
ical process rather than civil war.

In fact, 82 percent of Iragis polled believe
their lives will be better in a year, and there is
reason to share their optimism. However,
there is also the need to have realistic expec-
tations. Although they are making progress,
Iraqi troops are not yet self-sufficient.

Iraqi forces do control and police more than
one-third of Baghdad. In addition, Iraqi forces
also secure Fallujah, Mosul, and Tal Afar, and
most of the Syrian border.

American military commanders estimate that
approximately 100,000 members of the Iraq
military are able to work independently on
operational matters with logistical support from
U.S. troops. They expect this number to dou-
ble in the next year. Thus, it is quite possible
that a significant number of American forces
will be able to leave the country in the coming
year. However, it is also likely that we must
maintain a sizeable American presence in the
region for years to come.

Our efforts in Iraq must also be viewed from
a broader Middle Eastern perspective. Other
countries in the area have taken steps toward
openness and democracy. Lebanon recently
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elected a new Prime Minister and forced Syria
to end its long occupation. Afghanistan elected
a president; the Palestinians new leadership;
and Kuwaiti women won suffrage. The politics
of this region have been characterized by au-
tocracy and repression for millennia; thus,
even these steps can be viewed as revolu-
tionary. These countries’ experiences also pro-
vide a cautionary tale that change does not
come easily. Witness the continued assassina-
tions of political figures and members of the
press in Lebanon. Also witness the Egyptian
elections, which began with promise but have
devolved into disgrace. There are many
groups in that part of the world who have a
profound interest in the status quo and will do
anything to maintain it. In Iraq, these include
Saddam loyalists and Islamic radicals, all of
whom have different but universally unappeal-
ing visions for the region.

The progress in Iraq to date would have
been impossible without an American military
presence. If our troops were to pull out imme-
diately, violence would not decrease and the
economy would not blossom. Rather, the gov-
ernment would collapse and Iraqg would de-
volve into chaos. Instability would spread
throughout the region, threatening our allies in
the area, such as Jordan’s King Abdullah. Iraq
itself would become a haven for international
terrorism, as Afghanistan once was, and Iran,
whose government is hostile to our interests,
would gain an exponential increase in regional
influence. America’s credibility would suffer a
crippling blow, resulting in any number of un-
favorable geopolitical consequences.

The Soviet Union and communism in Eu-
rope ended largely due to the policy of
glasnost, or increased openness. Openness
and democracy could well be the demise of
the current predominant global threat, radical
Islam. Thus, we have a great deal at stake in
Iraq, and we must persevere until we are suc-
cessful. The alternative is unacceptable.

| am extremely proud of our brave men and
women in uniform and the sacrifices they and
their families have made during Operation
Iragi Freedom. | understand the sentiments of
those constituents who want American troops
to leave Irag because they want us to stop
taking casualties. Words cannot describe the
pain | feel when | see reports that more troops
have been wounded or killed. However, if our
troops leave Iraq prematurely, there will be no
chance for stability in the Middle East; no way
to check the advance of Iran or Syria; and a
far greater likelihood that more Americans will
suffer at the hands of emboldened terrorists.

In closing, let me express my sincere con-
gratulations to the Iragi people on the occa-
sion of their successful national elections. My
thoughts and prayers remain with our men
and women in uniform, as they continue to
work to bring freedom to the Iraqi people and
safety and security to all of us here at home.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, today | voted
present on H. Res. 612.

| vote present when a resolution appears
well-meaning but its language is flawed.

H. Res. 612 is referred to as the “Iraq Vic-
tory Resolution.” The term victory means
many things to different people. This resolu-
tion does not define “victory” and is therefore
unacceptably vague.

The resolution concludes that the House
has “unshakable confidence” that the United
States will “achieve victory.” Some would de-
fine victory as attaining all of the results prom-
ised by the administration at the time U.S.
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forces invaded. | am not absolutely certain
that we will achieve all of the results promised
by the administration in the winter of 2002—
2003.

Mr. Speaker, | join with my colleagues in
congratulating the Iraqgi people for electing a
new parliament that will govern Irag for the
next 4 years, and for doing so in the face of
great danger. | especially commend our troops
for their heroism in Iraq and for their tremen-
dous sacrifice for their service to our country.

Mr. Speaker, we had the opportunity to
send a strong bipartisan message to the peo-
ple of Irag and to our troops. | am afraid that
this resolution falls short.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, once again, the
House Republican leadership refuses to allow
an honest debate over the future of the U.S.
military presence in Irag. The American peo-
ple, and in particularly our men and women in
uniform serving honorably in difficult cir-
cumstances in Iraq, deserve more than
cheerleading and sloganeering by Congress
and the President. Unfortunately, empty ges-
tures are all this Congress provides with this
resolution.

Like all of my colleagues in Congress, | was
heartened when millions of Iraqis, even at risk
of life and limb, voted in late January to estab-
lish an interim government and constitutional
assembly and again in October in support of
a new Constitution. And, the early reporting on
yesterday’s election for a new four-year par-
liament in Iraq has been positive. There has
been progress in Iraq. | congratulate the Iraqis
on the election, and | commend our troops for
helping to provide security for the election.

Unfortunately, | cannot support the resolu-
tion on the floor today because it contains the
blatantly false assertion that negotiating a time
line for withdrawal of U.S. forces with the Iraqi
government is somehow inconsistent with
achieving victory in Iraq. To the contrary, | be-
lieve that negotiating a timeline for withdrawal
of U.S. forces is a prerequisite for stabilizing
Irag and bringing our troops home with honor
beginning early next year.

Announcing the termination of the open-
ended U.S. military commitment in Iraq and
providing a concrete plan, including a timeline
negotiated with the Iraqi government, for with-
drawal could well undermine support for insur-
gents. The majority of insurgent fighters are
Iragi Sunnis who have stoked the wide variety
of grievances of ordinary lIraqis arising from
the U.S. military presence to generate popular
support for their cause. Most importantly, es-
tablishing a withdrawal plan and timeline
would remove one of the chief causes of in-
stability in Irag, the U.S. military presence
itself, by separating nationalist Iragi insurgents
trying to end the U.S. military presence, both
Sunni and Shia, from foreign elements in Iraq
for their own reasons. As, the Commander of
U.S. forces in Iraq, General George Casey,
testified to Congress earlier this year that “the
perception of occupation in Irag is a major
driving force behind the insurgency.” A spe-
cific withdrawal plan, with benchmarks for
measuring success in stabilizing Irag, could
turn Iragis, both Sunni and Shia, against the
foreign terrorists operating in Irag. This could
be a key turning point in stabilizing the coun-
try.
A time line and withdrawal plan negotiated
with the Iragi government would also boost the
Iragi government’s legitimacy and claim to
self-rule, and force the lIragi government to
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take responsibility for itself and its citizens.
Negotiating a withdrawal timeline and strategy
with the Iragi government could, more than
possibly anything else, improve the standing
of the Iragi government in the eyes of its own
people, a significant achievement in a region
in which the standing of rulers and govern-
ments is generally low.

Similarly, establishing a firm timeline for
withdrawal could accelerate the development
of Iragi security forces and deepen their com-
mitment to defending their own country and
their own government. It would eliminate the
conflict they now feel by working with what
many of them see as an occupying force. It
would allow them to defend a sovereign Iraqi
government, rather than fight alongside U.S.
forces. As long as the U.S. military remains in
Iraq, Iragi politicians and security forces will
use it as a crutch and will likely fail to take the
necessary steps to settle their differences and
establish an effective, inclusive and inde-
pendent government.

Negotiating a timeline for withdrawal with
the newly elected Iragi government would
show that democracy ended the U.S. occupa-
tion of Iraq, not terrorist or insurgent violence,
and would allow our troops to come home with
honor.

Just as importantly, a specific plan and
timeline for withdrawal would provide much
needed relief to over-burdened military per-
sonnel and their families and provide some
certainty to U.S. taxpayers regarding the finan-
cial burden they’ll be forced to bear.

Finally, a plan for withdrawal could also help
the United States in our broader fight against
Islamic extremists with global ambitions, most
notably al-Qaeda, by taking away a recruiting
tool and training ground. Porter Goss, the Di-
rector of the Central Intelligence Agency, testi-
fied to Congress that, “Islamic extremists are
exploiting the Iragi conflict to recruit new anti-
U.S. jihadists. These jihadists who survive will
leave Irag experienced and focused on acts of
urban terrorism.” He went on to say, “The Iraq
conflict, while not a cause of extremism, has
become a cause for extremists.”

The House should be debating this impor-
tant issue and strategies for moving forward in
Iraq instead of politically motivated misleading
resolutions.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, recent
newspaper articles, television news reports,
debates on the floor of the U.S. House and
Senate, and even dinner time conversations
this holiday season have been dominated by
discussions about the war against terrorism in
Iraq.

Two and a half years removed from the be-
ginning of this war, the stakes for victory re-
main high. It is important for all Americans,
whether they support the war or not, to under-
stand the implications of why we went there;
what we are there to achieve; and what the
consequences would be if we agreed to an ar-
tificial timetable to withdraw our troops. Be-
cause we continue to face both great difficul-
ties and great opportunities in Iraq, it is even
more important that all Americans absolutely
recognize what the future of Iraqg means to our
security here at home and the future of the
Middle East!

My current reading of the Iraq debate is that
some war critics, who originally supported the
war, have lately been trying to revise or re-
write the history of how Iraq became the cen-
tral front in the war on terrorism. Some of this
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is genuine, principled opposition to war. Some
of it is personal animosity toward the Presi-
dent. Whatever the reason, we need to sepa-
rate the two. As some have said, “hate the
war, love the warfighter.”

To understand why we are there we do not
have to look much further than what some crit-
ics said before the war and what they are say-
ing now.

In 1998, House Democratic Leader NANCY
PELOSI said “Saddam Hussein has been en-
gaged in the development of weapons of
mass destruction technology.” Seven years
later, she says Saddam’s weapons were “not
an imminent threat to the United States or a
cause for war.”

In 2002, Senator HILLARY CLINTON said Sad-
dam “has also given aid, comfort, and sanc-
tuary to terrorists.” Now she claims there were
“false assurances, faulty evidence” for war,
but still hesitates to embrace calls for imme-
diate withdrawal.

Even former President Bill Clinton said in
1998 that Saddam’s “ability to produce and
deliver weapons of mass destruction poses a
grave threat.” Yet, now he says the war was
“a big mistake,” but, like his spouse, warns of
the danger of a premature withdrawal.

Unlike what Iragis endured under the tyr-
anny of Saddam Hussein, Americans are af-
forded the right to voice their concerns and
state their opinions just as these elected offi-
cials and other citizens have done. However,
it is important we understand the facts before
more judgments and accusations are made.

Saddam Hussein reigned through terror,
sponsored terror, and massacred innocent
Iragis with chemical weapons. He invaded his
Kuwaiti neighbors and violated more than a
dozen U.N. resolutions. His armed forces shot
at U.S. and British pilots for the ten years they
patrolled the U.N.-imposed “No Fly Zones” as
they protected the Iraqi people from his bru-
tality. And in the words of weapons inspector
Dr. David Kay: Saddam had the “intent” and
“capabilities” to develop weapons of mass de-
struction.

| have never regretted voting to give the
President the authority to go to war in Iraq and
remove Saddam from power. While | agree
with Senator JOHN MCCAIN that mistakes have
been made and some pre-war intelligence was
unintentionally flawed, we cannot overlook
positive developments in Irag. | am convinced,
however, that the progress we have made
could be lost if we prematurely withdraw our
troops before the Iraqi people are fully capable
of governing and securing their own country.

The War on Terrorism in Irag and Afghani-
stan is the defining challenge of our genera-
tion, whether some “war opponents” like it or
not. Osama Bin Laden’s deputy Ayman Al-
Zawabhiri has declared Iraq to be “the place for
the greatest battle,” where he hopes to “expel
the Americans” and then spread “the jihad
wave to the secular countries neighboring
Iraq.” Such statements reaffirm why with-
drawing our troops according to an artificial
political timetable would be detrimental to the
future of Iraq, our own national security, and
could actually embolden those who hate our
way of life.

Iraq continues to strengthen its security
forces, but not all of their military battalions
are ready to operate independent of coalition
troops. Our troops, and those of our coalition
allies, are still needed in Iraq and we need to
stand firm in the face of the terrorists. If we
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leave prematurely, jihadists and terrorists will
interpret our withdrawal as total victory and
use that opportunity to turn Iraq into a spring-
board for future attacks closer to our shores.
We know what these terrorists are capable of.
Here in New Jersey, we don’t need to be re-
minded of 9/11, nor have we forgotten terrorist
attacks in Bali, London, Madrid, Thailand,
Bangladesh, Jordan, Israel, and the discovery
of cells in Belgium and a host of countries
around the world.

We also have a responsibility to 28 million
Iraqgis who, after decades of abuse and torture
by Saddam, yearn to be free and deserve a
chance for prosperity and stability. We
pledged to guide the Iraqi people through the
difficult steps of constituting a new govern-
ment, strengthening the Iragi Army, and laying
the ground work for free elections. But it would
be incredibly dangerous if we allowed threats
from Bin Laden, Zawabhiri, or any of the insur-
gency to influence our foreign policy and
“break our promise” to the Iraqi people. Draw-
ing down our forces in Iraq should be based
strictly on the progress being made by the
Iragi government to fully secure their own
country and the judgment of our military gen-
erals on the ground over there.

For our troops to come home safely, our
strategy for victory depends significantly on
more Iragi Security Forces, ISF, being trained,
equipped, and ready to “lead the fight” for se-
curing their own country. American military
leaders in Irag estimate that 210,400 Iraqi
forces are currently fighting to defend Iraq.
More than 80 battalions are fighting alongside
coalition troops while nearly 40 others, includ-
ing four in Baghdad, are independently polic-
ing and controlling areas of Irag. Despite that
innocent Iraqis continue to be a target of sui-
cide bombers, more than 50,000 Iraqi police
have completed basic training courses and
ISF recruitment remains high. With all due re-
spect to media reports, most of the insurgency
only exists in four of 18 provinces in Iraqg, a
country the size of California.

