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S. 1071. An act to authorize the Secretary 

of the Interior, through the Bureau of Rec-
lamation, to conduct a feasibility study on a 
water conservation project within the Arch 
Hurley Conservancy District in the State of 
New Mexico, and for other purposes. 

S. 1234. An act to reauthorize the Federal 
Trade Commission, and for other purposes. 

S. 1241. An act to establish the Kate 
Mullany National Historic Site in the State 
of New York, and for other purposes. 

S. 1307. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior, acting through the Bureau of 
Reclamation, to assist in the implementa-
tion of fish passage and screening facilities 
at non-Federal water projects, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1355. An act to authorize the Bureau of 
Reclamation to participate in the rehabilita-
tion of the Wallowa Lake Dam in Oregon, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1421. An act to authorize the subdivision 
and dedication of restricted land owned by 
Alaska Natives. 

S. 1467. An act to establish the Rio Grande 
Natural Area in the State of Colorado, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1521. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey certain land to the 
Edward H. McDaniel American Legion Post 
No. 22 in Pahrump, Nevada, for the construc-
tion of a post building and memorial park for 
use by the American Legion, other veterans’ 
groups, and the local community. 

S. 1582. An act to amend the Valles Caldera 
Preservation Act to improve the preserva-
tion of the Valles Caldera, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1687. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study on the pres-
ervation and interpretation of the historic 
sites of the Manhattan Project for potential 
inclusion in the National Park System. 

S. 1727. An act to authorize additional ap-
propriations for the Reclamation Safety of 
Dams Act of 1978. 

S. 1778. An act to authorize a land convey-
ance between the United States and the City 
of Craig, Alaska, and for other purposes. 

S. 1791. An act to amend the Lease Lot 
Conveyance Act of 2002 to provide that the 
amounts received by the United States under 
that Act shall be deposited in the reclama-
tion fund, and for other purposes. 

S. 1957. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to co-operate with the States 
on the border with Mexico and other appro-
priate entities in conducting a hydrogeologic 
characterization, mapping, and modeling 
program for priority transboundary aquifers, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2046. An act to authorize the exchange of 
certain land in Everglades National Park. 

S. 2052. An act to amend the National 
Trails System Act to designate El Camino 
Real de los Tejas as a National Historic 
Trail. 

S. 2167. An act to establish the Lewis and 
Clark National Historical Park in the States 
of Washington and Oregon, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2173. An act to further the purposes of 
the Sand Creek Massacre National Historic 
Site Establishment Act of 2000. 

S. 2180. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to exchange certain lands in the 
Arapaho and Roosevelt National Forests in 
the State of Colorado. 

S. 2243. An act to extend the deadline for 
commencement of construction of a hydro-
electric project in the State of Alaska. 

S. 2285. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey a parcel of real prop-
erty to Beaver County, Utah. 

S. 2287. An act to adjust the boundary of 
the Barataria Preserve Unit of the Jean La-
fitte National Historical Park and Preserve 
in the State of Louisiana, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2319. An act to authorize and facilitate 
hydroelectric power licensing of the Tapoco 
Project. 

S. 2460. An act to provide assistance to the 
State of New Mexico for the development of 
comprehensive State water plans, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2508. An act to redesignate the Ridges 
Basin Reservoir, Colorado, as Lake 
Nighthorse. 

S. 2511. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a feasibility study of 
a Chimayo water supply system, to provide 
for the planning, design, and construction of 
a water supply, reclamation, and filtration 
facility for Espanola, New Mexico, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2543. An act to establish a program and 
criteria for National Heritage Areas in the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

S. Con. Res. 137. Concurrent resolution 
calling for the suspension of Sudan’s mem-
bership on the United Nations Commission 
on Human Rights. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 16, 2004. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 16, 2004 at 12:16 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 265. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1521. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1616. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1648. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1732. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 2696. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3209. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3249. 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3768. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

JEFF TRANDAHL, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

THE SITUATION IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to first of all express concern 
and sympathy for the people of the 
southeastern United States for all the 
suffering that they have endured be-
cause of the hurricanes over the past 
few weeks and what may come yet, our 
hearts, more than that, though, our in-
tention to help in any way possible. I 

know that this Congress will do that. 
At a time like this the American peo-
ple look to the Federal Government. 
They believe we have a compact with 
them to come to their assistance at 
this time of need, at a time of natural 
disaster. 

