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elected officials accountable for their
actions, that women themselves could
become elected officials, was not the
case 157 years ago, Mr. Speaker.

The women who stood up and fought
back 157 years ago did so in order that
we could be able to stand here today.
Because of the courage of these women,
we now have 69 women serving in the
House of Representatives and 14 women
serving in the Senate.

However, women did not receive the
right to vote without a struggle. Suf-
fragists such as Carrie Chapman Catt,
Maud Wood Park, Lucy Burns and
Alice Paul faced such humiliations as
arrest, jail time, and derision from all
directions so that women could simply
walk to the voting places and speak
their minds through their votes.

We owe a great deal of gratitude and
great debt of gratitude to these women.
Had they not marched, picketed and
protested, many of us would not be
standing here today. Unfortunately,
many women are not making the most
of this right that many fought so pow-
erfully to secure.

Our voices are no less important than
they were many decades ago. Our ideas
and beliefs are held no less powerful.
Women have the power to make
changes and affect policy. They can do
so simply by going to the voting
booths. However, while 60 percent of
the women voted in the last election as
opposed to 56 percent of men, a full 32
percent of women are still not reg-
istered to vote. A shocking 45 percent
of young women ages 18 to 24 are not
registered to vote.

It is not enough for women to rest on
our laurels given that we have and do
have the right to vote. We actually
have to get out and make our voices
heard. We must engage all women in
the process. We must demonstrate to
them that their voices matter to us.
We must devote our energies to letting
young women know that, like their
counterparts 157 years ago, their par-
ticipation can change the path of his-
tory.

I want to thank these women who
fought so hard 157 years ago so that
women across this land could vote and
can continue to vote and that I could
have the opportunity to stand here
today and give thanks to them.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

A VIEW OF IRAQ FROM A SOLDIER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, this
evening I wish to enter into the
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RECORD the compelling story of one of
our soldiers from Iraq.

This is a soldier who voluntarily
joined our Army in February 2002;
trained as an infantryman at Fort
Benning, Georgia; sent to Fort Riley;
participated in the opening stages of
the war, fighting all the way to Bagh-
dad where he would remain for the next
year and was promoted to the rank of
sergeant during his service to the
United States and was honorably dis-
charged. He is 27 years old.

His writings include this: A view of
Iraq from a soldier dated this July 2005.
He says, ‘“I am a concerned veteran of
the Iraq War. I can offer some firsthand
experience of the war on Iraq through
the eyes of a soldier.

“My view of the situation in Iraq will
differ from what the American people
are being told by the Bush administra-
tion. My opinion on this matter comes
from what I witnessed in Iraq person-
ally.”

He talks about members of the Bush
administration creating an image of
wine and roses in terms of the after-
math of the war. And Vice President
Dick CHENEY said American troops
would be greeted as liberators. But he
goes on to say, ‘I participated in the
invasion, stayed in Iraq for a year
afterward. What I witnessed was the
total opposite of what President Bush
and his administration stated to the
American people. The invasion was
very confusing,”” this soldier says, ‘‘and
so was the period of time I spent in
Iraq afterwards. At first it did seem
that all the people of Iraq were happy
to be rid of Saddam Hussein, but that
was only for a short period of time.

‘““Shortly after Saddam’s regime fell,
the Shiite Muslims in Iraq conducted a
pilgrimage to Karbala, a pilgrimage
prohibited by Saddam while he was in
power. As I witnessed the Shiite pil-
grimage, which was a new freedom that
we provided to them, they used the pil-
grimage to protest our presence in the
country. I watched as they beat them-
selves over the head with sticks until
they bled and screamed at us in anger
to leave their country. Some even car-
ried signs that read, ‘No Saddam, No
America.”’

“These were people that Saddam op-
pressed. They were his enemies. To me
it seemed they hated us more than
him. At that moment I knew it was
going to be a long deployment. I real-
ized that I was not being greeted as a
liberator. I became overwhelmed with
fear because I felt I would never be
viewed that way by the Iraqi people.

““As a soldier this concerned me be-
cause if they did not view me as a lib-
erator, then what did they view me as?
I felt they viewed me as a foreign occu-
pier of their land. That lead me to be-
lieve very early on that I was going to
have a fight on my hands.