Despite continued terrorists attacks, car
bombings, beheadings, and kidnappings, the
terrorists have not achieved their goals. In
fact, 2005 has been a watershed year for de-
mocracy in lIrag. In January, the world
watched as lIraqis defied terrorist threats by
going to the polls and casting their votes for
self-determination. Eight million Iraqgis went to
the voting booth and took a stand against ter-
ror by voting for an interim National Assembly.
In October, almost 10 million participated in an
Iraqgi referendum to approve a national con-
stitution that—for the first time ever—guaran-
tees them basic freedoms, rights and protec-
tions under law, regardless of their gender, re-
ligion, or ethnic origin. And on December 15
even more lraqis cast their votes for a perma-
nent, full-time government.

In addition to the political and security strat-
egy in Irag, we must also continue to focus on
the economic and reconstruction effort. While
at times slow, critical infrastructure in Iraq con-
tinues to be restored and rebuilt to meet the
increasing demand and need of the country’s
growing economy. The Army Corps of Engi-
neers and many of our soldiers and Marines,
working alongside Iragis, the USAID and other
international agencies, are helping Irag build
schools, modernize water and sewage
projects, and open new fire and police sta-
tions. Approximately 80,000 children are at-
tending Irag’s 3,400 schools. After years of
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neglect, more than 15,000 Iragi homes have
been connected to the Baghdad water system.
And more Iragi women are receiving better
health care thanks to the construction of a
new 260-bed maternity hospital in Mosul.

These are strong signs of progress in Irag—
none of which would have been possible with-
out the service, sacrifice, and strong morale of
U.S. and coalition forces. Unfortunately, such
stories are not always being told by the media.
Iragis want to be free, and thanks to the sup-
port of our service men and women, they are
taking steps each and every day to reach their
goal.

Mr. Speaker, victory will not be accom-
plished overnight. On the contrary, the Iragis
still need our help to meet their political and
security objectives. Our work in Irag remains
dangerous and difficult but we must meet the
challenges of this new kind of war. We must
honor the service and sacrifice of our soldiers
by doing whatever it takes to protect our na-
tion and prevail in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, | will always
support our troops, and | thank them and
honor them for their bravery and valor during
the difficult task of fighting the insurgents in
Irag. | also commend and admire the people
of Iraq for their determination and bravery in
the historic elections this week. The turnout
was impressive—it was a testament to the
spirit of the people and it will hopefully lead to
a strong democracy.

| hope and pray that we are successful in
Irag—that the violence ends, that the country
is stabilized and that our soldiers come home
safe, sound and soon. Unfortunately, more
than 150,000 of our best and bravest remain
in Iraq having been given no real plan to win
the peace and no defined terms of victory. In-
deed, they were sent to Iraq by an administra-
tion that was unaware of the circumstance in
Iraq and unprepared to win the peace.

| plan to vote “present” on this resolution
because it calls for “complete victory” without
actually defining victory. The administration
has set tangible dates for elections and for the
creation of a government, but why is it always
vague about the terms of “victory”? We have
trained 100,000 Iraqi troops, will “victory” be
achieved only after we train 100,000 more?
Can victory only be won after our troops re-
main in Iraq in full force for another ten years?
Longer than that?

Our military is the best in history, and it can
achieve victory in any situation, as long as it
is told what victory entails.

Elections are important milestones, but they
are not magic pills. In 1967, there was an his-
toric vote in South Vietnam, similar to the
elections Iraq is holding now. As we all know,
hostilities in Vietham would continue for 7
years after those elections, with 50,000 more
Americans losing their lives.

We continue to wait for the Iraqi forces to
be capable of securing Iraq themselves, but
the vagueness of our goals and the vague-
ness of “victory” in this war gives them little
incentive to take over from our military. We
badly need a timetable, but, “When they stand
up, we’ll stand down,” is hardly adequate.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, we can all agree
with the parts of this resolution that congratu-
late the Iraqis for holding a democratic elec-
tion and commend the sacrifices made by our
United States Armed Forces and their families.
Unfortunately, this resolution also endorses a
failed policy that got us into this war, and has

H11917

prolonged our presence in Irag. Therefore, |
cannot support H. Res. 612.

It is our responsibility to speak out individ-
ually and collectively. | will continue to com-
municate with the President and urge him to
change course in Irag. In order to achieve the
goal of the Iragis taking charge of their own
security needs without the presence of U.S.
troops, we must engage international organi-
zations to assume primary responsibility for
building democratic institutions including the
training of Iraqi security forces. We need a
strategy that will permit a substantial number
of our troops to return home in 2006. The
President should submit a plan to Congress
and the American people that carries out
these objectives.

As we pass yet another resolution that ex-
presses support for our troops and our desire
to achieve “victory” in Iraq, | must remind my
colleagues that our soldiers have paid the
heaviest price in Irag. Thousands are dead,
and tens of thousands are wounded. The
American taxpayer has already invested hun-
dreds of billions of dollars. Mr. Speaker, our
soldiers deserve better than the resolution we
are considering today with 1 hour of debate.
The American people deserve serious consid-
eration of how we can safely bring our soldiers
home.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
opposition to this resolution.

The Republicans do not want any timetables
to end the Iraq war because timetables would
force the Bush administration to actually cre-
ate a workable strategy to end the war. To
cover for their lack of strategy and com-
petence in Iraq, the Republicans are accusing
others of creating artificial solutions to the
quagmire they created. This is ironic since the
Republicans have done nothing but provide
artificial facts about the reasons to go to war,
the progress of the war and the goals of the
war.

Just about everything President Bush and
congressional Republicans have said about
Iraq has been proven false. Initially, President
Bush and congressional Republicans justified
the lrag War on artificial grounds. Here are
just a few examples: Iraq had weapons of
mass destruction; Iraq bought enriched ura-
nium from Niger; Saddam Hussein and Iraq
were involved in 9/11; the intelligence about
Iraq was accurate; and Congress had the
same intelligence as the President about Iraq.

Then, President Bush and congressional
Republicans provided artificial reasons on the
progress of the war. Here are just few exam-
ples: The cost of the Iraq war would be low;
the United States could use Iraq oil to pay for
most of Irag’s war costs; the United States
would be welcomed as liberators; the United
States has enough troops to keep the peace
in Iraq; and the Iraqi insurgency is in its last
throes.

President Bush and congressional Repub-
licans have consistently created equally artifi-
cial landmarks about what defines victory in
Irag. Here are the latest artificial landmarks:
Over 2 years ago, President Bush declared
“mission accomplished” in Iraq on the USS
Abraham Lincoln after the defeat of the Iraqi
army; the first Iraq election in January 2005;
the passing of the Iraq constitution in October
2005; and the second Iraq election held yes-
terday.

With the passing of these events and the in-
surgency still going strong, President Bush
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and congressional Republicans are now cre-
ating another artificial definition of victory to
justify the United States continued presence in
Iraq. This resolution now defines victory as the
United States staying in Iraq until Iraqgis can
provide their own security.

After 2 years of training Iragis, nobody can
definitively tell the American people when this
is going to happen. The GAO, think tanks and
the military itself agree that Iraqi troop readi-
ness is low, their loyalty and morale are ques-
tionable, there are sharp regional and ethnic
divisions among the troop ranks, and their re-
ported numbers overstate the real effective-
ness of the troops. Such analysis does not ex-
actly provide confidence that continuing U.S.
training efforts will be successful or that our
troops will be coming home anytime soon.

| ask my colleagues how many young Amer-
ican men and women have to die for a war
fought for artificial reasons and artificial goals?
Our soldiers should not have to be killed while
President George Bush fumbles around for a
face-saving strategy to end the debacle of the
Iraq war.

| urge my colleagues to vote against this
resolution. It is time for America to end this
mistake and bring our troops safely home.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
congratulate the Iraqi people on their participa-
tion in a successful election. The successful
vote was a major stride for many Iraqis. Guns,
bombs and violence were largely set aside for
the day as a large majority of Iragis went to
the polls and exercised their right to vote. It is
my sincere hope that with the new govern-
ment in order, the bloodshed in Iraq will be re-
placed by an open, democratic debate.

| cannot, however, support this flawed reso-
lution. The resolution focuses more on affirm-
ing the President’s strategy for a continued
military presence in Iraq than actually con-
gratulating the Iraqis. And, while | agree with
this resolution that a timeline for a U.S. Armed
Forces withdrawal is not the proper course of
action at this time, | strongly believe our mili-
tary effort needs to be exceeded by the diplo-
matic effort to come. Unfortunately though,
this resolution does not express that sense. It
is nothing more than another political tactic by
the Republican leadership meant to squash a
real debate on Iraq in favor of a one-sided
avowal of faith in an administration that has
proved unfaithful.

We have never had a real debate on lIraq
here in the House and this resolution does not
offer real deliberation either. | call on my
friends in the leadership to allow this House,
the greatest legislative body in the world, to
have a candid discussion, a full and fair de-
bate, for at least 2 days, on this critical matter.

It is becoming increasingly clear that the
United States is not doing enough to ensure
that diplomacy will win out over violence. Cer-
tainly that is our objective, | do not deny that,
but without a clear plan from the administra-
tion to achieve this aim | fear that our pres-
ence in lraq could be protracted for much
longer than it could or should be. This war will
not turn to peace by military means alone. Di-
plomacy, democracy, and dialogue are the
only true ways that Irag can be a success.
After four major speeches on Iraq from the
President, | still have not seen an honest ap-
praisal from this administration on the
progress that has been made, and more im-
portantly, what we are doing to ensure future
progress. This is the type of discussion that
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we should be having here in the House, not a
bogus debate on a hollow political resolution
veiled as a congratulatory message to the
Iragi people.

We need a change of course in Iraq. We
should hasten the shift of control to the Iragis
and move away from military conflict. Peace in
Irag can only be achieved by the Iraqis them-
selves. Therefore, there must be more empha-
sis on finding diplomatic solutions to Iraqi
problems; to bringing in more nations to work
with the Iragis to rebuild and restructure their
country; and there must be support for Iraqi
democracy in all its forms. The Iragi constitu-
tion clearly needs to be revisited and the ad-
ministration must put pressure on the ruling
parties, no matter who emerges victorious
from the election, to engage in an honest,
open deliberation on the amendment process
to ensure that all Iragis feel that they have a
legitimate stake in the future of their country.

We have lost more than 2,000 brave men
and women in Irag. In excess of 100,000 ac-
tive and reserve soldiers continue to serve in
Irag. We must honor the sacrifices and
achievements of our troops, the pain borne by
their families, and we must celebrate what
they have been able to accomplish in spite of
the incompetence and arrogance of this ad-
ministration. Yesterday’s elections give hope
to the success of a free Iraq. Let us build on
this momentum and show Iragis and the world
that the U.S. is truly committed to a stable and
free Iraq achieved through diplomacy, not
through military might.

Again, | congratulate the Iraqgi people on a
successful election yesterday. They showed
the world that freedom knows no bounds. And
| believe we must give our brave men and
women all the support they need to achieve
victory. However, | urge my colleagues to vote
against this cynical, and frankly, disgracefully
political, resolution, and ask that my col-
leagues seek a debate beyond platitudes in
this House and demand more honesty and ac-
tion from this administration.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, like millions of
other Americans, | am pleased that Irag held
a democratic election for permanent represen-
tation and commend the bravery of the Iraqi
people who risked their lives to vote for their
vision of an Iraq “by and for Iragis.” And | re-
main a stalwart supporter of our sailors, sol-
diers and marines who are serving in lIraqg.
What | do not support is the Republican lead-
ership’s political manipulation of the Iraq war
and their attempts to stymie debate about how
to get U.S. troops home as quickly and safely
as possible.

| could not vote for H. Res. 612 because it
does not call for immediately bringing U.S.
troops home. U.S. troop presence fuels the in-
surgency. If the administration acknowledged
this fact and started bring our troops home,
we would remove the dangerous veneer of
“occupiers” and put pressure on the Iragis to
step up to the plate and take over their own
security, particularly now that the Iraqis have
a representative government. The administra-
tion’s bogus statement of “they stand up we
stand down” is a hollow promise to our troops:
It's just a slogan that provides no concrete an-
swers on how we’re getting out of Iraq. | urge
my colleagues in Congress and the adminis-
tration to stop wasting our troops time with
slogans and politically driven resolutions like
H. Res. 612 and instead focus on what’s really
important: bringing our troops home.

December 16, 2005

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, today the
leadership of this House has failed both the
American people and the people of Iraq.

Today our country had a tremendous oppor-
tunity to stand united and join together in con-
gratulating the Iragi people on their elections
for the first full-term National Assembly. We
had a chance to send a shared message of
gratitude to our troops and the families who
have sacrificed so much. Instead, the Repub-
lican leadership chose the politics of division
over unity of purpose. In a reprehensible act
of blatant partisanship, they squandered a
special opportunity to send a strong message
and cynically exploited our troops for political

ain.

’ Today, Congressman LANTOS offered us an
opportunity to stand together by introducing a
resolution that congratulates the people of Iraq
on the recent election and expresses our
thanks to the men and women of our Armed
Forces who are serving there. That resolution
would have received a unanimous vote in this
House. But the Republican leadership did not
want a unanimous vote in support of our
troops and the people of Iraq. They denied us
the opportunity to cast a vote on the Lantos
resolution. The hypocrisy of their action should
not be lost on the American people. At a time
when we all want to celebrate the right of the
Iraqi people to vote in Iraq, the Republican
leadership denied this House the right to vote
on the unifying resolution offered by Mr. LAN-
T0OS. And the very people who tell us each day
that our Nation should speak with one voice
on lIrag crafted a resolution that was delib-
erately designed to splinter the Members of
this House.

The American people can respect genuine
differences of opinion on the best way to
move forward in Irag. We should have a
healthy debate about the best way to bring our
troops home. Questions of war and peace are
matters of conscience. When so many Amer-
ican and Iraqi lives hang in the balance, each
of us has a responsibility to exercise our best
judgment. What is so disappointing about the
actions of the Republican leadership today is
that it chose to turn an opportunity for biparti-
sanship into a political ploy. It demonstrated a
smallness of mind that placed politics over the
national interest.

| have never before voted “present” on a
resolution in the House. | hope | do not feel
compelled to do so again in the future. But
there are times we have an obligation to send
a message that we reject the politics of cyni-
cism. The Republican resolution is less about
achieving victory in lIrag than victory at the
polls in 2006. We must refuse to participate in
a political charade. There are few things in
politics as despicable as using our troops and
the democratic aspirations of the people of
Iraq as pawns in a political game. Today’s ac-
tion by the Republican leadership has brought
shame upon this House. It is time to put the
national interest above political posturing.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | am troubled and
disappointed that this particular resolution con-
cerning Iraq is before the House today. It is in-
tentionally divisive, and unnecessarily so.