I know this as a San Franciscan 
being subjected in California to earth-
quakes as we are, there is never a time 
when the public needs us more in terms 
of their personal well-being than when 
they are driven out of their homes, 
probably never to return to a situation 
similar to what they had before. It is 
very difficult to be made whole. 

So I want to extend on behalf of my 
constituents and my colleagues in the 
Congress an expression of concern and 
interest in supporting anything that 
needs to be done to try to make them 
as whole as possible. I extend that to 
our colleagues who so ably represent 
their constituents in the southeastern 
United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor 
today gravely concerned about the sit-
uation in Iraq. As one who served on 
the Intelligence Committee for 10 years 
and now ex-officio in my role as leader 
and as briefed on a regular basis, as is 
Speaker HASTERT, I have grave con-
cerns not only about what is happening 
in Iraq but the denial that the adminis-
tration has about what is happening 
there. 

The President took us into this war 
in Iraq on the basis of unproven asser-
tions and without evidence; he em-
braced a radical doctrine of preemptive 
war unprecedented in our history; and 
he failed to build a true international 
coalition. Therefore, American tax-
payers are paying most all the cost, 
over $200 billion by now. More impor-
tantly, our national treasure, our men 
and women in uniform, are paying the 
biggest price of all. Over 1,000 now, 
1,027 dead, this being a very bloody 
month, and it is not over yet. The cost 
in lives, and may I also add over 7,000 
injured. Many of those who were in-
jured have injuries for life. These are 
not patch-them-up injuries. Injuries for 
life. One thousand twenty-seven dead, 
over 7,000 injuries. The cost in lives and 
limb is huge. The cost to the taxpayers 
is huge, again, approaching a quarter 
of a trillion dollars, and the cost of our 
reputation throughout the world is im-
measurable. 

I say right up front that as a 10-year 
veteran of the Intelligence Committee, 
I said at the time of the vote that the 
intelligence did not support the threat 
that the administration was claiming 
existed in Iraq. It simply did not. I on 
the basis of that did not support the 
war. 

It is interesting to see today yet an-
other confirmation of that. The Iraq 
study finds a desire for arms on the 
part of Saddam Hussein but not the ca-
pacity. He wanted to start a program 
when the U.N. restrictions were lifted, 
but that is a far cry from an imminent 
threat to the American people. We 
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went in under false pretenses. We mis-
led the American people as to the cal-
iber of the threat and to the associa-
tion with 9/11. 

But let us say that was then and this 
is now. What is so sad about it all, as 
with a preemptive strike, when you 
choose the timing and the nature of 
the war you are going to engage in, you 
have an additional responsibility as a 
country and as a President to be pre-
pared. We sent our troops into harm’s 
way without the proper equipment, 
without the proper intelligence to 
know the nature of the enemy, and 
without the proper training to deal 
with the aftermath of the fall of Bagh-
dad. 

Do not take it from me. The Depart-
ment of Defense report has said that 25 
percent of those who lost their lives or 
who were injured would have been 
saved if they had the Kevlar lining in 
their vests, if they had the armor on 
their cars and if they had other equip-
ment that could have protected them. 
When we asked the administration 
about this, they said, ‘‘Well, we just 
have that for people who are on the 
front line.’’ The front line in a guerilla 
war, when mortar shells are coming 
into the barracks causing some of 
these fatalities and casualties, that 
was a disservice to those troops. We 
should never ever have allowed that to 
happen. 

