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One can imagine a similar scenario 

playing out in Iraq today if we make 
the wrong choice. Let’s say the United 
States, after getting a new Iraqi gov-
ernment in place, decides to go home 
and orders Iraq to pay its bills, as some 
on the other side of the aisle would 
have us do. It is not hard to imagine a 
new Iraqi leader emerging who blames 
Iraq’s economic woes on the United 
States, who decries the debt we are 
making Iraq repay, who says we only 
waged the war in order to encumber its 
oil; a new leader coming to power on 
the wave of anti-American sentiment 
who proceeds to destroy the fledgling 
democratic system the United States 
helped to establish in Iraq; and sud-
denly, a few years down the road, we 
have a new evil tyrant running Iraq, 
who is a clear enemy of the United 
States and could start pursuing poli-
cies similar to those of Saddam Hus-
sein, or even worse. 

Fortunately, there is another choice. 
After World War II, we took a very dif-
ferent approach to postwar Germany. 
In 1948, after a failed policy of loaning 
money to war-torn countries in Eu-
rope, the United States adopted the 
Marshall plan, named for Secretary of 
State George C. Marshall. The Mar-
shall plan was a 4-year initiative to re-
build the economies of 16 countries in 
Europe, including Germany. The Mar-
shall plan cost $13.3 billion and a lot of 
effort. Ninety percent of the money 
spent on the Marshall plan—nearly $12 
billion—was grant money, not loan 
money. 

What was the result? At first, the re-
sults were uncertain. Germany’s econ-
omy looked shaky. But over time, our 
continued investment paid dividends. A 
continent that had been fighting for a 
thousand years became a democracy 
and became our ally. 

In Japan—in another part of the 
world—our help took a country that 
had invaded us and made it an ally. 
The results could not have been better 
after World War II. Our policy was a 
complete success. 

That is why I believe we need a Mar-
shall plan for Iraq. We need a 4- or 5-
year plan for reconstructing Iraq, and 
we need to face up to the cost of the 
plan. We need to understand it is more 
for us, the United States, than it is for 
them. President Bush has laid out the 
first stages of such a plan. 

The Marshall plan was used for a va-
riety of purposes to reconstruct war-
torn Europe, including Germany. It 
paid for the building of railroads and 
water systems, for needed medicines, 
modernizing factories, for restoring 
ports to allow foreign trade, and much 
more. President Bush’s request for 
funding will pay for many of the same 
things: restoring Iraq’s ports on the 
Persian Gulf, building roads, restoring 
power and water systems, needed medi-
cines, reopening schools, and much 
more. 

Some say funding Iraq’s reconstruc-
tion would be too costly. But the cost 
of the President’s request for rebuild-

ing Iraq—$20.3 billion—is actually far 
less than what we spent on the Mar-
shall plan. That was $13 billion then, 
between 1948 and 1952, and that would 
be at least $102 billion in today’s dol-
lars. 

Another way to compare the cost is 
percentage of gross domestic product. 
The Marshall plan cost 1.1 percent of 
our GDP during the 4 years it was in 
place. President Bush’s proposal would 
be only one-fifth of 1 percent. Again, 
the Marshall plan was five times the 
cost of President Bush’s Iraq plan. 

Or we can compare the cost as a per-
centage of the Federal budget. The 
Marshall plan cost 7 percent of the 
Federal budget during the years it was 
enacted. The President’s requested 
funds, when added to those already 
spent on reconstruction, were only 1 
percent of the Federal budget. 

So this idea that we are spending 
more on Iraq than we did after World 
War II is totally false. 

We can learn a valuable lesson from 
history. After World War I, we made 
Germany pay its debts. We left them in 
ruin. We went home. As a result, we 
got Adolf Hitler. After World War II, 
we pursued the Marshall plan, and it 
did cost some money. But as a result, 
we won democratic allies in more parts 
of the world. 

President Kennedy said it best in his 
1961 inaugural address. This is what he 
said:

We will pay any price, bear any burden . . . 
to assure the survival and success of liberty.

The people of Iraq, like the people of 
Germany 60 years ago, lived under an 
evil tyrant who wreaked havoc on his 
neighbors and his own people. In both 
cases, the evil tyrant was overthrown 
by the United States and its allies. 
America and its allies temporarily 
took over the administration of Ger-
many and Iraq. We paid for the German 
reconstruction under the Marshall 
plan. We should do the same in Iraq 
and support the President’s request. 
We cannot afford, in our own interests, 
to do anything less.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas is recognized. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, is 
there any time left on our side in 
morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are 3 and a half minutes, including the 
leader time. 

f 

THE CIA LEAK 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
asked for the leader time because I 
wish to respond to some of the remarks 
I heard on the floor earlier regarding 
the CIA leaks. 

Mr. President, every one of us in this 
country would be very concerned about 
a leak regarding someone who was un-
dercover and operating for the CIA, and 
we would want to get to the bottom of 
the issue if there were a leak. In fact, 
that is exactly what is happening. But 
I think it has been distorted and I 
think it has been blown way out of pro-

portion before we really know the 
facts. So I want to set the record 
straight on a few issues. 

First of all, many people on the other 
side are asking for a special counsel. 
Right now, the FBI is investigating 
this as a routine leak. The CIA Direc-
tor, George Tenet, according to Bob 
Novak, did not request the investiga-
tion separately in some major way. 
The CIA Director was not involved be-
cause this is in fact routine. 

According to Bob Novak, any leak of 
classified information is routinely 
passed by the CIA to the Justice De-
partment, averaging one a week. This 
investigative request was made in 
July, shortly after the original column 
was published. This was a routine in-
vestigation of something that appeared 
to be a leak and which may be a leak. 
The investigation has been ongoing 
since July. I think it is certainly pre-
mature to start making this a political 
issue, talking about a special counsel, 
when we don’t even know the facts yet. 

Bob Novak wrote a subsequent col-
umn that appeared today in the Wash-
ington Post. I think it is very impor-
tant because it was his original column 
that outed the woman who was a CIA 
employee. He says very clearly, first: I 
did not receive a planned leak. Now, it 
has been accused on television shows 
across America that the White House 
somehow leaked information about a 
CIA operative to the press.

The man who wrote the story said:
I did not receive a planned leak. Secondly, 

the CIA never warned me that the disclosure 
of Wilson’s wife working at the agency would 
endanger her or anybody else and, third, it 
was not much of a secret.

According to him, this has been well 
known around Washington and, in fact, 
was even reported in the National Re-
view Online from a nongovernmental 
source before Mr. Novak’s column ap-
peared. 

Mr. Novak said an administration of-
ficial told him this information but not 
the White House. He says this did not 
come from the White House. 

I think it is very important that we 
tone down the rhetoric on this issue. It 
is an issue that should be investigated. 
It is being investigated. The President 
has said he wants it to be investigated. 
He has said it is important to him that 
it be investigated. He wants everyone 
in the White House to be fully coopera-
tive, and the author of the story says 
no one in the White House was in-
volved. So I think we need to tone it 
down. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has expired. 
f 

EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL AP-
PROPRIATIONS FOR IRAQ AND 
AFGHANISTAN SECURITY AND 
RECONSTRUCTION ACT, 2004 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the hour of 10:30 
a.m. having arrived, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of S. 1689, 
which the clerk will report. 
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