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some parents raise their children with
this hatred embedded inside their
heart?

How, if we want to raise our children
as tolerant, understanding, open-mind-
ed individuals, do we teach them to
look out for certain people who may
want to do them harm, without paint-
ing an entire people with the same
broad brush? Naturally, we teach them
that they should be cautious about
strangers in general, wary of people
who act in a certain way.

Mr. Speaker, I ask this question
today because the other day, Tuesday
afternoon, I attended the funeral of a
young boy, just 16 years old. He was a
constituent of mine who lived in the
same town where my family and I live.

When I got home, I explained to my
two older children where I had been. As
inquisitive little ones, they asked how
the boy died. And I can still taste the
bile in my mouth, Mr. Speaker, when I
had to explain that this young boy in
our hometown was killed by a bomb
that blew up near where he was sitting
in a cafe in Israel. I had to explain to
my twin T7-year-olds that there are
some people in the world who have so
much hate in their hearts and who
don’t believe that the Jewish people
should have our homeland, Israel, that
they will do anything, including bomb-
ing innocent people to try to destroy
us.

Mr. Speaker, I could not bring myself
to explain that the bombs were
strapped to the bomber’s body as they
were detonated. Thankfully, that was
beyond their comprehension, because it
was beyond my ability to explain to
their young, innocent minds.

Daniel Wultz was sitting at an out-
door cafe with his father in Tel Aviv
during Passover. A suicide bomber det-
onated a bomb strapped to his body,
which injured Daniel’s father and criti-
cally injured Daniel. Daniel lost his leg
in the explosion, and, despite severe in-
juries, emerged from a comatose state
and went through several surgeries
with many more in front of him. He
lived for a month, but succumbed to
his injuries on May 14th.

Daniel Wultz was eulogized by his
family and friends on Tuesday. He was
described as a beautiful young man
with a big heart, someone who always
did the right thing, who stood up for
others, and had a big, beautiful smile.
I listened to his Rabbi, Rabbi Yisroel
Spalter, talk about officiating at Dan-
iel’s Bar Mitzvah. I listened to how
proud Daniel was of that accomplish-
ment and how his Judaism had become
so much more important to him re-
cently.

I listened to Daniel’s best friend and
aunts talk about what a righteous per-
son Daniel was, describing how he was
always there for his friends and how he
taught younger kids basketball and
waited with them when their parents
were late.

I listened to Daniel’s sister talk
about how painful it was to lose her be-
loved brother and how badly they all
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wanted him to remain with the family
and the struggle they were going
through with God, who obviously need-
ed him more.

But the most difficult was listening
to Daniel’s father’s angst-ridden voice,
wishing that he could have protected
his one and only son, and describing
that he knew his son’s beautiful body
ultimately protected him.

Mr. Speaker, as a Jew, as a Member
of Congress, as an American, but, more
than anything, as a mother, I rise this
evening to honor the memory of Daniel
Wultz and to ask my colleagues to join
me in condemning in the strongest pos-
sible way the ongoing cowardly ter-
rorist attacks perpetrated against in-
nocent victims in Israel and through-
out the world.

As Golda Meir once said, ‘‘Peace will
come when the Arabs love their chil-
dren more than they hate us.”

Hate is a weapon from which there is
no safe haven.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

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

———
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PROGRESS IN IRAQ

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

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, before the
gentlelady leaves, I want to thank her
for I think just a very moving and im-
portant message about what Israelis
are faced with. I just thank her for
that message.

Mr. Speaker, I would like specifically
to talk about Iraq and to say that in
the 12 visits I have had to Iraq, when I
ask Iraqis what their biggest fear is, it
almost always is this: “That you will
leave us.” Then they might say, ‘‘“That
you will leave us before we can grab
hold of democracy.”

Well, I have to say, frankly, that is
one of my biggest fears. I am not afraid
that we will see the war in Iraq lost in
Iraq. I am most fearful that we will see
the war in Iraq lost here at home.

It would seem a little surprising to
say that I have seen significant
progress in Iraq, because people see the
way we were in April 2003 and they
think it was so exciting, and they com-
pare it to April 2003. But, unfortu-
nately, after April 2003 there was a sig-
nificant decline in what took place in
Iraaq.

First we allowed the looting. And to
Iraqis, they would ask me when I would
go there, why did you allow people to
trash our country? These were not all
Iraqis who were doing it. These were
people who were looting. And Ameri-
cans were just standing by and allowed
this to happen. And they believed,
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frankly, that we wanted it to happen,
because they believed that we could
have prevented it had we wanted to.

And then we proceeded to disband
their army, their border patrol and
their police and leave 24 million Iraqis
totally and completely defenseless in a
country the size of California.

And then what did we do? We said to
150,000 coalition forces, primarily
Americans, some Brits, that you had to
be the police, the border patrol and the
army in a country the size of California
with 24 million people.

That was basically an impossible
task. And so what I saw happen in
April 2003 is that things just kept get-
ting worse. They were worse in Decem-
ber 2003. And even worse by April 2004.
But then, at that point, we had started
to reverse the slide. We reversed it by
beginning to train their police, their
border patrol and their army.