I want to just quote General Zinni on 
that point. General Zinni was the 
former commander-in-chief of the U.S. 
Central Command, the area that con-
tains Iraq. He said that in the lead-up 
to the Iraq war and its later conduct, 
he saw, at a minimum, true derelic-
tion, negligence and irresponsibility. 
That is at a minimum. 

At worst, he saw lying, incompetence 
and corruption; that is, in the lead-up 
to the war. 

It did not have to be that way. In 
fact, regardless of how you voted on 
the war or what you thought about the 
threat, the State Department very 
clearly put out an eerily prescient re-
port, Iraq project report, on what to 
expect after the fall of Baghdad. The 
administration chose to ignore that 
and did not prepare for what would 
happen after the fall of Baghdad. 

They told us that our troops would be 
met by rose petals. Instead, they are 
being met by rocket-propelled gre-
nades. They told us, and I have the 
dates and the names of those who made 
these statements, that this is a coun-
try that could well finance its own re-
construction, and soon. And soon. And 
we here have given a price tag to the 
American taxpayers of over a quarter 
of a trillion dollars and growing. They 
could readily fund their own recon-
struction, and soon. 

Not only can they not fund it, the se-
curity situation in Iraq is so desperate 
that they cannot even begin construc-
tion. The $18 billion that Congress ap-
propriated for reconstruction in Iraq as 
the initial stage of it, they have only 
been able to spend just under $1 billion 

because the security situation is so 
bleak. And why is it so bleak? Because 
they ignored the advice of those who 
knew better. 

When General Shinseki said that sev-
eral hundred thousand troops would be 
required for the occupation, Secretary 
Wolfowitz said, ‘‘Wildly off the mark.’’ 
And what General McCaffrey has said, 
‘‘I think we got in there with a grossly 
anemic military force. We never de-
feated the elite elements of the Sad-
dam regime. They walked away with 
their guns, their money and their lead-
ership intact.’’ 

This is such a tragedy, because there 
was a representation made to the 
American people that was not true 
about the imminence of the threat and 
about its association to 9/11. Then we 
send our troops in without the proper 
preparation and risk and have all of 
these deaths and casualties. General 
Zinni further said, ‘‘Where are we, the 
American people, . . . if we accept this 
level of sacrifice without that level of 
planning’’ that is necessary? How can 
we ask our young men and women who 
are so brave? 

The fact that the administration is 
in denial about the cause, the reason to 
go to war, that they are in denial about 
what is happening in Iraq does not for 
one minute diminish the valor of our 
men and women in uniform who are in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, but focusing on 
Iraq now. We all agree that we should 
have gone into Afghanistan. The trag-
edy of that is that if our country had 
stayed focused on the clear and present 
danger of terrorism and kept its focus 
on Afghanistan, here we would be 3 
years later. Perhaps we would have 
caught Osama bin Laden. Whether we 
catch him tomorrow or the next day, it 
is still 3 years too late that this men-
ace to the world roams, spreading his 
poison, continuing his threat to the 
world. 

b 1015 

So if we had stayed focused, instead 
of overthrowing Saddam Hussein, we 
could have rooted out the Taliban; and 
instead of shooing away some of the al 
Qaeda and the rest, they ran for the 
hills. We could have been in pursuit. 
Instead, we turned our attention to 
Iraq. 

So let us go back to Iraq. Now we 
have a national intelligence estimate 
that was given to the President months 
ago, and it spells out what the possi-
bilities are in Iraq, and there are no 
good scenarios. It is very hard to find 
any good options on how to proceed in 
Iraq because there are no good options. 
We have a worst-case scenario that 
they could end up in civil war by 2005. 
Everything from there on down is very 
bleak for the Iraqi people and very sad 
as far as our country is concerned and 
the sacrifices that our young men and 
women are going to have to make 
there. 

