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GETTING ANSWERS 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, during 
England’s darkest hour in 1940, Win-
ston Churchill spoke of an unwavering 
sense of purpose. ‘‘You ask, what is our 
aim? I can answer in one word: it is 
victory, victory at all costs, victory in 
spite of all terror,’’ he told members of 
Parliament. 

Sixty years later, we here in the 
United States are fighting a different 
kind of terror, terrorists who hide in 
caves and plan the murder of thousands 
of innocent Americans, but our resolve 
to defeat it matches that of Churchill. 
Some have expressed concerns that the 
investigations of how our intelligence 
and law enforcement authorities han-
dled information prior to 9–11 will 
weaken our efforts to defeat terrorists. 

Frankly, I think the questions that 
are being raised will strengthen our ef-
forts to defeat terrorism. We have a lot 
of good men and women working in the 
CIA, the FBI and other agencies. But 
evidence, we have learned in recent 
months, suggests that there is a layer 
of bureaucracy and resistance in the 
management of some of these critical 
agencies that stifles the efforts of good 
law enforcement and good intelligence 
when tracking terrorists. 

We have to fix that. Our job is to pre-
vent the next act of terror and if the 
bureaucracy is clogging the arteries of 
our intelligence and law enforcement 
agencies, then we have to get rid of it. 

Consider this: six months after Mo-
hammed Atta and MarwanAl-Shehhi 
flew huge jets into the World Trade 
Center, the U.S. Immigration and Nat-
uralization Service inexplicably sent 
notice their visa status had been 
changed from travel to student. In re-
cent weeks, reports indicate a Phoenix 
FBI agent alerted headquarters of his 
suspicions about Middle Eastern men 
taking flight lessons. Minneapolis 
agent Coleen Rowley has complained 
bitterly that her office’s efforts to ob-
tain a search warrant about a sus-
pected highjacker were ignored. Now 
the CIA says that it was tracking two 
of those who committed terrorist’s acts 
on 9–11, but there is controversy over 
whether the FBI was actually notified. 
As a result the terrorists moved in and 
out of our country with ease. These and 
other reports, in recent months, raise 
real concerns about how these federal 
intelligence and law enforcement agen-
cies are working to prevent future acts 
of terrorism.

When people begin to raise questions 
about these issues, some claim that the 
intent is to criticize President Bush. 

President Bush, indeed any Presi-
dent, would have moved heaven and 
earth to prevent the catastrophe of 9–11 
if he had received any advance warn-
ing. These inquiries are not about the 
President or the White House. They are 
about the effectiveness of our Federal 
agencies in the war against terrorism 
here at home. 

The information disclosed in recent 
months about some of the failures of 
these agencies has come from people 

working inside the agencies. These are 
employees of the FBI and other agen-
cies who are blowing the whistle on 
agency managers who fail to see the 
gravity of this situation and refuse to 
take appropriate actions. 

For example, Minneapolis FBI agents 
were admonished by their superiors for 
sharing information with the CIA in 
the case of suspected terrorist, 
Zacarias Moussaoui, who had links to 
Osama bin Laden. That is unaccept-
able. These agencies need to work to-
gether. Preventing the next terrorist 
act is a tough job, and we will succeed 
only if we have all of the resources 
working full time and cooperating 
fully. 

In recent months and weeks, the 
head of Homeland Security has warned 
our country the terrorist attacks 
against the Untied States could happen 
at any time. That’s why these agencies 
and their officials have to be fighting 
the battle against terrorists, not turf 
battles between their agencies. 

Big, bureaucratic and slow doesn’t 
get it anymore. We deserve better from 
these agencies. What if there is critical 
information right now in the posses-
sion of one agency that is not sharing 
it with another? Are those who dropped 
the ball last year in these agencies. 
The same ones we now rely on to pre-
vent another terrorist nightmare? 