And we began to see a change when
we transferred power in June of 2004.
And Iraqis started to take ownership.
And so when I kept going back every 3
to 4 months, I kept seeing progress.
And then by 2005, I was there for the
elections when they took place in Jan-
uary of 2005. It is just historic and mov-
ing, every time I think about it. Iraqis
came out and voted. The Sunnis did
not, but the Shiias and the Kurds did.

They formed a government, and they
created a constitutional convention
and invited Sunnis in. They did not
participate in the voting, so they were
not represented, but they were invited
in. And they created a constitution.
They voted on that constitution by Oc-
tober.

And I was told by the UN that it
would be one of the fairest elections
with the best participation, put our
elections to shame, and frankly it did.
Mubarak of Egypt, the president, said
they would not accept their constitu-
tion. 79 percent ratified it. It was ex-
traordinary.

And now they had this constitution
and a third election in just 11 months.
And 76 percent of 100 percent of the eli-
gible voters voted. Now if you get 65
percent voting in our country, that is
65 percent of the two-thirds that bother
to register. So it was an amazing
event.

They chose a government. But Jafari,
the prime minister who was selected by
the Shiias was not liked by the Sunnis
and the Kurds, and the minority said
no to the majority, and the majority
said we rule. And the minority side mi-
nority rights. And they went back and
forth, and for 3 months we had this
standoff.

The minority was able to dem-
onstrate minority rights, and the ma-
jority was able to say we accept your
minority rights. That is maturity tak-
ing place.

Now you have a new prime minister,
and this new prime minister is reach-
ing out to Sunnis, Shiias and Kurds.
When I ask a Kurd if they are a Kurd or
a Shiia, or Shiia if they are Shiia or
Sunni, they will say, I am a Sunni, but
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I am married to a Shiia, or I am a
Shiia and my son is married to a
Sunni.

And if I ask a Kurd, they will say I
am Kurd, but you do not seem to un-
derstood. Kurds are Sunnis. We tend to
divide them up more than they do. My
biggest fear is that in spite of the
progress that is being made, huge
progress, in spite of the fact that Sunni
radicals tried to ignite the country in
sectarian violence, you only saw that
sectarian violence in two places, Bagh-
dad and Ramadi, and actually Basra.

They held off. This is an amazing
thing that we are seeing take place.
The Iraqis deserve our staying the
course with them. They did not attack
us, we attacked them. We disbanded
their army, their police and their bor-
der patrol. It is absolutely imperative,
absolutely imperative that we not
leave before they have their police,
their border patrol, and their army to
protect themselves.

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

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

———

CHICAGO JAIL’S AREA 2

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

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, mock
executions by putting the barrel of a
shotgun into the mouth of a prisoner
and pulling the trigger. Using alligator
clips on ears, noses and genitals. Racial
attacks and use of racial slurs, burns
all over the body, electric shock to the
genitals. Suffocation with bags.

In other words torture which is now
almost synonymous with U.S. run pris-
ons and detention centers. Imme-
diately the U.S. facility at Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba and Abu Ghraib in
Iraq come to mind when even the word
is said.

But the question I have, Mr. Speaker,
is how did we get to this point? Some
prison activists immediately pointed
out that we must not forget Attica
when we are talking about Guanta-
namo or Abu Ghraib. And so I partici-
pated in a forum entitled, From Attica
to Abu Ghraib.

But now as the memory of Attica has
been invoked, it appears that another
U.S. detention facility must be named
too. Area 2 in Chicago, run by the Chi-
cago police department. Area 2 will
now go down in U.S. annals as a domes-
tic torture center.

Sadly, over 135 African Americans
have come forward to say that they
were tortured, mostly in Chicago’s
Area 2, in what could be one of the
greatest scandals of modern day Amer-
ican prison practice and procedure.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Documentation shows that torture of

African American men occurred in

Areas 2 and 3 of Chicago jails for over

20 years, and no one with authority to

stop it did so.

Moreover, these actions were covered
up for 30 years by those in Chicago in
authority. How many people are in jail
today because confessions were tor-
tured out of them? Incredibly, some
prisoners were even on death row after
having had confessions tortured out of
them.

Moreover, the torture victims have
psychological issues that have never
been clinically resolved. Thank good-
ness former Illinois Governor Ryan
commuted all of the death row cases,
and gave full innocent pardons to four
death row inmates who should never
have been in prison.

Incredibly, even after Governor
Ryan’s actions, the City of Chicago is
paying more than $5 million to lawyers
who represent the accused police offi-
cers. How do we know about this? Due
to the hard work and the thankless
hours put in by activists, lawyers, and
journalists who refused to let this issue
go or be swept under the rug.

And thank goodness we have dedi-
cated journalists for what is referred to
as the alternative media, who are will-
ing to write those stories and get the
message out.