So I call on the President of the 
United States to hold someone ac-
countable for this policy. Harry Tru-

man said, ‘‘The buck stops here,’’ but I 
do not see the President taking any re-
sponsibility. In fact, he thinks that the 
bleak report that the national intel-
ligence estimate presented was 
progress, was progress. Let us just say 
that we have to have the ground truth 
about Iraq. What is happening there is 
not what the administration is telling 
us. 

Almost 11⁄2 years ago, the President 
said that the mission was accom-
plished, that the end of major combat 
had come. What was he talking about? 
Is this the same judgment that got us 
into war on unproven assertions? Is 
this the same judgment that sent our 
troops into war without the proper 
equipment, training, or intelligence to 
know who the enemy was? 

The Department of Defense has com-
missioned a report that says who is the 
adversary? Who is the adversary? The 
American people have to call a halt to 
this going along with the rosy scenario 
because that is a more pleasant mes-
sage for them to receive. The President 
has to speak truth to the American 
people as to what is happening in Iraq 
and what the risks are to our men and 
women in uniform whom we respect for 
their valor, their sacrifice, and the sac-
rifices of their families. 

This national intelligence estimate 
has been in the media. That is the re-
port that I am referring to, the na-
tional intelligence estimate that was 
in the media yesterday. And what is in-
teresting about it is that the President 
had this estimate for months and con-
tinued to misrepresent to the Amer-
ican people, continued to misrepresent 
to the American people, what the situ-
ation was in Iraq and what we are fac-
ing there. The Bush administration 
failed to plan for the war and its after-
math. It failed to send an adequate 
number of troops to get the job done. 
The administration did not properly, 
adequately protect and train our 
troops. 

The Department of Defense commis-
sion report said: ‘‘A breakdown of the 
casualty figures suggests that many 
U.S. deaths and wounds in Iraq simply 
did not need to occur . . . perhaps one 
in four of those killed in combat in 
Iraq might be alive if they had had 
stronger armor around them,’’ the DOD 
study suggests. 

In relationship to that, another 
quote about it from the Army Times, 
from the Army Times, which stated: 
‘‘This was not just a failure of leader-
ship at the local command level. This 
was a failure that ran straight to the 
top. Accountability here is essential, 
even if that means relieving top lead-
ers from duty in a time of war.’’ 

It was interesting to hear Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY’s comments last night. As 
he was speaking, I was thinking of his 
statement in March of 2003 when he 
said, ‘‘We will, in fact, be greeted as 
liberators . . . I think it will go rel-
atively quickly. . . . weeks rather than 
months.’’ 

Weeks rather than months? We are 
into years, and all the projections are 
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that we will be there for many more 
years. 

And Secretary Wolfowitz said, ‘‘We 
had a plan that anticipated, I think, 
that we could proceed with an occupa-
tion regime for much longer than it 
turned out the Iraqis would have pa-
tience for. We had a plan that assumed 
we’d have basically more stable secu-
rity conditions than we’ve encoun-
tered.’’ Another example of their poor 
judgment. 

Again, Mr. Wolfowitz, and I will re-
peat this again because I think the 
American people should know, said on 
March 27, 2003, ‘‘There’s a lot of money 
to pay for this. It doesn’t have to be 
U.S. taxpayer money. We are dealing 
with a country that can really finance 
its own reconstruction, and relatively 
soon.’’ 

How do they face the American peo-
ple after their misjudgments over and 
over and over again? 

So I have mentioned that the Pen-
tagon completed March 26 an intel-
ligence report that was commissioned 
to answer a simple and provocative 
question in Iraq: Who is the adversary? 
This was in April of 2004, reporting on 
a March 2004 report a year after we 
went in. Who is the adversary? 