Yesterday, the Iraqgi people engaged in the
most basic civic activity of a true democracy;
they voted. | congratulate the millions of Iraqi
citizens who bravely went to the polls to elect
their parliament. | am greatly encouraged by
this significant accomplishment, and | am
proud to strongly support the Iragi people as
they struggle to build their own democracy.
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| also strongly support our troops on the
ground in lIraqg. | recognize and honor their
service and tremendous sacrifice. | also honor
the sacrifices that have been made by their
family members over the past 4 years. They
have served bravely and skillfully, even when
they have not been given the equipment and
strategic support they require. As they come
home, their Government must live up to its
promise and provide the long term support
they will need.

Every member of the House would support
a resolution celebrating and honoring the Iraqi
people and successful elections that occurred
yesterday.

Every member of the House would also
support a resolution honoring the sacrifice and
commitment of our service members who are
serving in Iraq.

The ranking minority member of the Inter-
national Relations Committee introduced a
resolution that would have done those things.

Unfortunately, the majority has chosen to
play politics with our troops and to use the his-
toric Iraqi elections as an opportunity to try to
split us apart.

The resolution before us today fails on two
fronts. First it fails for what it is not: Not a
strategy for success, no change of course,
and nothing to communicate to the American
People or our troops that we recognize the
facts on the ground and have learned from our
past mistakes.

It also fails for what it is: an empty, self-con-
gratulatory statement that the current policy is
working, without regard for the facts. There is
enough good to recognize—the Iraqi elections,
the service of our soldiers—that we should not
be waving around our own statements of self-
appreciation and manufactured on imaginary
good news.

Let us discuss real, solid evidence and real,
substantive plans. How do we move towards
a more stable, functional Iraq?

It is worth discussing, for a moment, the
meaning of victory. | would have hoped that
the President and Majority would have learned
3 years ago that saying “Mission Accom-
plished” does not make it so. Giving wishful
speeches in front of signs that says “Victory”
does not make it so. And using the word “vic-
tory” in the titles of counterproductive resolu-
tions like this brings us no closer to a stable
and functional Iraq.

Now that the Iragi people have a framework
for a constitution and have elected a par-
liament, it is time for the United States to bring
our troops home. This will do more to erode
support for the insurgency than a continued
U.S. military occupation can ever hope to ac-
complish.

As my colleges know, Congressman JOHN
MURTHA, a respected defense expert and a
decorated Marine veteran, recently introduced
H.J. Res. 73, which would bring our troops
home from Iraq and bring an end to an occu-
pation that does not serve the interests of the
Iragis or America. This resolution recognizes
the ground truth in Iraq and will help to end
the insurgency, | am proud to support it, and
not this one.

Also, publicly stating that we will not seek to
build permanent bases in the country would
help to reassure the population of Iraq that we
mean what we say when we tell them we
have no designs of occupation. That is why |
have cosponsored the Iraq Sovereignty Pro-
motion Act, H.R. 3142, which calls for America
to make such a public pledge.
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Unfortunately, today we are not discussing
either of these bills, or any of the many other
pieces of legislation that have been introduced
by my colleagues on what to do in Iraqg. In-
stead, we have wasted an opportunity to have
a substantive debate in favor of yet another di-
visive hollow resolution.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the majority
brings to the House floor today a resolution
wrapped in a process that is offensive to the
very essence of democracy. This resolution
provides a dictated take-it-or-leave-it vote with-
out the opportunity for our side to offer
amendments expressing differing views of the
elections in Iraq and the U.S. presence there.
The substance of this resolution has all the
appearance and wording of a campaign slo-
gan.

While applauding the beginnings of democ-
racy in Iraqg, the majority has stifled democracy
at home by denying Democrats the oppor-
tunity to offer our own resolution for consider-
ation and an up-or-down vote on it.

Certainly, Democrats and Republicans con-
gratulate the Iraqi people who drafted and by
vote ratified their own constitution, and who
voted this week in defiance of radical ele-
ments who sought to deter the Iraqgi people
from voting.

It is appropriate for the House to congratu-
late the Iragi people on this step toward demo-
cratic governance, and we share the view that
this election and the continued training of
Irag’s security forces will make it possible for
the United States to redeploy our troops and
leave Iraqgis in charge of their own destiny.

That is as far as this House should go in ex-
pressing support for the Iraqi democratic proc-
ess. However, this resolution goes further. It
raises the strawman of “achieving victory in
Iragq” and it is critical of “setting an artificial
timetable for the withdrawal of U.S. Armed
Forces from Irag, or immediately terminating
their deployment in Iraq,” policies that House
Democrats have not proposed. Nor does this
resolution define what is meant by “victory in
Iraq.”

| want to express my support for the Iraqi
people and this further step toward democ-
racy, but | will oppose this resolution because
| find it offensive that the majority has ad-
vanced a resolution that pretends to celebrate
democracy by adding divisive and partisan
language that is clearly designed for use in a
domestic political campaign.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, millions
of Iragis went out and voted for a new, na-
tional parliament, and | applaud them for doing
so. | also commend the men and women of
the U.S. Armed Forces, who helped the Iraqi
people vote in safety. Our troops are doing a
difficult job in Iraq.

| do not favor immediate withdrawal. Oppo-
sition to immediate withdrawal is not a sub-
stitute for a clear and detailed American strat-
egy in Iraq, nor is blindly staying the course.
What is needed is coming to terms with what
the course should be—a plan regarding com-
pletion of our presence in Iraq.

Last month, the Senate adopted an amend-
ment to the Defense bill that requires the
President to submit such a plan to Congress,
an amendment | strongly support. Indeed, |
favor the more rigorous version of the amend-
ment that was offered in the other body. In ad-
dition to requiring the Administration to provide
Congress with a detailed strategy in Iraq with
measurable benchmarks, the Administration
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would also provide Congress with estimated
dates for the phased redeployment of U.S.
forces from Iraq as each condition is met.

Unfortunately, the resolution before the
House is transparently political. The House
should reject it.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, |
strongly object to the procedures under which
this resolution is being debated. | voted
against those procedures because the House
should have been able to have a full and free
debate and to consider possible changes in
the resolution.

For example, Representative LANTOS pro-
posed that we congratulate the Iraqi people on
three national elections conducted in Iraq this
year, encourage all Americans to express sup-
port for the people of Iraq, and express thanks
to the members of the U.S. armed forces
whose heroism permitted the Iraqi people to
vote safely in yesterday’s elections. That
would have been something all Members of
the House could support, if the Republican
leadership had permitted that to be consid-
ered.

Still, 1 will vote for the resolution that is now
before us, for several reasons.

First, the resolution calls yesterday’s par-
liamentary elections a “crucial victory for the
Iragi people and Irag’s new democracy.” |
couldn’t agree more.

Reports are still coming in and we won’t
know the results for some time, but it's clear
that the day was a success in terms of high
turnout and low levels of violence. To the ex-
tent that increased Sunni participation means
a greater political role for Sunnis in the new
parliament, we could see weakened support
for the insurgency. And the Iragi people
should be commended for their courage in
coming out to vote—not once, but three times
this year.

The resolution then goes on to call for a
commitment to victory in lraqg, although it
doesn’t define “victory.” | strongly suspect this
language was added, not so much to send a
positive message to our soldiers or the Iraqi
people so much as it was designed to bolster
President Bush’s recent speeches in Iraq
where the word “victory” looms large.

Unlike American success in World War I,
“victory” in Iraq cannot be measured by mili-
tary success alone. This was achieved when
our troops toppled Saddam Hussein’s regime
in 2003. What we can hope for in Iraq is that
a responsible withdrawal of American forces
can be linked to measurable benchmarks of
political stability. This means that Iraqi security
forces must be capable of providing for the
safety of Iragis. It means that Irag’s cities and
infrastructure are rebuilt and its citizens have
access to electricity and clean water. A suc-
cessful withdrawal strategy means that Amer-
ica will no longer bear the brunt of the bur-
den—that the U.N., other international organi-
zations, our allies, and countries in the region
will step up to assist with the nation-building
mission in Irag.

A successful outcome in Iraq is essential
because failure in this part of the world could
lead to wider war, greater terrorism and a dis-
aster for our national security. To be frank, it
is not so much “victory” that ought to concern
us so much as a need to avoid “failure.”

Unfortunately, whether we can avoid a fail-
ure in Iraq is a question that is not completely
in our hands because only the lIragis them-
selves can find the will necessary to live
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alongside each other and to make the com-
promises necessary to build a functioning gov-
ernment based on an inclusive constitution.

For the record, | opposed the Iraq war reso-
lution, but | have resisted supporting an artifi-
cial deadline for withdrawing troops. | believe
we need a plan that is designed to bring our
troops home and make clear to the Islamic
world that we harbor no ambitions for perma-
nent bases, Iraqgi oil revenues or any military
occupation. But how we withdraw is as impor-
tant as when we withdraw. This means giving
the Iragis time to form a permanent govern-
ment and establish the means for international
support. We must exercise deep care in the
way our country withdraws because leaving a
failed state in Iraq will deeply endanger our
country.

We were led into war as a divided nation
and today we are even more divided. That's
why | led a letter last month to Defense Au-
thorization conferees with my colleagues Rep.
Tom OsBORNE (R-NE), Rep. ELLEN TAUSCHER
(D—CA), and Rep. JOE SCHWARZ (R-MI) urg-
ing conferees to include language passed
overwhelmingly in the Senate urging President
Bush to outline his strategy for withdrawal
from Irag and to provide Members of Con-
gress with quarterly reports on the progress of
American operations in Irag. We wrote this let-
ter because we believe that a successful with-
drawal from Iraq can only be helped if Con-
gress and the Bush Administration work to
bring unity at home.

It is in our national interest to show the
greatest amount of unity possible to the Amer-
ican people, to the international community,
and to the Iraqgi people, who so bravely made
their way to polling stations all over Iraq yes-
terday.

Sending a message of encouragement to
the Iragi people to build stable institutions
based on democratic principles is important at
this critical time. it is for this fundamental rea-
son that | vote today in support of this resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FoOLEY). Pursuant to House Resolution
619, the resolution is considered read
and the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on House Resolution 612
will be followed by 5-minute votes on
motions to suspend the rules with re-
spect to H. Res. 409; H. Res. 575; and H.
Res. 534.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 279, nays
109, answered ‘‘present’ 34, not voting
11, as follows:

[Roll No. 648]

YEAS—279
Aderholt Beauprez Blunt
Akin Berkley Boehlert
Alexander Berman Boehner
Bachus Berry Bonilla
Baker Biggert Bonner
Barrow Bilirakis Bono
Bartlett (MD) Bishop (GA) Boozman
Bass Bishop (UT) Boren
Bean Blackburn Boswell

Boucher
Boustany
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crenshaw
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Dayvis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dicks
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Etheridge
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Gene
Gutknecht

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen

Baca
Baldwin
Becerra
Blumenauer
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano

Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Israel
Issa
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
Langevin
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Melancon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Oxley

NAYS—109

Cardin
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (IL)
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dingell

Pearce
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Poe

Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi

Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross

Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Salazar
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Tanner
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Udall (CO)
Upton
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Doggett
Doyle
Evans

Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Green, Al
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hastings (FL)
Hinchey
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Holt Miller (NC) Schakowsky
Honda Miller, George Schwartz (PA)
Inslee Mollohan Scott (VA)
Jackson (IL) Moore (WI) Serrano
Jackson-Lee Moran (VA) Solis
(TX) Murtha Stark
Jones (OH) Nadler Strickland
Kanjorski Neal (MA) Stupak
K}ldee ) Oberstar Thompson (MS)
Kilpatrick (MI) Obey Tierney
Kucinich Olver T
Larson (CT) Pallone owns
Lee Pascrell Uda} 1 (NM)
. Velazquez
Levin Pastor .
Lewis (GA) Pelosi Visclosky
Lynch Price (NC) Wasserman
Markey Rahall Schultz
McCollum (MN) Rangel Waters
McDermott Rothman Watson
McGovern Roybal-Allard Watt
McKinney Rush Waxman
Meehan Ryan (OH) Weiner
Meeks (NY) Sabo Wexler
Menendez Sanchez, Linda Woolsey
Millender- T. Wu
McDonald Sanders Wynn
ANSWERED “PRESENT—34
Andrews Hoyer Michaud
Baird Johnson, E. B. Owens
Bishop (NY) Kaptur Paul
Boyd Lantos Sanchez, Loretta
Butterfield Larsen (WA) Schiff
Carsoq Leach Sherman
DeFazio Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Emanuel Lowey Tauscher
Engel Malon.ey Thompson (CA)
Eshoo Matsui Van Hollen
Harman McNulty
Hooley Meek (FL)
NOT VOTING—11
Barrett (SC) Hyde Napolitano
Barton (TX) Istook Payne
Davis, Jo Ann LaHood Sweeney
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOLEY) (during the vote). There are 2
minutes remaining in this vote.

O 1442

Mr. CLYBURN changed his vote from
“yea’ to “nay’’.

Mr. BOEHLERT and Mr. FORD
changed their votes from ‘‘nay’” to

ééyea.7’
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of

Texas and Mr. MEEK of Florida
changed their votes from ‘‘nay’” to
‘“‘present.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 4440. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax benefits
for the Gulf Opportunity Zone and certain
areas affected by Hurricanes Rita and
Wilma, and for other purposes.

