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Today, I stand in the same place ask-
ing the same question. Now, 10 years
have passed, 1,800 American lives have
been lost, and we have spent almost
half a trillion dollars, and I have to ask
again: Have 10 years in Afghanistan
made America safer? Sadly, just as I
concluded 2 years ago, I must conclude
again today, they have not.

We went into Afghanistan under the
mantle of protecting America’s na-
tional security. The perpetrators of
September 11, al Qaeda, were in Af-
ghanistan, and we had to go after
them. But just as was the case 2 years
ago, al Qaeda is no longer primarily in
Afghanistan. In fact, only 50 to 100 al
Qaeda operatives are estimated to be
operating in Afghanistan. Al Qaeda’s
primary hub is still located across the
border in tribal areas of Pakistan. And
other al Qaeda cells are operating
around the world in Yemen, North Af-
rica, and through affiliated groups in
Southeast Asia and Uzbekistan.

Threats to America are not from Af-
ghanistan but from ungoverned spaces
around the world and even right here
on American soil. A review of recently
foiled terrorist plots shores up the
widespread origins of U.S.-centered ter-
ror attempts. The Times Square bomb-
er is a Pakistani American who re-
ceived training in the Waziristan re-
gion of Pakistan. The explosives hidden
in ink cartridges and destined for an
American synagogue in my own dis-
trict in Chicago were planted by a
Saudi militant and shipped from
Yemen. The Christmas Day airline
bomber was a Nigerian, inspired by
Anwar al-Awlaki, who was based in
Yemen. And another devotee of al-
Awlaki was the Fort Hood shooter,
Nidal Hasan, an American citizen born
in Virginia.

Not one of these terror plots origi-
nated in Afghanistan, and yet still we
maintain close to 100,000 U.S. troops on
the ground there. Every major U.S. vic-
tory the U.S. has had in the fight
against terrorism has come not on the
ground in Afghanistan but through tar-
geted attacks such as those that killed
Osama bin Laden in Pakistan and the
recent strike that killed Anwar al-
Awlaki in Yemen.

There have been at least 45 jihadist
terrorist attacks plotted against the
U.S. since 9/11, and each one of them
was foiled not by our mass ground
forces in Afghanistan, but through a
combination of intelligence, policing,
and citizen engagement.

According to terrorism expert Erik
Dahl of the Naval Postgraduate School,
“When it comes to domestic attacks
and securing the homeland, what
works is really good, old-fashioned po-
licing—law enforcement, tips from the
public, police informants.”’

Not only is our military action in Af-
ghanistan not making us safer, but re-
search indicates it could actually be
making us less safe. As counterinsur-
gency expert David Kilcullen points
out, rather than reducing the number
of terrorists, the U.S. presence in Af-
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ghanistan could actually be spurring
new terrorism as locals band together
to resist foreign occupation.

It’s called accidental guerrilla syn-
drome.

Further, a report issued last year by
the gentleman from Massachusetts,
Representative TIERNEY, revealed the
U.S. military is funding the multibil-
lion dollar protection racket. A good
portion of a $2.16 billion transportation
contract is being paid to corrupt public
officials, warlords, and the Taliban to
get needed supplies to our troops. We
are funding the very insurgency we are
fighting.

We went into Afghanistan to make
America safer, but, for several years
now, we have known that our enemies
are no longer concentrated in Afghani-
stan. Al Qaeda is an enemy without
borders, and so now we must have a
strategy without borders. The question
now is: Will we adjust our strategy to
reflect today’s circumstances, or will
we continue to live in the past, repeat-
ing this destructive cycle of sending
dollars and troops to a mission no
longer central to American security?

We have to end our military presence
in Afghanistan now, because I don’t
want to stand in this same spot a year
from now with another case of déja vu.

———

DRILLING EQUALS JOBS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANDRY. Mr. Speaker, with the
free trade agreements being debated
this week, some of my Democratic col-
leagues have been talking about our
trade deficit. However, if they really
want to reduce the trade deficit, they’d
help me end the President’s de facto
moratorium on offshore drilling.

You see, if oil were a country, it
would be our biggest trading partner.
0il makes up 65 percent of our trade
deficit. And it’s simple: Drilling equals
jobs. It equals American jobs.

You see what I have here is a parking
lot to one of the heliports down in my
district. In 2004, the parking lot was
full. Last year, the parking lot was
empty. And you don’t have to worry
because that parking lot, when we’re
drilling offshore, is this full 365 days a
year.

Here is a port in my district which
supplies over 30 percent of the oil and
gas that fuels this Nation. You can see
the boats in 2004 in the busy port; and
today, it’s empty.

If we really want a jobs bill, this is
it. In the past year, deepwater permit
issuance is 39 percent below the month-
ly averages observed over the past 3
years; and shallow water permits, per-
mits that were supposedly never im-
pacted by the moratorium, are off 80
percent over historical averages. As a
result of this de facto moratorium, 11
offshore rigs scheduled to drill in the
gulf have relocated to countries like
Brazil, Nigeria, Egypt, Congo, French
Guiana, and Liberia.
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Now, what does this say about Amer-
ican policies when businesses prefer the
regulatory certainty offered by Egypt
over the bureaucratic uncertainty off
our own shores? And while 11 rigs
might not seem like a lot, each drilling
platform supports 200 to 300 workers
every month. Additionally, each explo-
ration and production job supports four
other positions. Therefore, 900 to 1,400
jobs per idle rig platform are at risk if
production does not resume as soon as
possible.
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Wages for those jobs average $1,800
per week, so the potential for Ilost
wages is more than $5 million to $10
million per month, per platform.

Drilling equals good-paying jobs.

According to the Obama administra-
tion’s own estimates, the 6-month ‘‘of-
ficial moratorium’ on drilling cost up
to 12,000 jobs. However, the long-term
impacts of the de facto moratorium
could be significantly higher. A study
by Louisiana State University predicts,
if the de facto ban on deepwater drill-
ing were sustained for 18 more months,
we could lose 36,000 jobs nationwide,
24,000 of those along the gulf coast re-
gion alone. If the administration would
accelerate the permit issuance instead
of continuing this de facto morato-
rium, we could create a quarter of a
million jobs in this country, and we
could increase the GDP by $8 trillion
over the next 10 years.

As I said, the solution is actually
very simple—at no cost to the taxpayer
and with the ability to bring revenue
into the Federal Government.

It’s simple, Mr. Speaker: Drilling
equals jobs.
————
LIBERTY, JUSTICE, AND THE
ECONOMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk on two subjects: one, lib-
erty and justice and, number two, our
economy.

On the first, as cochair of the House
Ukrainian Caucus, I stand today and
join my voice to the citizens of the free
world who stand in solidarity with
freedom lovers in Ukraine seeking lib-
erty and justice for all. It is with the
deepest concern that we raise stren-
uous objection to the political decision
by Ukraine’s Pechersk court that sen-
tenced former Ukrainian Prime Min-
ister Yulia Tymoshenko to prison this
October 11. The court’s ‘‘guilty’ ver-
dict sentences her to 7 years in prison,
bars her from holding office for 3 years,
and effectively stops her from partici-
pating in Ukraine’s upcoming elec-
tions.

Ukraine’s actions should also call
into question Ukraine’s accession to
the European Union. I join with the
members of the Ukrainian Congress of
America in supporting immediate con-
gressional hearings on what has tran-
spired in Ukraine. I urge our leadership
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