So how did this happen? Some people 
think, and as has been reported in the 
paper, that ‘‘no Iraqi leader has had 
more to do with U.S. intervention in 
Iraq than Chalabi, from charming Con-
gress into authorizing almost $100 bil-
lion to back his fledgling Iraqi Na-
tional Congress in the late 1990s and 
convincing Washington about Hussein’s 
weapons of mass destruction in 2002 to 
pressing for war last year,’’ has said 
both his supporters and critics. That 
was in May of 2004. At that same time, 
his office was being raided. At that 
same time, he was being charged with 
spying for the Iranians, giving informa-
tion to the Iranians. Whom do we 
trust? Where, again, is the judgment? 

‘‘U.S. Intelligence agencies,’’ and I 
will submit all this for the RECORD, 
‘‘believe that Chalabi, the former Iraqi 
exile once strongly backed by some 
Bush administration officials, may 
have passed classified information on 
the American occupation of Iraq to the 
government of Iran, officials said.’’ 

How many more people have to die 
for us to subject the judgment that put 
them in the situation they are in in 
harm’s way? Who is accountable for 
this policy? We have a situation where, 
again, the American people heard rep-
resentations that were not accurate 
about the nature of the threat. Of 
course the American people want to 
support the President of the United 
States if they think that our country is 
in danger. Make no mistake. If there is 
a threat to the United States that we 
can anticipate, we will make sure that 
the American people will be protected. 

President Kennedy said it best in his 
speech, We pay any price, bear any bur-
den, fight any foe. That is our first re-
sponsibility as elected officials, to pro-
tect the American people. So it is not 
about not wanting to use force. 

The military prepares for war as a 
last resort. The President chose to go 
to war as a first choice, a preemptive 
strike that was not prepared for. If we 
are going to preempt, we have the 
higher responsibility to be prepared; 
and this administration was not. 

So it is with great sadness and great 
concern that I come to the floor today 
to express these concerns and to say it 
would be political to withhold criti-
cism of the administration for what it 
is doing for fear that the American 
people might think that that is not pa-
triotic. That is not patriotic? Senator 
Taft, who would be the majority leader 
of the Senate, the Republican majority 
leader, said that disagreement in time 
of war is essential to a governing de-
mocracy. 

So now we have to see where we go 
from here. Well, General Hoar, and let 
me get this straight and, again, I will 
submit this for the RECORD, General 
Joseph Hoar too was a former com-
mander in chief of U.S. Central Com-
mand testifying before the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee on May 20, 
2004, said, ‘‘I believe we are absolutely 
on the brink of failure. We are looking 
into an abyss.’’ General Zinni said we 
are heading over Niagara Falls. The 
President says stay the course. Stay 
the course into an abyss, into Niagara 
Falls? 

Mr. President, face the facts. The 
Bush administration must stop being 
in denial about what they got us into. 
They did not know what they were get-
ting us into, even though their own 
State Department had given them the 
report on what to expect, even though 
their own generals told them the level 
of military capacity that we would 
need to go there, even though the intel-
ligence did not support the threat that 
they were claiming. So now those who 
criticize or throw a spotlight on the 
facts are considered unpatriotic. No, 
very patriotic and in support of those 
troops. 

On a regular basis I tried to visit 
them. I visited with them in Iraq and 
in Germany and just earlier this week 
met with some of the Marines who had 
come from Fallujah and other places in 
Iraq. One of the young men was blind. 
Others had amputations. Others had se-
rious injuries, and hopefully some of 
them had not so serious injuries. It re-
mains to be seen. 

And every time I see them, I am in 
awe of the tremendous patriotism and 
sacrifice and valor that they have. God 
has blessed America with our young 
people who will go into battle to pro-
tect our country. And as I said, none of 
the poor judgment and mistakes, gro-
tesque mistakes, of the administration 
can diminish the valor and the debt 
that we owe these young men and 
women. I will not even go into the 
whole subject of what we are doing to 
veterans when these folks come back 
because I want my focus to be on the 
war today, but we will be talking about 
that. 