The answer to these questions is why 
this is such an urgent matter. We, the 
President, the Congress and the Amer-
ican people, deserve the unvarnished 
facts so that we can move ahead and 
protect our country, so I say let’s do 
these investigations. Let’s make sure 
that they don’t turn into a circus. As 
Sergeant Joe Friday used to say, ‘‘Just 
the facts, ma’am.’’ Let’s use those 
facts to make the changes these agen-
cies so that the men and women of the 
FBI, the CIA and other agencies who 
are very capable and serve America 
well, are able to do their jobs success-
fully. 

Only then, as Winston Churchill did, 
can we finally win the war against ter-
rorism.

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, I would 

like to speak on the ridiculous ruling 
of the Ninth U.S. Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. Literally ridiculous; it deserves 
to be ridiculed. It was a 2–1 decision, so 
there is, at least, one judge on the 
Court who can rule based on the same 
legal and civic theory that the rest of 
the country has been operating under 
for the last 226 years. 

I cannot accept removing ‘‘under 
God’’ from the Pledge of Allegiance. 
This ruling is appalling. I never 
thought I would see the day when say-
ing the Pledge of Allegiance would be 
declared unconstitutional by a court. I 
certainly did not think I would see it 
on the day I placed my hand on a Holy 
Bible and made an Oath at my swear-
ing in. 

The Magna Carta of 1215, considered 
the initial codification of Western 

democratic theory, clearly shows that 
power is granted from ‘‘above.’’ Not 
‘‘above’’ from a judge’s bench, but 
higher—from an Almighty Power. 
Every major assertion of our funda-
mental political thought references 
God, and not in passing, but as a cor-
nerstone of human life. 

Sometimes it is again literally a cor-
nerstone. The Jefferson Memorial has 
quotes from that great man, which 
contain references to God carved into 
the stone. The Lincoln Memorial also 
has a testament to that President’s 
commitment to God cut into the very 
marble. Anyone reading his Second In-
augural must know his view of a daily 
presence of God in the affairs of man 
and in the political life of this nation. 
The Holocaust Memorial facade quotes 
scriptures. So does our Library of Con-
gress, Union Station, Constitution 
Hall, and many others. 

Even William Shakespeare’s Puck is 
quoted referring to God over outside 
the Folger Shakespeare Theater—in a 
quote that I think rings especially true 
regarding certain court rulings—‘‘Lord, 
What fools these mortals be.’’ Lord, 
what foolish rulings these judges make. 
There has already been discussions on 
this floor regarding our coins, our 
money, and this very Chamber. I don’t 
bring these up just to worry aloud as to 
whether they are soon to be ruled 
against as well, but to show that our 
nation was incorporated under God, 
and an attempt to excise God from this 
Republic is wrong and lacking in his-
torical and legal insight. 

Our citizens are free from an official 
state religion—not forced to be free 
from religious thought. 

When President Eisenhower signed 
the law adding ‘‘under God’’ to the 
pledge, he was not doing so in attempt 
to lead this Nation down a Godly path. 
It was not using the bully pulpit to at-
tempt to steer a course. He was affirm-
ing that this nation has already con-
sistently and thoroughly incorporated 
belief in and submission to God. 

We separated ourselves from the 
United Kingdom under the laws of Na-
ture’s God, claiming the unalienable 
rights we were endowed with by our 
Creator and appealing to the Supreme 
Judge of the world for recititude of our 
intentions. We have continued this way 
ever since—no matter what the Ninth 
might say. 

Finally, I want to make it clear that 
I am not merely upset about the fact 
that the Pledge of Allegiance was ruled 
against. I want to also speak against 
the ongoing assault on our basic reli-
gious beliefs. As my friend Senator 
SESSIONS voiced earlier, this is just an-
other result of a dangerous and radical 
viewpoint that is held by an irrespon-
sible few. Few as they are compared to 
our citizens as a whole, there are far 
too many in this body and elsewhere 
who express beliefs and support for rad-
ical judges that cannot help but lead us 
to these types of decisions. We do not 
jump from a nation that believes itself 
endowed by its Creator with 
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