———

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE PRESI-
DENT
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (during consid-

eration of H. Res. 612), from the Com-

mittee on International Relations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
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109-351) on the resolution (H. Res. 549)
requesting the President of the United
States provide to the House of Rep-
resentatives all documents in his pos-
session relating to his October 7, 2002,
speech in Cincinnati, Ohio, and his
January 28, 2003, State of the Union ad-
dress, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

CONDEMNING THE GOVERNMENT
OF ZIMBABWE'S ‘“OPERATION
MURAMBATSVINA”’

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 409, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 409, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 421, nays 1,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 649]

YEAS—421

Abercrombie Cantor Emanuel
Ackerman Capito Emerson
Aderholt Capps Engel
Akin Capuano English (PA)
Alexander Cardin Eshoo
Allen Cardoza Etheridge
Andrews Carnahan Evans
Baca Carson Everett
Bachus Carter Farr
Baird Case Fattah
Baker Castle Feeney
Baldwin Chabot Ferguson
Barrow Chandler Filner
Bartlett (MD) Chocola Fitzpatrick (PA)
Bass Clay Flake
Bean Cleaver Foley
Beauprez Clyburn Forbes
Becerra Coble Ford
Berkley Cole (OK) Fortenberry
Berman Conaway Fossella
Berry Conyers Foxx
Biggert Cooper Frank (MA)
Bilirakis Costa Franks (AZ)
Bishop (GA) Costello Frelinghuysen
Bishop (NY) Cramer Gallegly
Bishop (UT) Crenshaw Garrett (NJ)
Blackburn Crowley Gerlach
Blumenauer Cubin Gibbons
Blunt Cuellar Gilchrest
Boehlert Culberson Gillmor
Boehner Cummings Gingrey
Bonilla Davis (AL) Gohmert
Bonner Davis (CA) Gonzalez
Bono Davis (FL) Goode
Boozman Davis (IL) Goodlatte
Boren Davis (KY) Gordon
Boswell Davis (TN) Granger
Boucher Davis, Tom Graves
Boustany Deal (GA) Green (WI)
Boyd DeFazio Green, Al
Bradley (NH) DeGette Green, Gene
Brady (PA) Delahunt Grijalva
Brady (TX) DeLauro Gutierrez
Brown (OH) DeLay Gutknecht
Brown (SC) Dent Hall
Brown, Corrine Diaz-Balart, L. Harman
Brown-Waite, Dicks Harris

Ginny Dingell Hart
Burgess Doggett Hastings (FL)
Burton (IN) Doolittle Hastings (WA)
Butterfield Doyle Hayes
Buyer Drake Hayworth
Calvert Dreier Hefley
Camp (MI) Duncan Hensarling
Campbell (CA) Edwards Herger
Cannon Ehlers Herseth

Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney

Barrett (SC)
Barton (TX)
Davis, Jo Ann
Diaz-Balart, M.

McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar

NAYS—1
Paul

Hyde
Istook
LaHood
McCarthy
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Séanchez, Linda
T.

Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—I11

Napolitano
Payne
Sweeney

H11921

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOLEY) (during the vote). Members are
advised there are 2 minutes remaining
in this vote.

O 1450

So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
were suspended and the resolution, as
amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PROVIDING THAT HAMAS AND
OTHER TERRORIST ORGANIZA-
TIONS SHOULD NOT PARTICI-
PATE IN ELECTIONS HELD BY
PALESTINIAN AUTHORITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 575, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 575, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 17,
answered ‘‘present’ 7, not voting 12, as
follows:

[Roll No. 650]

YEAS—397
Ackerman Brown-Waite, Davis (KY)
Aderholt Ginny Davis (TN)
Akin Burgess Dayvis, Tom
Alexander Burton (IN) Deal (GA)
Allen Butterfield DeFazio
Andrews Buyer DeGette
Baca Calvert Delahunt
Bachus Camp (MI) DeLauro
Baird Campbell (CA) DeLay
Baker Cannon Dent
Baldwin Cantor Diaz-Balart, L.
Barrow Capito Dicks
Bartlett (MD) g:gé’isn ggilg:tt
EZZ?I Cardoza Drake
Beauprez Carnahan Dreier
Berkley Carson Duncan
Carter Edwards

Berman
Berry Case Ehlers

X N Castle Emanuel
B;ggm t, Chabot Emerson
B;hrakls Chandler Engel
Bishop (G4) Chocola English (PA)
Bishop (NY) Clay Eshoo
Bishop (UT) Cleaver Etheridge
Blackburn Clyburn Evans
Blunt Coble Everett
Boehlert Cole (OK) Farr
Boel}ner Conaway Fattah
Bonilla Conyers Feeney
Bonner Cooper Ferguson
Bono Costa Filner
Boozman Costello Fitzpatrick (PA)
Boren Cramer Flake
Boswell Crenshaw Foley
Boucher Crowley Forbes
Boustany Cubin Ford
Boyd Cuellar Fortenberry
Bradley (NH) Culberson Fossella
Brady (PA) Cummings Foxx
Brady (TX) Davis (AL) Frank (MA)
Brown (OH) Davis (CA) Franks (AZ)
Brown (SC) Davis (FL) Frelinghuysen
Brown, Corrine Dayvis (IL) Gallegly
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Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kuhl (NY)
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch

Abercrombie
Blumenauer
Dingell
Johnson, E. B.
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kucinich

Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman

NAYS—17

Lee
McDermott
McKinney
Moran (VA)
Obey

Paul
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Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Rahall
Stark
Waters
Watson
Watt

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—T7

Becerra Gutknecht Moore (WI)
Capuano Kolbe
Gutierrez Leach

NOT VOTING—12
Barrett (SC) Doolittle McCarthy
Barton (TX) Hyde Napolitano
Dayvis, Jo Ann Istook Payne
Diaz-Balart, M. LaHood Sweeney

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised that 2
minutes remain in this vote.

[ 1458

Mr. ROHRABACHER changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay”’ to ‘“‘yea.”’

So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
were suspended and the resolution, as
amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the resolution was
amended so as to read: ‘‘Asserting that
Hamas and other terrorist organiza-
tions should not participate in elec-
tions held by the Palestinian Author-
ity, and for other purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

RECOGNIZING THE IMPORTANCE
AND CREDIBILITY OF AN INDE-
PENDENT IRAQI JUDICIARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 534.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 534, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 408, nays 1,
not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 651]

YEAS—408
Abercrombie Boehlert Capps
Ackerman Boehner Capuano
Aderholt Bonilla Cardin
AKkin Bonner Cardoza
Alexander Bono Carnahan
Allen Boozman Carson
Andrews Boren Carter
Baca Boswell Case
Baird Boucher Castle
Baker Boustany Chabot
Baldwin Boyd Chandler
Barrow Bradley (NH) Clay
Bartlett (MD) Brady (PA) Cleaver
Bass Brown (OH) Clyburn
Bean Brown (SC) Coble
Beauprez Brown, Corrine Conaway
Becerra Brown-Waite, Conyers
Berkley Ginny Cooper
Berman Burgess Costa
Berry Burton (IN) Costello
Biggert Butterfield Cramer
Bilirakis Buyer Crenshaw
Bishop (GA) Calvert Crowley
Bishop (NY) Camp (MI) Cubin
Bishop (UT) Campbell (CA) Cuellar
Blackburn Cannon Culberson
Blumenauer Cantor Cummings
Blunt Capito Davis (AL)

Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
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Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne

Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
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Towns Wasserman Wexler
Turner Schultz Whitfield
Udall (CO) Waters Wicker
Udall (NM) Watson Wilson (NM)
Upton Watt Wilson (SC)
Van Hollen Waxman Wolf
Velazquez Weiner Woolsey
Visclosky Weldon (FL) Wu
Walden (OR) Weldon (PA) Wynn
Walsh Weller Young (AK)
Wamp Westmoreland Young (FL)
NAYS—1
Paul
NOT VOTING—24
Bachus Diaz-Balart, M. Mica
Barrett (SC) Hyde Miller (FL)
Barton (TX) Istook Miller, George
Brady (TX) Johnson, Sam Napolitano
Chocola LaHood Payne
Cole (OK) Lantos Radanovich
Davis, Jo Ann McCarthy Rangel
Delahunt McDermott Sweeney
O 1506

So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
were suspended and the resolution was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the resolution was
amended so as to read: ‘‘Resolution
recognizing the importance of an inde-
pendent Iraqi judiciary in the forma-
tion of a new and democratic Iraq.”’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

MEDICAL REPORT ON THE HONOR-
ABLE JOE BARTON, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

(Mr. UPTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I just
would like to give a brief medical re-
port on our friend and colleague, JOE
BARTON, who left last night rather sud-
denly to GW Hospital. He had three
stents put in this morning.

I talked with him at length a little
bit earlier this morning. He is doing
quite well. He has a good sense of
humor. Some of you might remember
that our committee had a BCS hearing
earlier this week on a playoff schedule,
and I told him it had been resolved:
Michigan would not be playing Ne-
braska, Michigan would be playing
Southern California for the National
Championship on January 4.

But he is in good humor, and he is
doing well. His wife made it early this
morning. He is expected to make a full
recovery. In fact, he may be here later
in the weekend to cast a vote or two if
it is required.

He very much appreciates all the
Members on both sides of the aisle in-
quiring about his health and wanted us
to assure everyone that in fact he is
the same JOE BARTON that he was be-
fore; he is expected to make a full re-
covery, and we may see him again later
on this weekend.

———

GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE ACT OF
2005

Mr. McCRERY. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to take from
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the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 4440)
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to provide tax benefits for the Gulf
Opportunity Zone and certain areas af-
fected by Hurricanes Rita and Wilma,
and for other purposes, with a Senate
amendment thereto, and concur in the
Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Senate amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; ETC.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Gulf Opportunity Zone Act of 2005.

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as oth-
erwise expressly provided, whenever in this Act
an amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of
an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or
other provision, the reference shall be consid-
ered to be made to a section or other provision
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; etc.

TITLE I—ESTABLISHMENT OF
OPPORTUNITY ZONE

Sec. 101. Tax benefits for Gulf Opportunity
Zone.

Sec. 102. Expansion of Hope Scholarship and
Lifetime Learning Credit for stu-
dents in the Gulf Opportunity
Zone.

Sec. 103. Housing relief for individuals affected
by Hurricane Katrina.

Sec. 104. Extension of special rules for mortgage
revenue bonds.

Sec. 105. Special extension of bonus deprecia-

tion placed in service date for tax-
payers affected by Hurricanes
Katrina, Rita, and Wilma.
TITLE II—TAX BENEFITS RELATED TO
HURRICANES RITA AND WILMA

Sec. 201. Extension of certain emergency tax re-
lief for Hurricane Katrina to Hur-
ricanes Rita and Wilma.

TITLE III—OTHER PROVISIONS

301. Gulf Coast Recovery Bonds.

302. Election to include combat pay as
earned income for purposes of
earned income credit.

Modification of effective date of excep-
tion from suspension rules for cer-
tain listed and reportable trans-
actions.

Authority for undercover operations.

Disclosures of certain tax return infor-
mation.

TITLE IV—TECHNICALS
Subtitle A—Tax Technicals

Short title.

Amendments related to Energy Policy
Act of 2005.

Amendments related to the American
Jobs Creation Act of 2004.

Amendments related to the Working
Families Tax Relief Act of 2004.

Amendments related to the Jobs and
Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation
Act of 2003.

Amendment related to the Victims of
Terrorism Tax Relief Act of 2001.

Amendments related to the Economic
Growth and Tax Relief Reconcili-
ation Act of 2001.

Amendments related to the Internal
Revenue Service Restructuring
and Reform Act of 1998.

Amendments related to the Taxpayer
Relief Act of 1997.

Amendment related to the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 303.

304.
305.

Sec.
Sec.

401.
402.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 403.

Sec. 404.

Sec. 405.

Sec. 406.

Sec. 407.

Sec. 408.

Sec. 409.

Sec. 410.
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Amendment related to the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1987.
Clerical corrections.
Other corrections related to the Amer-
ican Jobs Creation Act of 2004.
Subtitle B—Trade Technicals
Technical corrections to regional value
content methods for rules of ori-
gin under Public Law 109-53.
TITLE V—EMERGENCY REQUIREMENT
Sec. 501. Emergency requirement.
TITLE I—ESTABLISHMENT OF GULF
OPPORTUNITY ZONE
SEC. 101. TAX BENEFITS FOR GULF OPPORTUNITY
ZONE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter Y of chapter 1 is
amended by adding at the end the following
new part:

“PART II—TAX BENEFITS FOR GO ZONES

“‘Sec. 1400M. Definitions.
“Sec. 1400N. Tax benefits for Gulf Oppor-
tunity Zone.
“SEC. 1400M. DEFINITIONS.
“For purposes of this part—
‘““(1) GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE.—The terms
‘Gulf Opportunity Zone’ and ‘GO Zone’ mean
that portion of the Hurricane Katrina disaster

Sec. 411.

Sec. 412.
Sec. 413.

Sec. 421.

GULF qrea determined by the President to warrant in-

dividual or individual and public assistance
from the Federal Government under the Robert
T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act by reason of Hurricane Katrina.

‘“(2) HURRICANE KATRINA DISASTER AREA.—
The term ‘Hurricane Katrina disaster area’
means an area with respect to which a major
disaster has been declared by the President be-
fore September 14, 2005, under section 401 of
such Act by reason of Hurricane Katrina.

“(3) RITA GO ZONE.—The term ‘Rita GO Zone’
means that portion of the Hurricane Rita dis-
aster area determined by the President to war-
rant individual or individual and public assist-
ance from the Federal Government under such
Act by reason of Hurricane Rita.

‘“(4) HURRICANE RITA DISASTER AREA.—The
term ‘Hurricane Rita disaster area’ means an
area with respect to which a major disaster has
been declared by the President before October 6,
2005, under section 401 of such Act by reason of
Hurricane Rita.

“(5) WILMA GO ZONE.—The term ‘Wilma GO
Zone’ means that portion of the Hurricane
Wilma disaster area determined by the President
to warrant individual or individual and public
assistance from the Federal Government under
such Act by reason of Hurricane Wilma.

“(6) HURRICANE WILMA DISASTER AREA.—The
term ‘Hurricane Wilma disaster area’ means an
area with respect to which a major disaster has
been declared by the President before November
14, 2005, under section 401 of such Act by reason
of Hurricane Wilma.

“SEC. 1400N. TAX BENEFITS FOR GULF OPPOR-
TUNITY ZONE.

“(a) TAX-EXEMPT BOND FINANCING.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this title—

‘“(4) any qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone
Bond described in paragraph (2)(A)(i) shall be
treated as an exempt facility bond, and

‘“‘B) any qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone
Bond described in paragraph (2)(A)(ii) shall be
treated as a qualified mortgage bond.

‘“(2) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE
BOND.—For purposes of this subsection, the term
‘qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone Bond’ means
any bond issued as part of an issue if—

“(A)(i) 95 percent or more of the net proceeds
(as defined in section 150(a)(3)) of such issue are
to be used for qualified project costs, or

““(ii) such issue meets the requirements of a
qualified mortgage issue, except as otherwise
provided in this subsection,

‘““(B) such bond is issued by the State of Ala-
bama, Louisiana, or Mississippi, or any political
subdivision thereof,
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“(C) such bond is designated for purposes of
this section by—

““(i) in the case of a bond which is required
under State law to be approved by the bond
commission of such State, such bond commis-
sion, and

‘“(ii) in the case of any other bond, the Gov-
ernor of such State,

‘““(D) such bond is issued after the date of the
enactment of this section and before January 1,
2011, and

‘““(E) mo portion of the proceeds of such issue
is to be used to provide any property described
in section 144(c)(6)(B).