“During my year in Iraq I had many
altercations with the so-called insur-
gency. I found the insurgency I saw to
be quite different from the insurgency
described to the American people by
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the Bush administration, the media,
and the supporters of the war. There is
no doubt in my mind there are for-
eigners from other surrounding coun-
tries in Iraq. Anyone in the Middle
East who hates America now has the
opportunity to kill Americans because
there are roughly 140,000 U.S. troops in
Iraq.

“But the bulk of the insurgency I
faced was primarily the people of Iraq
who were attacking us as a reaction to
what they felt was an occupation of
their country. I was engaged actively
in urban combat in the Abu Ghraib
area west of Baghdad. Many of the peo-
ple who were attacking me were the
poor people of Iraq. They were defi-
nitely not members of al Qaeda, left-
over Baath party members, and they
were not former members of Saddam’s
regime. They were just your average
Iraqi civilian who wanted us out of
their country.

“On October 31, 2003, the people of
Abu Ghraib organized a large uprising
against us. They launched a massive
assault on our compound in the area.
We were attacked with AK—47 machine
guns, RPGs and mortars. Thousands of
people took to the streets to attack us.
As the riot unfolded before my eyes, 1
realized these were just the people who
lived there. There were men, women
and children participating. Some of the
Iraqi protestors were even carrying pic-
tures of Saddam Hussein.

“My battalion fought back with ev-
erything we had and eventually shut
down the uprising. So while President
Bush speaks of freedom and liberation
of the Iraqi people, I find his state-
ments are not credible after witnessing
events such as these.

“During the violence that day, I felt
so much fear throughout my entire
body. I remember going home that
night and praying to God, thanking
him I was still alive.

“A few months earlier President
Bush made the statement ‘Bring it on’
when referring to the attacks on Amer-
icans by the insurgency. To me that
felt like a personal invitation to the
insurgents to attack me and my friends
who desperately wanted to make it
home alive.

“I did my job well in Iraq. My superi-
ors promoted me to the rank of ser-
geant. I was made a rifle team leader
and was put in charge of other soldiers
when we carried out our missions. My
time as a team leader in Iraq was tem-
porarily interrupted when I was sent to
the Green Zone in Baghdad to train the
Iraqi Army. And I was more than
happy to do it because we were being
told in order for us to get out of Iraq
completely, the Iraqi military would
have to be able to take over all secu-
rity operations.

“The training of the Iraqi Army be-
came a huge concern of mine. During
the time I trained them, their basic
training was only one week long. We
showed them some basic drill and cere-
monies such as marching and salut-
ing.”
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Mr. Speaker, I will continue this Spe-
cial Order later this week, and I thank
this soldier so much for his courage to
tell what he personally lived in Iraq.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HENSARLING addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. KING of Iowa addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——
REASONABLE IMMIGRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thought today was a par-
ticularly relevant day to talk about
protecting America against terrorism
and reinforcing what I believe is a be-
lief of all Americans, that immigration
does not equate to terrorism.

I say that, Mr. Speaker, because this
morning we heard a brilliant message
from the Prime Minister of India,
Prime Minister Singh, who talked
about a new day in America’s relation-
ship with India. As we are called the
oldest democracy, India is called the
largest democracy.

In his conversation, he talked about
democracy empowering women, he
talked about the reasonable use of nu-
clear energy, the need that India had in
promoting the use of civil nuclear en-
ergy as opposed to any use of it for
weapons and their commitment to non-
proliferation. But he also talked about
the cultural exchange and the value of
the Indian-American community and
the Indian community in India, and the
United States building on a relation-
ship.

Well, Mr. Speaker, what that means
is that we have a reasonable response
to immigration because in order to
have that cultural exchange, certainly
those individuals from India would
have to utilize visas to come to this
country, for example, the J-1 visa
which helps bring physicians to the
United States to serve in rural and un-
derserved areas.

So I say to this body, we cannot hide
in the sand on the question of immigra-
tion. And I believe the American peo-
ple are reasonable people.

The ranking member on the Sub-
committee on Immigration on the
House Committee on the Judiciary, I
have called for a full hearing on all of
the bills that have been offered by my
colleagues, the Kennedy-McCain bill
which I support, and of course many
others.
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Today and yesterday, two bills were
offered by our friends, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) and
Senator CORZINE. I would say that all
of those bills need to be heard; but I
would caution, you cannot have an im-
migration bill that is only about en-
forcement, because so many of us come
from immigrant backgrounds and we
understand the value of reuniting those
who are here legally with their family
members. Because our system of immi-
gration is broken, we have not been
able to do that. That creates illegal im-
migration.