So as we look at them, we think 
their lives are changed. And these are 

the lucky ones who have survived. But 
these injuries, as I said, are for life. We 
owe them more than the President has 
given them. Some of the troops still do 
not have the equipment that would 
adequately protect them. They still do 
not 11⁄2 years into this war. 

I just want to make one more point. 
And that is the administration is going 
around saying, and we heard it at the 
convention, we succeeded too soon; so 
we were not ready for the aftermath of 
the war, assuming, as the President de-
clared the war over May 1, 2003, and 
that they have had a ‘‘catastrophic 
success.’’ That is the oxymoron of the 
century, and it is not even true. They 
had a catastrophic failure. A cata-
strophic failure. They succeeded too 
soon? They thought, and they told us, 
that they were going to take out Sad-
dam Hussein that first night. They 
thought they had him holed up some-
place in Iraq, and that is why they had 
to go in that night to decapitate Iraq, 
to cut off its head. 
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That is when they thought they were 
going to win. So they actually did not 
succeed sooner than they thought. In 
fact, they have not succeeded at all. 

So let us, at least from this day for-
ward, speak truth to the American peo-
ple. When people say, how would so and 
so do differently, how would JOHN 
KERRY do differently, one thing we 
have to do is stipulate to a set of facts 
and not have the misrepresentations 
that are coming forth from this admin-
istration about what the ground truth 
is in Iraq. Let us come together, in as 
bipartisan, nonpartisan of a way as we 
possibly can to say we are in a mess. 
We are in a mess. I do not know who 
the President takes his advice from, or 
gets his advice from, or if these are his 
personal decisions, but somebody has 
got to go. For the American people to 
accept this course of action that is a 
catastrophic failure, that is costing us 
the lives of our young people and their 
health and well-being and the well- 
being of their families, that is costing 
us a quarter of a trillion dollars, think 
of what we could do with that in Amer-
ica to make us stronger, and it is cost-
ing us enormously in our reputation 
around the world. 

When I was a student, I heard John 
Kennedy give his inaugural address 
here in the freezing cold on the steps of 
the Capitol, and everybody knows when 
he talked about ‘‘ask not what your 
country can do,’’ but the very next line 
in that speech was to the citizens of 
the world, ask not what America can 
do for you, but what we can do, work-
ing together, for the freedom of man-
kind. 

There has to be a change in attitude 
toward the rest of the world, not the 
condescension, go it alone, our way or 
the highway kind of approach, but an 
attitude of respect and collaboration 
and cooperation among countries for 
the freedom of mankind. Stay the 
course? I do not think so. But we, each 
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of us, have a responsibility to protect 
and defend the American people, to 
protect and defend our Constitution. 
That is the oath we take, and to pro-
vide for the common defense is the first 
responsibility. We take that very seri-
ously, every single one of us does. 

Providing for the common defense 
means that we use war as a last resort, 
as the military prepares for it that we 
respect what they say about the capac-
ity that is needed to succeed, that we 
respect our State Department when 
they tell us what to expect on the 
ground after the hostilities cease; of 
course they have not, but if they had 
paid attention to the State Depart-
ment, they might have by now. 

Klausewitz said, do not take the first 
step into war unless you are prepared 
to take the last step, and it is clear 
that this administration did not know 
what it was getting into, or else they 
grossly misrepresented the facts to the 
American people. In either case, stay-
ing the course is not an option. We will 
not leave Iraq until there is stability, 
until there is security there. But under 
the present plan, there is no end in 
sight to the chaos, to the quagmire, to 
the tragedy that this administration 
has taken us into. 

So again, just today the announce-
ments of more deaths in Iraq, that it is 
with great sadness and sympathy for 
the families of those affected, just an-
other long list of young people. The 
other day when I was there, I was ask-
ing them how old they were: 19, 19, 20, 
23, the national treasury of our coun-
try, our young people, squandered be-
cause of the poor judgment of this 
Bush administration. 