““(3) LIMITATIONS ON BONDS.—

“(A) AGGREGATE AMOUNT DESIGNATED.—The
maximum aggregate face amount of bonds which
may be designated under this subsection with
respect to any State shall not exceed the product
of $2,500 multiplied by the portion of the State
population which is in the Gulf Opportunity
Zone (as determined on the basis of the most re-
cent census estimate of resident population re-
leased by the Bureau of Census before August
28, 2005).

‘““(B) MOVABLE PROPERTY.—No bonds shall be
issued which are to be used for movable fixtures
and equipment.

‘““(4) QUALIFIED PROJECT COSTS.—For purposes
of this subsection, the term ‘qualified project
costs’ means—

““(A) the cost of any qualified residential rent-
al project (as defined in section 142(d)) located
in the Gulf Opportunity Zone, and

‘““(B) the cost of acquisition, construction, re-
construction, and renovation of—

‘(i) monresidential real property (including
fixed improvements associated with such prop-
erty) located in the Gulf Opportunity Zone, and

“‘(ii) public utility property (as defined in sec-
tion 168(i)(10)) located in the Gulf Opportunity
Zone.

““(5) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying this title to
any qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone Bond, the
following modifications shall apply:

“(A) Section 142(d)(1) (defining qualified resi-
dential rental project) shall be applied—

““(i) by substituting ‘60 percent’ for ‘50 per-
cent’ in subparagraph (A) thereof, and

““(ii) by substituting ‘70 percent’ for ‘60 per-
cent’ in subparagraph (B) thereof.

““(B) Section 143 (relating to mortgage revenue
bonds: qualified mortgage bond and qualified
veterans’ mortgage bond) shall be applied—

““(i) only with respect to owner-occupied resi-
dences in the Gulf Opportunity Zone,

‘“(ii) by treating any such residence in the
Gulf Opportunity Zone as a targeted area resi-
dence,

‘“(iii) by applying subsection (f)(3) thereof
without regard to subparagraph (A) thereof,
and

“(iv) by substituting ‘3150,000° for ‘$15,000° in
subsection (k)(4) thereof.

““(C) Except as provided in section 143, repay-
ments of principal on financing provided by the
issue of which such bond is a part may not be
used to provide financing.

‘(D) Section 146 (relating to volume cap) shall
not apply.

‘““(E) Section 147(d)(2) (relating to acquisition
of existing property not permitted) shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘15 percent’
each place it appears.

‘“(F) Section 148(f)(4)(C) (relating to exception
from rebate for certain proceeds to be used to fi-
nance construction expenditures) shall apply to
the available construction proceeds of bonds
which are part of an issue described in para-
graph (2)(A)(1).

‘“(G) Section 57(a)(5) (relating to tax-erempt
interest) shall not apply.

““(6) SEPARATE ISSUE TREATMENT OF PORTIONS
OF AN ISSUE.—This subsection shall not apply to
the portion of an issue which (if issued as a sep-
arate issue) would be treated as a qualified bond
or as a bond that is not a private activity bond
(determined without regard to paragraph (1)), if
the issuer elects to so treat such portion.
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““(b) ADVANCE REFUNDINGS OF CERTAIN TAX-
EXEMPT BONDS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a bond de-
scribed in paragraph (3), one additional ad-
vance refunding after the date of the enactment
of this section and before January 1, 2011, shall
be allowed under the applicable rules of section
149(d) if—

““(A) the Governor of the State designates the
advance refunding bond for purposes of this
subsection, and

“(B) the requirements of paragraph (5) are
met.

““(2) CERTAIN PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS.—With
respect to a bond described in paragraph (3)
which is an exempt facility bond described in
paragraph (1) or (2) of section 142(a), one ad-
vance refunding after the date of the enactment
of this section and before January 1, 2011, shall
be allowed under the applicable rules of section
149(d) (notwithstanding paragraph (2) thereof)
if the requirements of subparagraphs (A) and
(B) of paragraph (1) are met.

““(3) BONDS DESCRIBED.—A bond is described
in this paragraph if such bond was outstanding
on August 28, 2005, and is issued by the State of
Alabama, Louisiana, or Mississippi, or a polit-
ical subdivision thereof.

““(4) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—The maximum aggre-
gate face amount of bonds which may be des-
ignated under this subsection by the Governor
of a State shall not exceed—

“(A) $4,500,000,000 in the case of the State of
Louisiana,

“(B) $2,250,000,000 in the case of the State of
Mississippi, and

“(C) $1,125,000,000 in the case of the State of
Alabama.

““(5) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The re-
quirements of this paragraph are met with re-
spect to any advance refunding of a bond de-
scribed in paragraph (3) if—

“(A) mo advance refundings of such bond
would be allowed under this title on or after Au-
gust 28, 2005,

“(B) the advance refunding bond is the only
other outstanding bond with respect to the re-
funded bond, and

“(C) the requirements of section 148 are met
with respect to all bonds issued under this sub-
section.

“(6) USE OF PROCEEDS REQUIREMENT.—This
subsection shall not apply to any advance re-
funding of a bond which is issued as part of an
issue if any portion of the proceeds of such issue
(or any prior issue) was (or is to be) used to pro-
vide any Dproperty described in  section
144(c)(6)(B).

“(c) Low-INCOME HOUSING CREDIT.—

‘(1) ADDITIONAL HOUSING CREDIT DOLLAR
AMOUNT FOR GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 42,
in the case of calendar years 2006, 2007, and
2008, the State housing credit ceiling of each
State, any portion of which is located in the
Gulf Opportunity Zone, shall be increased by
the lesser of—

“(i) the aggregate housing credit dollar
amount allocated by the State housing credit
agency of such State to buildings located in the
Gulf Opportunity Zone for such calendar year,
or

“(ii)) the Gulf Opportunity housing amount
for such State for such calendar year.

“(B) GULF OPPORTUNITY HOUSING AMOUNT.—
For purposes of subparagraph (A), the term
‘Gulf Opportunity housing amount’ means, for
any calendar year, the amount equal to the
product of $18.00 multiplied by the portion of
the State population which is in the Gulf Op-
portunity Zone (as determined on the basis of
the most recent census estimate of resident pop-
ulation released by the Bureau of Census before
August 28, 2005).

“(C) ALLOCATIONS TREATED AS MADE FIRST
FROM ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION AMOUNT FOR
PURPOSES OF DETERMINING CARRYOVER.—For
purposes of determining the unused State hous-
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ing credit ceiling under section 42(h)(3)(C) for
any calendar year, any increase in the State
housing credit ceiling under subparagraph (A)
shall be treated as an amount described in
clause (ii) of such section.

“(2) ADDITIONAL HOUSING CREDIT DOLLAR
AMOUNT FOR TEXAS AND FLORIDA.—For purposes
of section 42, in the case of calendar year 2006,
the State housing credit ceiling of Texas and
Florida shall each be increased by $3,500,000.

‘“(3) DIFFICULT DEVELOPMENT AREA.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 42,
in the case of property placed in service during
2006, 2007, or 2008, the Gulf Opportunity Zone,
the Rita GO Zone, and the Wilma GO Zone—

‘(i) shall be treated as difficult development
areas designated under subclause (I) of section
42(d)(5)(C)(iii), and

““(it) shall not be taken into account for pur-
poses of applying the limitation under subclause
(I1) of such section.

‘““(B) APPLICATION.—Subparagraph (A) shall
apply only to—

““(i) housing credit dollar amounts allocated
during the period beginning on January 1, 2006,
and ending on December 31, 2008, and

““(ii) buildings placed in service during such
period to the extent that paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 42(h) does not apply to any building by rea-
son of paragraph (4) thereof, but only with re-
spect to bonds issued after December 31, 2005.

““(4) SPECIAL RULE FOR APPLYING INCOME
TESTS.—In the case of property placed in serv-
ice—

“(A) during 2006, 2007, or 2008,

‘““(B) in the Gulf Opportunity Zone, and

“(C) in a nonmetropolitan area (as defined in
section 42(d)(5)(C)(iv)(1IV)),
section 42 shall be applied by substituting ‘na-
tional mnonmetropolitan median gross income
(determined under rules similar to the rules of
section 142(d)(2)(B))’ for ‘area median gross in-
come’ in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of section
42(9)(1).

““(5) DEFINITIONS.—Any term used in this sub-
section which is also used in section 42 shall
have the same meaning as when used in such
section.

“(d) SPECIAL ALLOWANCE FOR CERTAIN PROP-
ERTY ACQUIRED ON OR AFTER AUGUST 28, 2005.—

‘(1) ADDITIONAL ALLOWANCE.—In the case of
any qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone property—

‘““(A) the depreciation deduction provided by
section 167(a) for the taxable year in which such
property is placed in service shall include an al-
lowance equal to 50 percent of the adjusted
basis of such property, and

“(B) the adjusted basis of the qualified Gulf
Opportunity Zone property shall be reduced by
the amount of such deduction before computing
the amount otherwise allowable as a deprecia-
tion deduction under this chapter for such tax-
able year and any subsequent taxable year.

“(2) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE
PROPERTY.—For purposes of this subsection—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified Gulf
Opportunity Zone property’ means property—

“¢i)(I) which is described in  section
168(k)(2)(A)(i), or

‘“(11) which is nonresidential real property or
residential rental property,

““(ii) substantially all of the use of which is in
the Gulf Opportunity Zone and is in the active
conduct of a trade or business by the taxrpayer
in such Zone,

““(iii) the original use of which in the Gulf Op-
portunity Zone commences with the tarpayer on
or after August 28, 2005,

“(iv) which is acquired by the tarpayer by
purchase (as defined in section 179(d)) on or
after August 28, 2005, but only if no written
binding contract for the acquisition was in ef-
fect before August 28, 2005, and

“(v) which is placed in service by the tax-
payer on or before December 31, 2007 (December
31, 2008, in the case of nonresidential real prop-
erty and residential rental property).

‘“(B) EXCEPTIONS.—
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““(i) ALTERNATIVE DEPRECIATION PROPERTY.—
Such term shall not include any property de-
scribed in section 168(k)(2)(D)(i).

“(ii) TAX-EXEMPT BOND-FINANCED  PROP-
ERTY.—Such term shall not include any prop-
erty any portion of which is financed with the
proceeds of any obligation the interest on which
is exempt from tax under section 103.

““(iii) QUALIFIED REVITALIZATION BUILDINGS.—
Such term shall not include any qualified revi-
talization building with respect to which the
taxpayer has elected the application of para-
graph (1) or (2) of section 14001(a).

‘““(iv) ELECTION oUT.—If a taxpayer makes an
election under this clause with respect to any
class of property for any taxable year, this sub-
section shall not apply to all property in such
class placed in service during such taxable year.

‘““(3) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this
subsection, rules similar to the rules of subpara-
graph (E) of section 168(k)(2) shall apply, except
that such subparagraph shall be applied—

““(A) by substituting ‘August 27, 2005’ for ‘Sep-
tember 10, 2001° each place it appears therein,

‘““(B) by substituting ‘January 1, 2008 for
‘January 1, 2005’ in clause (i) thereof, and

‘“(C) by substituting ‘qualified Gulf Oppor-
tunity Zone property’ for ‘qualified property’ in
clause (iv) thereof.

‘“(4) ALLOWANCE AGAINST ALTERNATIVE MIN-
IMUM TAX.—For purposes of this subsection,
rules similar to the rules of section 168(k)(2)(G)
shall apply.

““(5) RECAPTURE.—For purposes of this sub-
section, rules similar to the rules under section
179(d)(10) shall apply with respect to any quali-
fied Gulf Opportunity Zone property which
ceases to be qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone
property.

““(e) INCREASE IN EXPENSING UNDER SECTION
179.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section
179—

““(A) the dollar amount in effect under section
179(b)(1) for the taxable year shall be increased
by the lesser of—

““(i) $100,000, or

““(ii) the cost of qualified section 179 Gulf Op-
portunity Zone property placed in service dur-
ing the taxable year, and

‘““(B) the dollar amount in effect under section
179(b)(2) for the taxable year shall be increased
by the lesser of—

““(i) $600,000, or

““(ii) the cost of qualified section 179 Gulf Op-
portunity Zone property placed in service dur-
ing the taxable year.

““(2) QUALIFIED SECTION 179 GULF OPPORTUNITY
ZONE PROPERTY.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘qualified section 179 Gulf Op-
portunity Zone property’ means section 179
property (as defined in section 179(d)) which is
qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone property (as
defined in subsection (d)(2)).

“(3) COORDINATION WITH EMPOWERMENT
ZONES AND RENEWAL COMMUNITIES.—For pur-
poses of sections 1397A and 1400J, qualified sec-
tion 179 Gulf Opportunity Zone property shall
not be treated as qualified zone property or
qualified renewal property, unless the tarpayer
elects not to take such qualified section 179 Gulf
Opportunity Zone property into account for
purposes of this subsection.

‘““(4) RECAPTURE.—For purposes of this sub-
section, rules similar to the rules under section
179(d)(10) shall apply with respect to any quali-
fied section 179 Gulf Opportunity Zone property
which ceases to be qualified section 179 Gulf Op-
portunity Zone property.

“(f) EXPENSING FOR CERTAIN DEMOLITION AND
CLEAN-UP COSTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A taxpayer may elect to
treat 50 percent of any qualified Gulf Oppor-
tunity Zone clean-up cost as an expense which
is not chargeable to capital account. Any cost so
treated shall be allowed as a deduction for the
taxable year in which such cost is paid or in-
curred.
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“(2) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE
CLEAN-UP COST.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘qualified Gulf Opportunity
Zone clean-up cost’ means any amount paid or
incurred during the period beginning on August
28, 2005, and ending on December 31, 2007, for
the removal of debris from, or the demolition of
structures on, real property which is located in
the Gulf Opportunity Zone and which is—

“(A) held by the taxpayer for use in a trade
or business or for the production of income, or

“(B) property described in section 1221(a)(1)
in the hands of the taxpayer.