Even in a document that talks about
America’s views on immigration, it
says in terms of protecting us against
terrorism, Americans do want to have
closed, secure borders and they want
the borders to be protected. Twenty
percent say that. But in terms of be
careful about those who enter this
country and pay attention to immigra-
tion, it is not overwhelming, though it
is certainly 13 percent of Americans
say pay attention to immigration.
That does not say close the doors to
immigration. That is why I offer a
commonsense answer to immigration
reform.
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My bill is called H.R. 2092, Save
America Comprehensive Immigration
Reform Act of 2005. We cannot solve
immigration by putting military on
the border. We cannot solve it by the
Minutemen. We cannot solve it by a
bill that says deport everybody; that
you do not want to have anyone to be
a guest worker other than those who
are already here legally.

We can solve it by protecting our
borders and adding more resources to
border protection. We can solve it by
giving more dollars to Immigration,
Customs and Enforcement, providing
us with more than 800 of those so that
we can have internal immigration re-
form or protection.

We can do it by doubling the amount
of family visas, so that those individ-
uals who are here, taxpaying immi-
grants who want to bring a mother, a
daughter, or a husband will have the
visas which will allow them to do so.

We can do what we call earned access
to legalization. That is not amnesty.
What it says is, if you are undocu-
mented and here in the United States,
get in line. Let us provide you with a
method of earning access to legaliza-
tion; no criminal record, be here 5
years, do community service and peti-
tion to be a citizen.

Mr. Speaker, are we not safer, is it
not the right common-sense approach
to protect us against terrorism to
know who is in our country? Do my
colleagues think we can deport the 8
million to 14 million who are here
working in hotels and construction and
as aids around America? Yes, the sys-
tem was broken in order to allow the
growth of such, but many of these peo-
ple now have family members that are
citizens and who have invested by buy-
ing homes and paying taxes.
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So it is important to recognize that
if we were to work and try to deport
the 8 million to 14 million, only about
32,000 are done a year in terms of de-
portation hearings. All of them are
subjected to appeals. You would be cen-
turies trying to deport 8 million to 14
million who are here, and maybe that
number is not even the number.

So my legislation, H.R. 2092, the Save
America Comprehensive Immigration
Act, provides for the reunification of
families by increasing the visa number.
It also provides for the reuniting or the
citizenship of children. It protects
women against violence. It provides for
the border security provisions, as I
have mentioned, and it fixes this bro-
ken system of deportation. So that if
you are in a deportation proceeding be-
cause of some small offense you cre-
ated as a teenager, you would not be
deported to a place you had never seen
in your life. We need diversity visas,
helping Haitians and Liberians.

Mr. Speaker, I hope we have a full de-
bate on immigration, and I am de-
lighted that the American people are
common-sense and reasonable people.
They know that immigration does not
equate to terrorism; that in fact we
can have a full debate, fix the broken
system, work with those who have
come to this country for opportunity,
secure our borders, and fight against
terrorism, but not condemn immi-
grants who are here, hard working. For
many of us, many of us, some came in
the bottom of the belly of a slave boat,
but many of us came first to this coun-
try as an immigrant.

———

PATRIOT ACT REAUTHORIZATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORTENBERRY). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 4, 2005,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise this
evening to talk about something we
are going to be going into this week,
something that is of major importance
to every man, woman, and child in the
United States of America and around
the world, and that is the USA PA-
TRIOT Act, the reauthorization of
some certain sections of that act, and
the reexamination of the PATRIOT
Act.

As we all know, it is no news to any-
body that this Nation had the most
heinous attack in its history on 9/11,
and the question has been raised, why
do we need a PATRIOT Act? As a judge
for over 20 years, I believe it is nec-
essary to give our law enforcement
folks the tools and the resources that
they need to protect our citizens and
our citizens’ rights. We do not need to
create sanctuary for terrorists to oper-
ate in our country.

The USA PATRIOT Act removed
major legal barriers that prevented law
enforcement, intelligence, and national
defense communities from taking and
coordinating their work to protect the
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