THE BUSH ADMINISTRATION’S IRAQ POLICY 
POOR JUDGMENT, POOR PREPARATION 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION: FAILED TO PLAN FOR 
THE WAR AND AFTERMATH 

‘‘In the lead up to the Iraq war and its 
later conduct, I saw at a minimum, true 
dereliction, negligence and irresponsibility, 
at worse, lying, incompetence and corrup-
tion.’’—Marine General (Retired) Anthony 
Zinni, former commander in chief of U.S. 
Central Command; in the book about his ca-
reer, ‘‘Battle Ready,’’ published May 2004. 

‘‘I believe we are absolutely on the brink of 
failure. We are looking into the abyss.’’— 
General Joseph Hoar, a former commander 
in chief of U.S. Central Command; testimony 
to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
May 20, 2004. 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION: SENT INADEQUATE 
NUMBERS OF TROOPS 

‘‘Wildly off the mark’’—Deputy Defense 
Secretary Paul Wolfowitz responding to the 
estimate by the Army’s chief of staff, Gen-
eral Eric Shinski, that the occupation could 
require ‘‘several hundred thousand troops; 
testimony to the House Budget Committee, 
February 27, 2003 

‘‘I think we got in there with a grossly 
anemic military force. We never defeated the 
elite elements of the Saddam regime. They 
walked away with their guns, their money, 
their leadership intact.’’—Retired General 
Barry McCaffrey; NPR ‘‘Morning Edition,’’ 
April 15, 2004 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION: DID NOT ADEQUATELY 
PROTECT OR TRAIN OUR TROOPS 

‘‘A breakdown of the casualty figures sug-
gest that many U.S. deaths and wounds in 

Iraq simply did not need to occur . . . per-
haps one in four of those killed in combat in 
Iraq might be alive if they had had stronger 
armor around them, the study suggested,’’— 
Newsweek on a Department of Defense com-
missioned report; May 3, 2004 

‘‘Where are we, the American people, . . . 
if we accept this level of sacrifice without 
that level of planning?’’—Marine General 
(Retired) Anthony Zinni, former commander 
in chief of U.S. Central Command, Sep-
tember 4, 2003 

‘‘This was not just a failure of leadership 
at the local command level. This was a fail-
ure that ran straight to the top. Account-
ability here is essential—even if that means 
relieving top leaders from duty in a time of 
war.’’—Army Times, May 10, 2004 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION: SEVERELY MISJUDGED 
HOW A U.S. OCCUPATION WOULD BE RECEIVED 
‘’We will, in fact, be greeted as liberators. 

. . . I think it will go relatively quickly . . . 
(in) weeks rather than months.’’—Vice Presi-
dent Dick Cheney; Meet the Press, March 16, 
2003 

‘‘We had a plan that anticipated, I think, 
that we could proceed with an occupation re-
gime for much longer than it turned out the 
Iraqis would have patience for. We had a plan 
that assumed we’d have basically more sta-
ble security conditions than we’ve encoun-
tered.’’—Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul 
Wolfowitz; Testimony at Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee, May 18, 2004 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION: SEVERELY MISJUDGED 
THE COST 

‘‘There’s a lot of money to pay for this. It 
doesn’t have to be U.S. taxpayer money. We 
are dealing with a country that can really fi-
nance its own reconstruction, and relatively 
soon’’—Deputy Defense Secretary Paul 
Wolfowitz; Atlantic Monthly, March 27, 2003 
BUSH ADMINISTRATION: DOESN’T KNOW WHO THE 

ENEMY IS, MISJUDGED ITS ‘‘FRIENDS’’ 
‘‘The [Pentagon intelligence] report, com-

pleted March 26, was commissioned to an-
swer a simple but provocative question: in 
Iraq, who is the adversary?’’—New York 
Times, April 29, 2004 