For purposes of the preceding sentence, amounts
paid or incurred shall be taken into account
only to the extent that such amount would (but
for paragraph (1)) be chargeable to capital ac-
count.

““(9) EXTENSION OF EXPENSING FOR ENVIRON-
MENTAL REMEDIATION COSTS.—With respect to
any qualified environmental remediation ex-
penditure (as defined in section 198(b)) paid or
incurred on or after August 28, 2005, in connec-
tion with a qualified contaminated site located
in the Gulf Opportunity Zone, section 198 (relat-
ing to expensing of environmental remediation
costs) shall be applied—

“(1) in the case of expenditures paid or in-
curred on or after August 28, 2005, and before
January 1, 2008, by substituting ‘December 31,
2007’ for the date contained in section 198(h),
and

““(2) except as provided in section 198(d)(2), by
treating petroleum products (as defined in sec-
tion 4612(a)(3)) as a hazardous substance.

““(h) INCREASE IN REHABILITATION CREDIT.—In
the case of qualified rehabilitation expenditures
(as defined in section 47(c)) paid or incurred
during the period beginning on August 28, 2005,
and ending on December 31, 2008, with respect
to any qualified rehabilitated building or cer-
tified historic structure (as defined in Ssection
47(c)) located in the Gulf Opportunity Zone,
subsection (a) of section 47 (relating to rehabili-
tation credit) shall be applied—

‘(1) by substituting ‘13 percent’ for ‘10 per-
cent’ in paragraph (1) thereof, and

“(2) by substituting ‘26 percent’ for ‘20 per-
cent’ in paragraph (2) thereof.

‘(i) SPECIAL RULES FOR SMALL TIMBER PRO-
DUCERS.—

‘(1) INCREASED EXPENSING FOR QUALIFIED
TIMBER PROPERTY.—In the case of qualified tim-
ber property any portion of which is located in
the Gulf Opportunity Zone, in that portion of
the Rita GO Zone which is not part of the Gulf
Opportunity Zone, or in the Wilma GO Zone,
the limitation under subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 194(b)(1) shall be increased by the lesser
of—

“(A) the limitation which would (but for this
subsection) apply under such subparagraph, or

“(B) the amount of reforestation expenditures
(as defined in section 194(c)(3)) paid or incurred
by the taxrpayer with respect to such qualified
timber property during the specified portion of
the taxable year.

“(2) 5 YEAR NOL CARRYBACK OF CERTAIN TIM-
BER LOSSES.—For purposes of determining any
farming loss under section 172(i), income and de-
ductions which are allocable to the specified
portion of the taxable year and which are at-
tributable to qualified timber property any por-
tion of which is located in the Gulf Opportunity
Zone, in that portion of the Rita GO Zone
which is not part of the Gulf Opportunity Zone,
or in the Wilma GO Zone shall be treated as at-
tributable to farming businesses.

“(3) RULES NOT APPLICABLE TO CERTAIN ENTI-
TIES.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not apply to
any taxpayer which—

“(A) is a corporation the stock of which is
publicly traded on an established securities mar-
ket, or

“(B) is a real estate investment trust.

““(4) RULES NOT APPLICABLE TO LARGE TIMBER
PRODUCERS.—
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‘““(A) EXPENSING.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply to any taxpayer if such taxrpayer holds
more than 500 acres of qualified timber property
at any time during the taxable year.

‘“‘CB) NOL CARRYBACK.—Paragraph (2) shall
not apply with respect to any qualified timber
property unless—

‘(i) such property was held by the tarpayer—

“(1) on August 28, 2005, in the case of quali-
fied timber property any portion of which is lo-
cated in the Gulf Opportunity Zone,

‘“(1I) on September 23, 2005, in the case of
qualified timber property (other than property
described in subclause (I)) any portion of which
is located in that portion of the Rita GO Zone
which is not part of the Gulf Opportunity Zone,
or

““(111) on October 23, 2005, in the case of quali-
fied timber property (other than property de-
scribed in subclause (I) or (II)) any portion of
which is located in the Wilma GO Zone, and

““(ii) such taxpayer held not more than 500
acres of qualified timber property on such date.

‘“(5) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

““(A) SPECIFIED PORTION.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘specified portion’
means—

‘(1) in the case of qualified timber property
any portion of which is located in the Gulf Op-
portunity Zone, that portion of the taxable year
which is on or after August 28, 2005, and before
the termination date,

‘“(I1) in the case of qualified timber property
(other than property described in clause (i)) any
portion of which is located in the Rita GO Zone,
that portion of the taxable year which is on or
after September 23, 2005, and before the termi-
nation date, or

‘“(I11) in the case of qualified timber property
(other than property described in clause (i) or
(ii)) any portion of which is located in the
Wilma GO Zone, that portion of the taxable
year which is on or after October 23, 2005, and
before the termination date.

““(ii) TERMINATION DATE.—The term
nation date’ means—

“(1) for purposes of paragraph (1), January 1,
2008, and

‘“(II) for purposes of paragraph (2), January
1, 2007.

“(B) QUALIFIED TIMBER PROPERTY.—The term
‘qualified timber property’ has the meaning
given such term in section 194(c)(1).

“(j) SPECIAL RULE FOR GULF OPPORTUNITY
ZONE PUBLIC UTILITY CASUALTY LOSSES.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount described in
section 172(f)(1)(4) for any taxable year shall be
increased by the Gulf Opportunity Zone public
utility casualty loss for such taxable year.

“(2) GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE PUBLIC UTILITY
CASUALTY LOSS.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘Gulf Opportunity Zone public
utility casualty loss’ means any casualty loss of
public utility property (as defined in section
168(i)(10)) located in the Gulf Opportunity Zone
if—

““(A) such loss is allowed as a deduction under
section 165 for the taxable year,

‘““(B) such loss is by reason of Hurricane
Katrina, and

“(C) the taxpayer elects the application of
this subsection with respect to such loss.

““(3) REDUCTION FOR GAINS FROM INVOLUNTARY
CONVERSION.—The amount of any Gulf Oppor-
tunity Zone public utility casualty loss which
would (but for this paragraph) be taken into ac-
count under paragraph (1) for any tarable year
shall be reduced by the amount of any gain rec-
ogniced by the tarpayer for such year from the
involuntary conversion by reason of Hurricane
Katrina of public utility property (as so defined)
located in the Gulf Opportunity Zone.

““(4) COORDINATION WITH GENERAL DISASTER
LOSS RULES.—Subsection (k) and section 165(i)
shall not apply to any Gulf Opportunity Zone
public utility casualty loss to the extent such
loss is taken into account under paragraph (1).

‘termi-
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‘““(5) ELECTION.—Any election wunder para-
graph (2)(C) shall be made in such manner as
may be prescribed by the Secretary and shall be
made by the due date (including extensions of
time) for filing the taxpayer’s return for the tax-
able year of the loss. Such election, once made
for any taxable year, shall be irrevocable for
such taxable year.

“(k) TREATMENT OF NET OPERATING LOSSES
ATTRIBUTABLE TO GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE
LOSSES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a portion of any net op-
erating loss of the taxpayer for any taxable year
is a qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone loss, the
following rules shall apply:

“(A) EXTENSION OF CARRYBACK PERIOD.—Sec-
tion 172(b)(1) shall be applied with respect to
such portion—

“(i) by substituting ‘5 taxable years’ for 2
taxable years’ in subparagraph (A4)(i), and

““(ii) by mot taking such portion into account
in determining any eligible loss of the taxpayer
under subparagraph (F) thereof for the taxable
year.

““(B) SUSPENSION OF 90 PERCENT AMT LIMITA-
TION.—Section 56(d)(1) shall be applied by in-
creasing the amount determined under subpara-
graph (A)(@ii)(I) thereof by the sum of the
carrybacks and carryovers of any net operating
loss attributable to such portion.

“(2) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE
LOSS.—For purposes of paragraph (1), the term
‘qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone loss’ means
the lesser of—

““(A) the excess of—

‘(i) the met operating loss for such taxable
year, over

‘“(ii) the specified liability loss for such tazx-
able year to which a 10-year carryback applies
under section 172(b)(1)(C), or

‘““(B) the aggregate amount of the following
deductions to the extent taken into account in
computing the net operating loss for such tax-
able year:

““(i) Any deduction for any qualified Gulf Op-
portunity Zone casualty loss.

““(ii) Any deduction for moving expenses paid
or incurred after August 27, 2005, and before
January 1, 2008, and allowable under this chap-
ter to any taxpayer in connection with the em-
ployment of any individual—

‘(1) whose principal place of abode was lo-
cated in the Gulf Opportunity Zone before Au-
gust 28, 2005,

“(11) who was unable to remain in such abode
as the result of Hurricane Katrina, and

‘“(1I11) whose principal place of employment

with the taxpayer after such expense is located
in the Gulf Opportunity Zone.
For purposes of this clause, the term ‘moving ex-
penses’ has the meaning given such term by sec-
tion 217(b), except that the taxpayer’s former
residence and new residence may be the same
residence if the initial vacating of the residence
was as the result of Hurricane Katrina.

““(iii) Any deduction allowable under this
chapter for exrpenses paid or incurred after Au-
gust 27, 2005, and before January 1, 2008, to tem-
porarily house any employee of the taxpayer
whose principal place of employment is in the
Gulf Opportunity Zone.

“‘(iv) Any deduction for depreciation (or amor-
tization in lieu of depreciation) allowable under
this chapter with respect to any qualified Gulf
Opportunity Zone property (as defined in sub-
section (d)(2), but without regard to subpara-
graph (B)(iv) thereof)) for the taxable year such
property is placed in service.

“(v) Any deduction allowable under this
chapter for repair exrpenses (including expenses
for removal of debris) paid or incurred after Au-
gust 27, 2005, and before January 1, 2008, with
respect to any damage attributable to Hurricane
Katrina and in connection with property which
is located in the Gulf Opportunity Zone.

““(3) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE CAS-
UALTY LOSS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of paragraph
(2)(B)(i), the term ‘qualified Gulf Opportunity
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Zone casualty loss’ means any uncompensated
section 1231 loss (as defined in section
1231(a)(3)(B)) of property located in the Gulf
Opportunity Zone if—

‘(1) such loss is allowed as a deduction under
section 165 for the taxable year, and

““(ii) such loss is by reason of Hurricane
Katrina.

‘“(B) REDUCTION FOR GAINS FROM INVOLUN-
TARY CONVERSION.—The amount of qualified
Gulf Opportunity Zone casualty loss which
would (but for this subparagraph) be taken into
account under subparagraph (A) for any tax-
able year shall be reduced by the amount of any
gain recogniczed by the taxpayer for such year
from the involuntary conversion by reason of
Hurricane Katrina of property located in the
Gulf Opportunity Zone.

“(C) COORDINATION WITH GENERAL DISASTER
LOSS RULES.—Section 165(i) shall not apply to
any qualified Gulf Opportunity Zone casualty
loss to the extent such loss is taken into account
under this subsection.

‘“(4) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of para-
graph (1), rules similar to the rules of para-
graphs (2) and (3) of section 172(i) shall apply
with respect to such portion.

““(1) CREDIT TO HOLDERS OF GULF TAX CREDIT
BONDS.—

‘(1) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.—If a taxpayer
holds a Gulf tax credit bond on one or more
credit allowance dates of the bond occurring
during any taxable year, there shall be allowed
as a credit against the tax imposed by this chap-
ter for the taxable year an amount equal to the
sum of the credits determined under paragraph
(2) with respect to such dates.

““(2) AMOUNT OF CREDIT.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the credit
determined under this paragraph with respect to
any credit allowance date for a Gulf tax credit
bond is 25 percent of the annual credit deter-
mined with respect to such bond.

““(B) ANNUAL CREDIT.—The annual credit de-
termined with respect to any Gulf tax credit
bond is the product of—

“(i) the credit rate determined by the Sec-
retary under subparagraph (C) for the day on
which such bond was sold, multiplied by

““(it) the outstanding face amount of the bond.

‘“(C) DETERMINATION.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (B), with respect to any Gulf tax
credit bond, the Secretary shall determine daily
or cause to be determined daily a credit rate
which shall apply to the first day on which
there is a binding, written contract for the sale
or exchange of the bond. The credit rate for any
day is the credit rate which the Secretary or the
Secretary’s designee estimates will permit the
issuance of Gulf tax credit bonds with a speci-
fied maturity or redemption date without dis-
count and without interest cost to the issuer.

‘(D) CREDIT ALLOWANCE DATE.—For purposes
of this subsection, the term ‘credit allowance
date’ means March 15, June 15, September 15,
and December 15. Such term also includes the
last day on which the bond is outstanding.

“(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR ISSUANCE AND REDEMP-
TION.—In the case of a bond which is issued
during the 3-month period ending on a credit al-
lowance date, the amount of the credit deter-
mined under this paragraph with respect to
such credit allowance date shall be a ratable
portion of the credit otherwise determined based
on the portion of the 3-month period during
which the bond is outstanding. A similar rule
shall apply when the bond is redeemed or ma-
tures.

““(3) LIMITATION BASED ON AMOUNT OF TAX.—
The credit allowed under paragraph (1) for any
taxable year shall not exceed the excess of—

‘“(A) the sum of the regular tax liability (as
defined in section 26(b)) plus the tax imposed by
section 55, over

‘““(B) the sum of the credits allowable under
part IV of subchapter A (other than subpart C
and this subsection).

““(4) GULF TAX CREDIT BONDoOT purposes of this
subsection—
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““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Gulf tax credit
bond’ means any bond issued as part of an issue
if—

‘(i) the bond is issued by the State of Ala-
bama, Louisiana, or Mississippi,

‘“(ii)) 95 percent or more of the proceeds of
such issue are to be used to—

‘“(I) pay principal, interest, or premiums on
qualified bonds issued by such State or any po-
litical subdivision of such State, or

‘“(11) make a loan to any political subdivision
of such State to pay principal, interest, or pre-
miums on qualified bonds issued by such polit-
ical subdivision,

‘‘(iii) the Governor of such State designates
such bond for purposes of this subsection,

““(iv) the bond is a general obligation of such
State and is in registered form (within the
meaning of section 149(a)),

‘“(v) the maturity of such bond does not ex-
ceed 2 years, and

‘““(vi) the bond is issued after December 31,
2005, and before January 1, 2007.

