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policies that sent them there. That is why |
cannot “express . . . unequivocal support and
appreciation ... to the President ... for his firm
leadership and decisive action in the conduct
of military operations in Iraq as part of the on-
going Global War on Terrorism.” There is no
convincing evidence that Iraq was involved or
connected to Osama bin Laden, Al Qaeda or
the events of September 11, 2001—despite
President Bush’s many failed attempts to
morph the two, in order to convince the Amer-
ican people that there is such a connection.

Most Americans think that when our young
men and women are risking their lives on the
battlefield that Democrats, Republicans and
Independents in this House would come to-
gether in a non-partisan manner to support
our troops—because everyone does support
them. An appropriate resolution supporting our
troops in the Senate passed earlier by a vote
of 99-to—0. But the Republican extremists in
the House have no shame and no limits. They
will politicize the blood of our soldiers if they
think they can gain a political advantage. They
have never met an issue they were unwilling
to “wedge.” That's what Section 1 of this reso-
lution is designed to do—create a wedge
issue. | have no problem with Sections 2 and
3.

Many Democrats, myself included, separate
support for the troops from support for the
President’s policy. But the Republicans delib-
erately joined the two so they could make it a
political wedge issue. Therefore, if you vote
“for” the resolution it appears that you support
the President's policy. But if you vote
“against” the resolution, the Republicans in-
tend to paint you as against our troops and
unpatriotic in future elections. In other words,
the Republicans have deliberately tried to set
a “Catch 22" trap. Thus, to avoid the “damned
if you do and damned if you don't” wedge
issue the Republicans created, | am voting
“present” on an issue for only the second time
since | came to Congress on December 12,
1995.

| do not support the President's policy in
Iraq. Indeed, | filed a federal lawsuit to stop
the President from going to war in Irag without
a declaration of war from Congress. | believe
the President’s actions in Irag are unconstitu-
tional and in violation of international law. Arti-
cle 1, Section 8 of the Constitution says Con-
gress alone—not the President—has the
power to declare war. The October resolution
was not a declaration of war! Indeed, | believe
that not just going to war without a declaration
of war, but the attempt to cede such war-mak-
ing powers to the President in the October
Resolution was unconstitutional. And there is
nothing in U.S., UN or other international law
that justifies the unprecedented doctrine of
preemption—preemptively attacking another
sovereign country without first being attacked,
or without presenting convincing evidence to
the American people and the world that such
a threat or attack is imminent.

Therefore, | am concerned about a UN-ig-
nored, but U.S.-led preemptive policy that has
weakened the United Nations, weakened the
structures of “collective security,” and weak-
ened the rule of international law.

As the wealthiest and only superpower in
the world, the U.S. has the most economic
and military interests in the world. The United
Nations, collective security, and the rule of
international law have well-served those U.S.
interests. Weakening any of them increases
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the threat to U.S.
abroad.

So today, even as | give our young men
and women in Irag my unconditional support,
| also renew my dedication to strengthening
the United Nations, collective security, and the
rule of international law. They help guarantee
peace and security in the world and, when
fully utilized, make it less likely that American
service men and women may have to be sent
to possibly make the ultimate sacrifice in de-
fense of our country in the future.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ADAM SMITH

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 27, 2003

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker,
due to family reasons, | missed the following
rollcall votes:

Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass.
Sponsor: Representative RON KIND; Motion
agreed to: 411-13. To promote Department of
the Interior efforts to provide a scientific basis
for the management of sediment and nutrient
loss in the Upper Mississippi River Basin, and
for other purposes.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rolicall No. 85, a motion to
suspend the rules and pass H.R. 961, the
Upper Mississippi River Basin Protection Act.
Had | been present, | would have voted “yes”.

Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass.
Sponsor: Representative CHRIS CANNON; Mo-
tion agreed to: 423-0. To revise the boundary
of the Glen Canyon National Recreation Area
in the States of Utah and Arizona.

Mr. Speaker, due to family reasons, | was
unable to vote on rollcall No. 84, a motion to
suspend the rules and pass H.R. 788, the
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area
Boundary Revision Act. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes”.

————

HONORING A GREAT HERO FOR
IRAN’'S FREEDOM, AND WORLD
PEACE AND SECURITY

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 27, 2003

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
use this opportunity to ask my colleagues in
the U.S. House of Representatives to observe
a moment of silence for a great man who is
no longer among us, Ebrahim Zakeri. The late
Mr. Zakeri was a great champion of freedom
that not only helped the Resistance Movement
to establish freedom and democracy in Iran,
but he also fought for human dignity, global
peace, and security.

As the Chairman of the Security and
Counter-terrorism Committee of the National
Council of Resistance of Iran, Ebrahim Zakeri
was truly a resistance hero and a symbol of
devotion, struggle and selflessness for the
cause of Iran’s freedom, as well as global
peace and security. His mother was also exe-
cuted at the age of 70 after suffering extreme
torture in Evin Prison.

My colleagues in the House remember, that
last August, | circulated information about the
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Iranian regime’s nuclear program and the two
new nuclear sites that Iran was using to
threaten world peace and security. The infor-
mation was made available by the committee
that Ebrahim Zakeri chaired.

Ebrahim Zakeri was an assistant professor
in the Department of Communications at
Tehran University. He was imprisoned by the
Shah from 1972 to 1975. About one year after
his release from prison, he was rearrested and
sentenced to life imprisonment. He was
among the last group of prisoners to be freed
by the people at the time of the Revolution in
1979. He was a candidate for parliamentary
elections in Abadan after the revolution that
overthrew the monarchy. Despite a strong
propaganda campaign against the Mojahedin
and ballot rigging, the regime was forced to
announce that he received the second highest
number of votes in the election.

He then served in different posts at the Na-
tional Liberation Army of Iran (NLA). Ebrahim
Zakeri was a member of the General Com-
mand of the NLA and became a member of
the National Council of Resistance of Iran in
November of 1992. In 1993, he was appointed
Chairman of the Security and Counter-ter-
rorism Committee of the NCRI. Since then, his
committee has exposed many of the Intel-
ligence Ministry’s terrorist plots, as well as
Tehran’s efforts to obtain nuclear weapons.

In a word, his 31 years of struggle serve as
a lesson and a guide for the young people of
his country, and will always be honored by our
nation and certainly by my colleagues in the
U.S. Congress. | express my condolences to
the Iranian people and to the Resistance’s
President- elect, Mrs. Maryam Rajavi.

———

INTRODUCING THE SECURING
TRANSPORTATION ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY FOR TOMORROW ACT

HON. JAMES L. OBERSTAR

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 27, 2003

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, today | have
introduced the “Securing Transportation En-
ergy Efficiency for Tomorrow Act” (the
STREET ACT). This bill recognizes the close
connection between transportation policy and
energy policy. In many respects, transportation
policy is energy policy. Our transportation en-
ergy needs are increasing, but we have not
done enough to be able to meet these needs
with new technologies and alternative fuels.
As a result, our dependence on foreign oil
continues unabated.

Today, the transportation sector consumes
a greater share of petroleum (66 percent) than
it did in 1973 (50 percent). Each year for the
past two decades, energy use in the transpor-
tation sector has increased by a rate of 1.5
percent. It is time, indeed it is long overdue,
for the Federal Government to lead in the de-
velopment and promotion of energy efficient
technologies and alternative and renewable
fuels.

As the Nation's largest energy consumer,
the Federal Government is in a unique posi-
tion to promote energy conservation and effi-
ciency, particularly in the transportation sector
and in the operation of Federal buildings. The
STREET ACT ensures that the Government
does just that. The bill authorizes more than
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