‘‘No Iraqi leader has had more to do with 
the U.S. intervention in Iraq than Chalabi, 
from charming Congress into authorizing al-
most $100 million to back his fledgling Iraqi 
National Congress in the late 1990s and con-
vincing Washington about Hussein’s weapons 
of mass destruction in 2002 to pressing for 
war last year, say both his supporters and 
critics.’’—Washington Post, May 21, 2004 

‘‘U.S. intelligence agencies believe Ahmad 
Chalabi, the former Iraqi exile once strongly 
backed by some Bush administration offi-
cials, may have passed classified information 
on the American occupation of Iraq to the 
government of Iran, officials said.’’—Wall 
Street Journal, May 21, 2004 

f 

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU-
TIONS APPROVED BY THE PRESI-
DENT 

The President notified the Clerk of 
the House that on the following dates, 
he had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

January 23, 2004: 
H.R. 2673. An Act making appropriations 

for Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related Agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2004, and for other purposes. 

February 13, 2004: 
H.R. 2264. An Act to authorize appropria-

tions for fiscal year 2004 to carry out the 
Congo Basin Forest Partnership program, 
and for other purposes. 

February 29, 2004: 
H.R. 3850. An Act to provide an extension 

of highway, highway safety, motor carrier 
safety, transit, and other programs funded 
out of the Highway Trust Fund pending en-
actment of a law reauthorizing the Transpor-
tation Equity Act for the 21st Century. 

March 2, 2004: 
H.R. 743. An Act to amend the Social Secu-

rity Act and the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide additional safeguards for So-
cial Security and Supplemental Security In-
come beneficiaries with representative pay-
ees, to enhance program protections, and for 
other purposes. 

March 15, 2004: 
H.R. 3915. An Act to provide an additional 

temporary extension of programs under the 
Small Business Act and the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958 through April 2, 2004. 

March 19, 2004: 
H.R. 506. An Act to provide for the protec-

tion of archaeological sites in the Galisteo 
Basin in New Mexico, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2059. An Act to designate Fort Bayard 
Historic District in the State of New Mexico 
as a National Historic Landmark, and for 
other purposes. 

April 1, 2004: 
H.R. 1997. An Act to amend title 18, United 

States Code, and the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice to protect unborn children from 
assault and murder, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3724. An Act to amend section 220 of 
the National Housing Act to make a tech-
nical correction to restore allowable in-
creases in the maximum mortgage limits for 
FHA-insured mortgages for multifamily 
housing projects to cover increased costs of 
installing a solar energy system or residen-
tial energy conservation measures. 

April 5, 2004: 
H.R. 254. An Act to authorize the President 

of the United States to agree to certain 
amendments to the Agreement between the 
Government of the United States of America 
and the Government of the United Mexican 
States concerning the establishment of a 
Border Environment Cooperation Commis-
sion and a North American Development 
Bank, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3926. An Act to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to promote organ dona-
tion, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4062. An Act to provide for an addi-
tional temporary extension of programs 
under the Small Business Act and the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 through 
June 4, 2004, and for other purposes. 

April 10, 2004: 
H.R. 3108. An Act to amend the Employee 

Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 and 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to tempo-
rarily replace the 30-year Treasury rate with 
a rate based on long-term corporate bonds 
for certain pension plan funding require-
ments and other provisions, and for other 
purposes. 

April 13, 2004: 
H.R. 2584. An Act to provide for the con-

veyance to the Utrok Atoll local government 
of a decommissioned National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration ship, and for 
other purposes. 

April 30, 2004: 
H.R. 1274. An Act to direct the Adminis-

trator of General Services to convey to Fres-
no County, California, the existing Federal 
courthouse in that county. 

H.R. 2489. An Act to provide for the dis-
tribution of judgment funds to the Cowlitz 
Indian Tribe. 

H.R. 3118. An Act to designate the Orville 
Wright Federal Building and the Wilbur 
Wright Federal Building in Washington, Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

H.R. 4219. An Act to provide an extension 
of highway, highway safety, motor carrier 
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