“(B) STATE MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—A bond
shall not be treated as a Gulf tax credit bond
unless—

‘(i) the issuer of such bond pledges as of the
date of the issuance of the issue an amount
equal to the face amount of such bond to be
used for payments described in subclause (I) of
subparagraph (A)(ii), or loans described in sub-
clause (II) of such subparagraph, as the case
may be, with respect to the issue of which such
bond is a part, and

‘(i) any such payment or loan is made in
equal amounts from the proceeds of such issue
and from the amount pledged under clause (i).

The requirement of clause (ii) shall be treated as
met with respect to any such payment or loan
made during the 1-year period beginning on the
date of the issuance (or any successor 1-year pe-
riod) if such requirement is met when applied
with respect to the aggregate amount of such
payments and loans made during such period.

“(C) AGGREGATE LIMIT ON BOND DESIGNA-
TIONS.—The maximum aggregate face amount of
bonds which may be designated under this sub-
section by the Governor of a State shall not ex-
ceed—

‘(i) $200,000,000 in the case of the State of
Louisiana,

‘(i) $100,000,000 in the case of the State of
Mississippi, and

“(iii) $50,000,000 in the case of the State of
Alabama.

‘(D) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO ARBI-
TRAGE.—A bond which is part of an issue shall
not be treated as a Gulf tax credit bond unless,
with respect to the issue of which the bond is a
part, the issuer satisfies the arbitrage require-
ments of section 148 with respect to proceeds of
the issue and any loans made with such pro-
ceeds.

‘““(5) QUALIFIED BOND.—For purposes of this
subsection—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified bond’
means any obligation of a State or political sub-
division thereof which was outstanding on Au-
gust 28, 2005.

‘“(B) EXCEPTION FOR PRIVATE ACTIVITY
BONDS.—Such term shall not include any private
activity bond.

“(C) EXCEPTION FOR ADVANCE REFUNDINGS.—
Such term shall not include any bond with re-
spect to which there is any outstanding re-
funded or refunding bond during the period in
which a Gulf tax credit bond is outstanding
with respect to such bond.

‘(D) USE OF PROCEEDS REQUIREMENT.—Such
term shall not include any bond issued as part
of an issue if any portion of the proceeds of
such issue was (or is to be) used to provide any
property described in section 144(c)(6)(B).

‘““(6) CREDIT INCLUDED IN GROSS INCOME.—
Gross income includes the amount of the credit
allowed to the taxpayer under this subsection
(determined without regard to paragraph (3))
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and the amount so included shall be treated as
interest income.

““(7) OTHER DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—
For purposes of this subsection—

““(A) BOND.—The term ‘bond’ includes any ob-
ligation.

“(B) PARTNERSHIP; S CORPORATION;
OTHER PASS-THRU ENTITIES.—

‘““(ti) IN GENERAL.—Under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary, in the case of a part-
nership, trust, S corporation, or other pass-thru
entity, rules similar to the rules of section 41(g)
shall apply with respect to the credit allowable
under paragraph (1).

““(ii)) NO BASIS ADJUSTMENT.—In the case of a
bond held by a partnership or an S corporation,
rules similar to the rules under section 1397E(i)
shall apply.

“(C) BONDS HELD BY REGULATED INVESTMENT
COMPANIES.—If any Gulf tax credit bond is held
by a regulated investment company, the credit
determined wunder paragraph (1) shall be al-
lowed to shareholders of such company under
procedures prescribed by the Secretary.

‘““(D) REPORTING.—Issuers of Gulf tax credit
bonds shall submit reports similar to the reports
required under section 149(e).

‘“(E) CREDIT TREATED AS NONREFUNDABLE
BONDHOLDER CREDIT.—For purposes of this title,
the credit allowed by this subsection shall be
treated as a credit allowable under subpart H of
part IV of subchapter A of this chapter.

“(m) APPLICATION OF NEW MARKETS TAX
CREDIT TO INVESTMENTS IN COMMUNITY DEVEL-
OPMENT ENTITIES SERVING GULF OPPORTUNITY
ZONE.—For purposes of section 45D—

“(1) a qualified community development entity
shall be eligible for an allocation under sub-
section (f)(2) thereof of the increase in the new
markets tax credit limitation described in para-
graph (2) only if a significant mission of such
entity is the recovery and redevelopment of the
Gulf Opportunity Zone,

““(2) the new markets tax credit limitation oth-
erwise determined under subsection (f)(1) there-
of shall be increased by an amount equal to—

“(A) $300,000,000 for 2005 and 2006, to be allo-
cated among qualified community development
entities to make qualified low-income commu-
nity investments within the Gulf Opportunity
Zone, and

“(B) $400,000,000 for 2007, to be so allocated,
and

““(3) subsection (f)(3) thereof shall be applied
separately with respect to the amount of the in-
crease under paragraph (2).

‘“(mn) TREATMENT OF REPRESENTATIONS RE-
GARDING INCOME ELIGIBILITY FOR PURPOSES OF
QUALIFIED RESIDENTIAL RENTAL PROJECT RE-
QUIREMENTS.—For purposes of determining if
any residential rental project meets the require-
ments of section 142(d)(1) and if any certifi-
cation with respect to such project meets the re-
quirements under section 142(d)(7), the operator
of the project may rely on the representations of
any individual applying for tenancy in such
project that such individual’s income will not
exceed the applicable income limits of section
142(d)(1) upon commencement of the individ-
ual’s tenancy if such tenancy begins during the
6-month period beginning on and after the date
such individual was displaced by reason of Hur-
ricane Katrina.

“(o) TREATMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY PROP-
ERTY DISASTER LOSSES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon the election of the
taxpayer, in the case of any eligible public util-
ity property loss—

“(A) section 165(i) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘the fifth taxable year immediately pre-
ceding’ for ‘the taxable year immediately pre-
ceding’,

‘““(B) an application for a tentative carryback
adjustment of the tax for any prior taxable year
affected by the application of subparagraph (A)
may be made under section 6411, and

“(C) section 6611 shall not apply to any over-
payment attributable to such 1oss.

AND
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“(2) ELIGIBLE PUBLIC UTILITY PROPERTY
LOSS.—For purposes of this subsection—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible public
utility property loss’ means any loss with re-
spect to public utility property located in the
Gulf Opportunity Zone and attributable to Hur-
ricane Katrina.

‘“(B) PUBLIC UTILITY PROPERTY.—The term
‘public utility property’ has the meaning given
such term by section 168(i)(10) without regard to
the matter following subparagraph (D) thereof.

“(3) WAIVER OF LIMITATIONS.—If refund or
credit of any overpayment of tax resulting from
the application of paragraph (1) is prevented at
any time before the close of the 1-year period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion by the operation of any law or rule of law
(including res judicata), such refund or credit
may nevertheless be made or allowed if claim
therefor is filed before the close of such period.

“(p) TAX BENEFITS NOT AVAILABLE WITH RE-
SPECT TO CERTAIN PROPERTY.—

‘(1) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE
PROPERTY.—For purposes of subsections (d), (e),
and (k)(2)(B)(iv), the term ‘qualified Gulf Op-
portunity Zone property’ shall not include any
property described in paragraph (3).

““(2) QUALIFIED GULF OPPORTUNITY ZONE CAS-
UALTY LOSSES.—For purposes of subsection
(k)(2)(B)(i), the term ‘qualified Gulf Oppor-
tunity Zone casualty loss’ shall not include any
loss with respect to any property described in
paragraph (3).

““(3) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, property is described in this paragraph
if such property is—

“(i) any property used in connection with any
private or commercial golf course, country club,
massage parlor, hot tub facility, suntan facility,
or any store the principal business of which is
the sale of alcoholic beverages for consumption
off premises, or

“(ii) any gambling or animal racing property.

‘“(B) GAMBLING OR ANIMAL RACING PROP-
ERTY.—For purposes of subparagraph (A)(ii)—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘gambling or ani-
mal racing property’ means—

“(I) any equipment, furniture, software, or
other property used directly in connection with
gambling, the racing of animals, or the on-site
viewing of such racing, and

““(11) the portion of any real property (deter-
mined by square footage) which is dedicated to
gambling, the racing of animals, or the on-site
viewing of such racing.

““(i1) DE MINIMIS PORTION.—Clause (i)(II) shall
not apply to any real property if the portion so
dedicated is less than 100 square feet.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Paragraph (2) of section 54(c) is amended
by inserting ‘‘, section 1400N(1),”’ after ‘‘subpart
C”.

(2) Subparagraph (A) of section 6049(d)(8) is
amended—

(A) by inserting ‘“‘or 1400N(1)(6)”’ after ‘‘sec-
tion 54(9)”’, and

(B) by inserting “‘or 1400N(1)(2)(D), as the case
may be’’ after ‘‘section 54(b)(4)’’.

(3) So much of subchapter Y of chapter 1 as
precedes section 1400L is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“Subchapter Y—Short-Term Regional Benefits
“PART [—TAX BENEFITS FOR NEW YORK
LIBERTY ZONE
“PART II—TAX BENEFITS FOR GO ZONES
“PART I—TAX BENEFITS FOR NEW YORK
LIBERTY ZONE
“Sec. 1400L. Tax benefits for New York

Liberty Zone.”.

(4) The item relating to subchapter Y in the
table of subchapters for chapter 1 is amended to
read as follows:

““‘SUBCHAPTER Y—SHORT-TERM REGIONAL
BENEFITS’.
(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graph (2), the amendments made by this section
shall apply to taxable years ending on or after
August 28, 2005.

(2) CARRYBACKS.—Subsections (i)(2), (j), and
(k) of section 1400N of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 (as added by this section) shall
apply to losses arising in such taxable years.
SEC. 102. EXPANSION OF HOPE SCHOLARSHIP

AND LIFETIME LEARNING CREDIT
FOR STUDENTS IN THE GULF OPPOR-
TUNITY ZONE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter Y of
chapter 1 (as added by this Act) is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
“SEC. 14000. EDUCATION TAX BENEFITS.

“In the case of an individual who attends an
eligible educational institution (as defined in
section 25A(f)(2)) located in the Gulf Oppor-
tunity Zone for any taxable year beginning dur-
ing 2005 or 2006—

“(1) in applying section 25A, the term ‘quali-
fied tuition and related expenses’ shall include
any costs which are qualified higher education
expenses (as defined in section 529(e)(3)),

“(2) each of the dollar amounts in effect
under of subparagraphs (4) and (B) of section
25A(b)(1) shall be twice the amount otherwise in
effect before the application of this subsection,
and

“(3) section 25A(c)(1) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘40 percent’ for ‘20 percent’.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for part II of subchapter Y of chapter
1 is amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

“Sec. 14000. Education tax benefits.”’.
SEC. 103. HOUSING RELIEF FOR INDIVIDUALS AF-
FECTED BY HURRICANE KATRINA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter Y of
chapter 1 (as added by this Act) is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
“SEC. 1400P. HOUSING TAX BENEFITS .

“(a) EXCLUSION OF EMPLOYER PROVIDED
HOUSING FOR INDIVIDUAL AFFECTED BY HURRI-
CANE KATRINA.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Gro0s8s income of a qualified
employee shall not include the value of any
lodging furnished in-kind to such employee (and
such employee’s spouse or any of such employ-
ee’s dependents) by or on behalf of a qualified
employer for any month during the taxable
year.

‘““(2) LIMITATION.—The amount which may be
excluded under paragraph (1) for any month for
which lodging is furnished during the taxable
year shall not exceed $600.

“(3) TREATMENT OF EXCLUSION.—The exclu-
sion under paragraph (1) shall be treated as an
exclusion under section 119 (other than for pur-
poses of sections 3121(a)(19) and 3306(b)(14)).

““(b) EMPLOYER CREDIT FOR HOUSING EMPLOY-
EES AFFECTED BY HURRICANE KATRINA.—For
purposes of section 38, in the case of a qualified
employer, the Hurricane Katrina housing credit
for any month during the taxable year is an
amount equal to 30 percent of any amount
which is excludable from the gross income of a
qualified employee of such employer under sub-
section (a) and not otherwise excludable under
section 119.

““(c) QUALIFIED EMPLOYEE.—For purposes of
this section, the term ‘qualified employee’
means, with respect to any month, an indi-
vidual—

““(1) who had a principal residence (as defined
in section 121) in the Gulf Opportunity Zone on
August 28, 2005, and

“(2) who performs substantially all employ-
ment services—

““(A) in the Gulf Opportunity Zone, and

“(B) for the qualified employer which fur-
nishes lodging to such individual.

“(d) QUALIFIED EMPLOYER.—For purposes of
this section, the term ‘qualified employer’ means
any employer with a trade or business located in
the Gulf Opportunity Zone.
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‘““(e) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—For purposes
of this subsection, rules similar to the rules of
sections 51(i)(1) and 52 shall apply.

‘“(f) APPLICATION OF SECTION.—This section
shall apply to lodging furnished during the pe-
riod—

‘(1) beginning on the first day of the first
month beginning after the date of the enactment
of this section, and

“(2) ending on the date which is 6 months
after the first day described in paragraph (1).”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Subsection (b) of section 38 is amended by
striking “‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (25), by
striking the period at the end of paragraph (26)
and inserting ‘‘, and”’, and by adding at the end
the following new paragraphs:

““(27) the Hurricane Katrina housing credit
determined under section 1400P(b).”’.

(2) Section 280C(a) is amended by striking
“and 1396(a)” and inserting ‘‘1396(a), and
1400P(b)”’.

(3) The table of sections for part II of sub-
chapter Y of chapter 1 is amended by adding at
the end the following new item:

““‘Sec. 1400P. Housing tax benefits.”.
SEC. 104. EXTENSION OF SPECIAL RULES FOR
MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS.

Section 404(d) of the Katrina Emergency Tax
Relief Act of 2005 is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2007 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2010".

SEC. 105. SPECIAL EXTENSION OF BONUS DEPRE-
CIATION PLACED IN SERVICE DATE
FOR TAXPAYERS AFFECTED BY HUR-
RICANES  KATRINA, RITA, AND
WILMA.

In  applying the rule wunder section
168(k)(2)(A)(iv) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to any property described in subparagraph
(B) or (C) of section 168(k)(2) of such Code—

(1) the placement in service of which—

(A) is to be located in the GO Zone (as defined
in section 1400M(1) of such Code), the Rita GO
Zone (as defined in section 1400M(3) of such
Code), or the Wilma GO Zone (as defined in sec-
tion 1400M(5) of such Code), and

(B) is to be made by any taxpayer affected by
Hurricane Katrina, Rita, or Wilma, or

(2) which is manufactured in such Zone by
any person affected by Hurricane Katrina, Rita,
or Wilma,
the Secretary of the Treasury may, on a taxr-
payer by tarpayer basis, extend the required
date of the placement in service of such property
under such section by such period of time as is
determined mecessary by the Secretary but not
to exceed 1 year. For purposes of the preceding
sentence, the determination shall be made by
only taking into account the effect of one or
more hurricanes on the date of such placement
by the taxpayer.