I learned about this story from Amy
Goodman’s Democracy Now broadcast
on the Pacifica network of stations.
This week or next, the judge will rule
whether or not to release the report to
the public. But in the interim, one
thing is clear, and that is, that Areas 2
and 3 of the Chicago city jail must be
added to the annals of U.S. prisoner
abuse, from Attica to Abu Ghraib and
beyond, Chicago now owns an unfortu-
nate chapter.

CHICAGO’S ABU GHRAIB: UN COMMITTEE
AGAINST TORTURE HEARS REPORT ON HOW
POLICE TORTURED OVER 135 AFRICAN-AMER-
ICAN MEN INSIDE CHICAGO JAILS
Extraordinary rendition. Overseas prisons.

Abu Ghraib. Guantanamo Bay. Practices and
places that have become synonymous with
the abuse of detainees in U.S. custody are
getting renewed attention at the United Na-
tions this week, where the UN Committee
Against Torture is holding hearings on U.S.
compliance with its international obliga-
tions. But there is one name expected to
arise this week that few people in this coun-
try will have heard about—and it’s the one
that’s closest to home.

It’s called Area 2. And for nearly two dec-
ades beginning in 1971, it was the epicenter
for what has been described as the system-
atic torture of dozens of African-American
males by Chicago police officers. In total,
more than 135 people say they were subjected
to abuse including having guns forced into
their mouths, bags placed over their heads,
and electric shocks inflicted to their geni-
tals. Four men have been released from
death row after government investigators
concluded torture led to their wrongful con-
victions.

Yet the case around Area 2 is nowhere near
a resolution—to date, not one Chicago police
officer has been charged with any crime.

The most prominent officer, former police
commander Jon Burge, was dismissed in the
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early 1990s. He retired to Florida where he
continues to collect a pension. Today, a spe-
cial prosecutor is now in the fourth year of
an investigation. Just last week, a group of
Chicago police officers won a court ruling to
delay the release of the prosecutor’s prelimi-
nary report.

David Bates, one of dozens of men to come
forward with allegations of abuse at the
hands of the Chicago police.

Flint Taylor, an attorney with the Peo-
ple’s Law Office in Chicago, which he helped
found in the late 1960s. He has represented
many of the torture victims and was directly
involved in spearheading the special prosecu-
tor’s investigation.

John Conroy a journalist and author who
has covered the case for over a decade. He
has written several articles for the Chicago
Reader, and is the author of the book ‘Un-
speakable Acts, Ordinary People: The Dy-
namics of Torture.”

AMY GOODMAN. We go now to Chicago,
where we’re joined by three guests: David
Bates, Flint Taylor and John Conroy. David
Bates is one of dozens of men to come for-
ward with allegations of abuse at the hands
of the Chicago police. Flint Taylor is an at-
torney with the People’s Law Office in Chi-
cago, which he helped found in the late 1960s.
He has represented many of the torture vic-
tims and was directly involved in spear-
heading the special prosecutor’s investiga-
tion. And John Conroy is a journalist and au-
thor who’s covered the case for over a dec-
ade. He’s written several articles for the Chi-
cago Reader and is the author of the book,
Unspeakable Acts, Ordinary People: The Dy-
namics of Torture. We welcome you all to
Democracy Now! I want to begin with Flint
Taylor for an overview. You have been work-
ing on this case for years. You have rep-
resented people who said they were tortured.
Give us the scope of this story.

FLINT TAYLOR. Well, the scope started out
with one man who was tortured by electric
shock and having a plastic bag put over his
head and being beaten by Jon Burge and oth-
ers at the Area 2 police station. He, on his
own, brought a lawsuit in the mid-‘80s. That
lawsuit, we got involved in, and over the
years we were able to uncover, with the help
of journalists such as John Conroy, others
such as David Bates, who had also been tor-
tured and had told their stories in various
courts, but no one had put all this evidence
together.

We were able to assimilate, over many
years, over 60 cases of torture, and when I
say ‘‘torture,” I mean electric shock, I mean
suffocation with bags, I mean mock execu-
tions, I mean racial attacks, that kind of
thing. And they were all coming out of the
same station, and they were all headed up by
this man, Jon Burge, who came out of Viet-
nam, started out as a detective and quickly
rose in the ranks through sergeant, lieuten-
ant and commander. This went on—the ac-
tual documentation now shows that this
went on for over 20 years, from 1972 to 1992,
when in fact Burge was finally, after commu-
nity outrage, suspended and fired from his
job.

As you said, he has never been prosecuted.
The State’s Attorney of Cook County at the
time this evidence first came to light in the
mid- ‘80s was none other than the now major
Richard Daley. The Superintendent of Police
at that time contacted him with the evi-
dence of torture and said, ‘‘Are you going to
prosecute this?”’ Daley did not intervene or
prosecute at that time. Later on, his first as-
sistant, Richard Devine, became State’s At-
torney of Cook County. Remarkably, Devine,
while he was in private practice, had been
Burge’s lawyer, defending many of these
civil cases. He then became prosecutor in
1997. Of course, he did nothing either, be-
cause his clients were the ones that needed
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