TITLE ITI—-TAX BENEFITS RELATED TO

HURRICANES RITA AND WILMA
SEC. 201. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN EMERGENCY
TAX  RELIEF FOR HURRICANE
KATRINA TO HURRICANES RITA AND
WILMA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter Y of
chapter 1 (as added by this Act) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sections:
“SEC. 1400Q. SPECIAL RULES FOR USE OF RETIRE-

MENT FUNDS.

“(a) TAX-FAVORED WITHDRAWALS FROM RE-
TIREMENT PLANS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 72(t) shall mnot
apply to any qualified hurricane distribution.

““(2) AGGREGATE DOLLAR LIMITATION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the aggregate amount of distributions
received by an individual which may be treated
as qualified hurricane distributions for any tax-
able year shall not exceed the excess (if any)
of—

““(1) $100,000, over

‘“(ii) the aggregate amounts treated as quali-
fied hurricane distributions received by such in-
dividual for all prior taxable years.
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‘“(B) TREATMENT OF PLAN DISTRIBUTIONS.—If
a distribution to an individual would (without
regard to subparagraph (A)) be a qualified hur-
ricane distribution, a plan shall not be treated
as violating any requirement of this title merely
because the plan treats such distribution as a
qualified hurricane distribution, unless the ag-
gregate amount of such distributions from all
plans maintained by the employer (and any
member of any controlled group which includes
the employer) to such individual exceeds
$100,000.

““(C) CONTROLLED GROUP.—For purposes of
subparagraph (B), the term ‘controlled group’
means any group treated as a single employer
under subsection (b), (c), (m), or (0) of section
414.

““(3) AMOUNT DISTRIBUTED MAY BE REPAID.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-
ceives a qualified hurricane distribution may, at
any time during the 3-year period beginning on
the day after the date on which such distribu-
tion was received, make one or more contribu-
tions in an aggregate amount not to exceed the
amount of such distribution to an eligible retire-
ment plan of which such individual is a bene-
ficiary and to which a rollover contribution of
such distribution could be made under section
402(c), 403(a)(4), 403(b)(8), 408(d)(3), or
457(e)(16), as the case may be.

‘“(B) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS OF DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLANS
OTHER THAN IRAS.—For purposes of this title, if
a contribution is made pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) with respect to a qualified hurricane
distribution from an eligible retirement plan
other than an individual retirement plan, then
the taxpayer shall, to the extent of the amount
of the contribution, be treated as having re-
ceived the qualified hurricane distribution in an
eligible rollover distribution (as defined in sec-
tion 402(c)(4)) and as having transferred the
amount to the eligible retirement plan in a direct
trustee to trustee transfer within 60 days of the
distribution.

“(C) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS FOR DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM IRAS.—For purposes of this
title, if a contribution is made pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A) with respect to a qualified hurri-
cane distribution from an individual retirement
plan (as defined by section 7701(a)(37)), then, to
the extent of the amount of the contribution, the
qualified hurricane distribution shall be treated
as a distribution described in section 408(d)(3)
and as having been transferred to the eligible
retirement plan in a direct trustee to trustee
transfer within 60 days of the distribution.

‘“(4) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

‘““(A) QUALIFIED HURRICANE DISTRIBUTION.—
Ezxcept as provided in paragraph (2), the term
‘qualified hurricane distribution’ means—

“(i1) any distribution from an eligible retire-
ment plan made on or after August 25, 2005, and
before January 1, 2007, to an individual whose
principal place of abode on August 28, 2005, is
located in the Hurricane Katrina disaster area
and who has sustained an economic loss by rea-
son of Hurricane Katrina,

“(it) any distribution (which is not described
in clause (i)) from an eligible retirement plan
made on or after September 23, 2005, and before
January 1, 2007, to an individual whose prin-
cipal place of abode on September 23, 2005, is lo-
cated in the Hurricane Rita disaster area and
who has sustained an economic loss by reason
of Hurricane Rita, and

“(iii) any distribution (which is not described
in clause (i) or (ii)) from an eligible retirement
plan made on or after October 23, 2005, and be-
fore January 1, 2007, to an individual whose
principal place of abode on October 23, 2005, is
located in the Hurricane Wilma disaster area
and who has sustained an economic loss by rea-
son of Hurricane Wilma.

‘“(B) ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLAN.—The term
‘eligible retirement plan’ shall have the meaning
given such term by section 402(c)(8)(B).
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““(5) INCOME INCLUSION SPREAD OVER 3-YEAR
PERIOD.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied hurricane distribution, unless the tarpayer
elects not to have this paragraph apply for any
tarable year, any amount required to be in-
cluded in gross income for such taxable year
shall be so included ratably over the 3-taxable
year period beginning with such taxable year.

‘““(B) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of subpara-
graph (A), rules similar to the rules of subpara-
graph (E) of section 408A(d)(3) shall apply.

““(6) SPECIAL RULES.—

‘“(A) EXEMPTION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM
TRUSTEE TO TRUSTEE TRANSFER AND WITH-
HOLDING RULES.—For purposes of sections
401(a)(31), 402(f), and 3405, qualified hurricane
distributions shall not be treated as eligible roll-
over distributions.

‘“(B) QUALIFIED HURRICANE DISTRIBUTIONS
TREATED AS MEETING PLAN DISTRIBUTION RE-
QUIREMENTS.—For purposes this title, a quali-
fied hurricane distribution shall be treated as
meeting the requirements of sections
401(k)(2)(B)(i), 403(b)(7)(A)(ii), 403(b)(11), and
457(d)(1)(A).

““(b) RECONTRIBUTIONS OF WITHDRAWALS FOR
HOME PURCHASES.—

““(1) RECONTRIBUTIONS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-
ceived a qualified distribution may, during the
applicable period, make one or more contribu-
tions in an aggregate amount not to exceed the
amount of such qualified distribution to an eli-
gible retirement plan (as defined in section
402(c)(8)(B)) of which such individual is a bene-
ficiary and to which a rollover contribution of
such distribution could be made under section
402(c), 403(a)(4), 403(b)(8), or 408(d)(3), as the
case may be.

‘“(B) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS.—Rules
similar to the rules of subparagraphs (B) and
(C) of subsection (a)(3) shall apply for purposes
of this subsection.

‘““(2) QUALIFIED DISTRIBUTION.—For purposes
of this subsection—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified dis-
tribution’ means any qualified Katrina distribu-
tion, any qualified Rita distribution, and any
qualified Wilma distribution.

“(B) QUALIFIED KATRINA DISTRIBUTION.—The
term ‘qualified Katrina distribution’ means any
distribution—

‘(i) described in section 401(k)(2)(B)(i)(IV),
403(b)(7)(A)(ii) (but only to the extent such dis-
tribution relates to financial hardship),
403(b)(11)(B), or 72(t)(2)(F),

“‘(ii) received after February 28, 2005, and be-
fore August 29, 2005, and

“‘(iii) which was to be used to purchase or
construct a principal residence in the Hurricane
Katrina disaster area, but which was not so
purchased or constructed on account of Hurri-
cane Katrina.

““(C) QUALIFIED RITA DISTRIBUTION.—The term
‘qualified Rita distribution’ means any distribu-
tion (other than a qualified Katrina distribu-
tion)—

‘(i) described in section 401(k)(2)(B)(i)(IV),
403(b)(7)(A)(ii) (but only to the extent such dis-
tribution relates to financial hardship),
403(b)(11)(B), or 72(t)(2)(F),

“‘(ii) received after February 28, 2005, and be-
fore September 24, 2005, and

“‘(iii) which was to be used to purchase or
construct a principal residence in the Hurricane
Rita disaster area, but which was not so pur-
chased or constructed on account of Hurricane
Rita.

‘(D) QUALIFIED WILMA DISTRIBUTION.—The
term ‘qualified Wilma distribution’ means any
distribution (other than a qualified Katrina dis-
tribution or a qualified Rita distribution)—

“(i) described in section 401(k)(2)(B)(i)(IV),
403(b)(7)(A)(ii) (but only to the extent such dis-
tribution relates to financial hardship),
403(b)(11)(B), or 72(t)(2)(F),

“‘(ii) received after February 28, 2005, and be-
fore October 24, 2005, and
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““(iii) which was to be used to purchase or
construct a principal residence in the Hurricane
Wilma disaster area, but which was not so pur-
chased or constructed on account of Hurricane
Wilma.

‘““(3) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘applicable period’
means—

“(A) with respect to any qualified Katrina
distribution, the period beginning on August 25,
2005, and ending on February 28, 2006,

‘““(B) with respect to any qualified Rita dis-
tribution, the period beginning on September 23,
2005, and ending on February 28, 2006, and

“(C) with respect to any qualified Wilma dis-
tribution, the period beginning on October 23,
2005, and ending on February 28, 2006.

““(c) LOANS FROM QUALIFIED PLANS.—

““(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT ON LOANS NOT TREATED
AS DISTRIBUTIONS.—In the case of any loan from
a qualified employer plan (as defined under sec-
tion 72(p)(4)) to a qualified individual made
during the applicable period—

““(A) clause (i) of section 72(p)(2)(A) shall be
applied by substituting ‘$100,000° for ‘$50,000°,
and

‘““(B) clause (ii) of such section shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘the present value of the
nonforfeitable accrued benefit of the employee
under the plan’ for ‘one-half of the present
value of the nonforfeitable accrued benefit of
the employee under the plan’.

““(2) DELAY OF REPAYMENT.—In the case of a
qualified individual with an outstanding loan
on or after the qualified beginning date from a
qualified employer plan (as defined in section
72(p)(4))—

“(A) if the due date pursuant to subpara-
graph (B) or (C) of section 72(p)(2) for any re-
payment with respect to such loan occurs dur-
ing the period beginning on the qualified begin-
ning date and ending on December 31, 2006,
such due date shall be delayed for 1 year,

‘““(B) any subsequent repayments with respect
to any such loan shall be appropriately adjusted
to reflect the delay in the due date under para-
graph (1) and any interest accruing during such
delay, and

“(C) in determining the 5-year period and the
term of a loan under subparagraph (B) or (C) of
section 72(p)(2), the period described in subpara-
graph (A) shall be disregarded.

““(3) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes of
this subsection—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified indi-
vidual’ means any qualified Hurricane Katrina
individual, any qualified Hurricane Rita indi-
vidual, and any qualified Hurricane Wilma in-
dividual.

“(B) QUALIFIED HURRICANE KATRINA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘qualified Hurricane Katrina
individual’ means an individual whose principal
place of abode on August 28, 2005, is located in
the Hurricane Katrina disaster area and who
has sustained an economic loss by reason of
Hurricane Katrina.

‘“(C) QUALIFIED HURRICANE RITA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘qualified Hurricane Rita in-
dividual’ means an individual (other than a
qualified Hurricane Katrina individual) whose
principal place of abode on September 23, 2005,
is located in the Hurricane Rita disaster area
and who has sustained an economic loss by rea-
son of Hurricane Rita.

‘(D) QUALIFIED HURRICANE WILMA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘qualified Hurricane Wilma
individual’ means an individual (other than a
qualified Hurricane Katrina individual or a
qualified Hurricane Rita individual) whose
principal place of abode on October 23, 2005, is
located in the Hurricane Wilma disaster area
and who has sustained an economic loss by rea-
son of Hurricane Wilma.

‘“(4) APPLICABLE PERIOD; QUALIFIED BEGIN-
NING DATE.—For purposes of this subsection—

““(A) HURRICANE KATRINA.—In the case of any
qualified Hurricane Katrina individual—

““(i) the applicable period is the period begin-
ning on September 24, 2005, and ending on De-
cember 31, 2006, and
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““(ii) the qualified beginning date is August 25,
2005.

““(B) HURRICANE RITA.—In the case of any
qualified Hurricane Rita individual—

““(i) the applicable period is the period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of this sub-
section and ending on December 31, 2006, and

“‘(ii) the qualified beginning date is September
23, 2005.

‘“(C) HURRICANE WILMA.—In the case of any
qualified Hurricane Wilma individual—

‘(i) the applicable period is the period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of this sub-
paragraph and ending on December 31, 2006,
and

““(ii) the qualified beginning date is October
23, 2005.

““(d) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If this subsection applies to
any amendment to any plan or annuity con-
tract, such plan or contract shall be treated as
being operated in accordance with the terms of
the plan during the period described in para-
graph (2)(B)(i).

““(2) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH SUBSECTION AP-
PLIES.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall apply
to any amendment to any plan or annuity con-
tract which is made—

‘(i) pursuant to any provision of this section,
or pursuant to any regulation issued by the Sec-
retary or the Secretary of Labor under any pro-
vision of this section, and

“‘(ii) on or before the last day of the first plan
year beginning on or after January 1, 2007, or
such later date as the Secretary may prescribe.
In the case of a governmental plan (as defined
in section 414(d)), clause (ii) shall be applied by
substituting the date which is 2 years after the
date otherwise applied under clause (ii).

““(B) CONDITIONS.—This subsection shall not
apply to any amendment unless—

‘(i) during the period—

“(I) beginning on the date that this section or
the regulation described in subparagraph (A)(i)
takes effect (or in the case of a plan or contract
amendment not required by this section or such
regulation, the effective date specified by the
plan), and

“(I1) ending on the date described in subpara-
graph (A)(ii) (or, if earlier, the date the plan or
contract amendment is adopted),
the plan or contract is operated as if such plan
or contract amendment were in effect; and

““(it) such plan or contract amendment applies
retroactively for such period.

“SEC. 1400R. EMPLOYMENT RELIEF.

“(a) EMPLOYEE RETENTION CREDIT FOR EM-
PLOYERS AFFECTED BY HURRICANE KATRINA.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 38,
in the case of an eligible employer, the Hurri-
cane Katrina employee retention credit for any
tarable year is an amount equal to 40 percent of
the qualified wages with respect to each eligible
employee of such employer for such taxable
year. For purposes of the preceding sentence,
the amount of qualified wages which may be
taken i