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hundreds of millions of dollars could
provide no assurance that it was pro-
viding the best possible safety for gov-
ernment and reconstruction personnel
as required by the contract and could
not even show that its employees, au-
thorized to carry weapons, were
trained to use those weapons.

Halliburton tripled the cost of hand
towels, hand towels at taxpayer ex-
pense, by insisting on having its own
embroidered logo on each towel, and
Halliburton employees dumped 50,000
pounds of nails in the desert. Why? Be-
cause they ordered the wrong size, all
at taxpayer expense because it was a
cost-plus contract.

Halliburton double charged tax pay-
ers for $617,000 worth of soda and
charged taxpayers for services that it
never provided and tens of thousands of
meals that it never served our soldiers.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, we have
filed H. Res. 97 to demand account-
ability on how tax money is being
spent in Iraq, and I yield to the gen-
tleman from Long Island.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I would
just close with one point.

I want to echo what the gentleman
from Georgia has said. This soldier
comes first. If you go into fight a glob-
al war on terror you better make sure
the fighters have everything they need.
Do not ask them to stand in line be-
hind the corporate executives at Halli-
burton. Do not ask them to stand in
line behind the CEO of Exxon Mobil
who got a huge tax cut on top of his
bonus, on top of his huge salary. Do not
ask them to stand in line behind the
big pharmaceutical companies that
also got a windfall from the govern-
ment in the Medicare part D program,
despite their record-breaking profits.

The gentleman from Georgia and the
gentleman from Arkansas and I believe
more than anything else that our pri-
mary obligation in this place, in this
House, is to support our Armed Forces
and to Kkeep this Nation safe. That
takes the right priorities.

In the past, the priorities have been
wrong. How do I know? Two-thirds of
our National Guard units do not have
the equipment they need to respond to
an emergency or an act of terrorism at
home because the equipment is sitting
in Iraq because we did not fund the war
fight properly.

It is time to put our soldiers first,
not just in our rhetoric but in our
budgets; and to do that, you need ac-
countability.

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. The final
analysis of what we are saying is what
the American people spoke to in No-
vember. They spoke to warning this
Congress to stand up and demand ac-
countability and be good stewards of
their tax dollars, and that is the core
of our Blue Dog resolution. I believe
that and I hope that within the next
couple of months we will have this res-
olution passed.

Might I ask for the benefit of our au-
dience if I could ask Mr. Ross if we
could give the number of our House
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Resolution in the event that there
might be some individuals who are in
the C-SPAN audience who might want
to give us a little helping hand here to
help us get this bill passed.

Mr. ROSS. H. Res. 97, providing for
Operation Iraqi Freedom cost account-
ability, and it is quite simple. We want
this administration to be accountable
for your tax money, Mr. Speaker, that
is being spent in Iraq, number one.

Number two, we want a Truman-like
commission to put an end to war prof-
iteering in Iraq.

And, finally, we want this adminis-
tration to stop playing games and ask-
ing for emergency supplementals to
hide the true cost of the war and ask
for the money the way that all other
funds are appropriated by this Con-
gress, through the normal process.

One hundred point four billion dol-
lars was the cost for 2006. Over $400 bil-
lion has been spent since this war
began. That is $8.4 billion a month.
That is $275 million a day, and that is
nearly $12 million an hour of your tax
money, Mr. Speaker, and the tax
money of every hardworking man and
woman in this country; and it is time
to restore commonsense, fiscal dis-
cipline and accountability to our gov-
ernment. That is one way, Mr. Speak-
er, that we believe we can honor our
men and women in uniform.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Speaker would remind Members to di-
rect their comments to the Chair.

—————

WHAT IS GOOD FOR AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the privilege and the honor of
being recognized to address you on the
floor of the House of the United States
House of Representatives, the people’s
House, this people’s House and this new
day, this new dawn that was pledged to
come to this 110th Congress.

As you may or may not know, Mr.
Speaker, I spend many hours here on
the floor in these Special Orders and in
debate on bills and in 1-minutes and in
b-minutes as we engage in this dialogue
and raise the issue of what is good for
America.
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One of the very important things
about determining what’s good for
America is to have a process for Amer-
ica that is conducive to the right re-
sult, and the right result in most cases,
we will agree, I believe, would be the
will of the people: the will of the people
properly informed, the will of people
properly educated, and the will of the
people that have access through the
first amendment rights to all the infor-
mation and all the knowledge possible.

H1033

But, then, I would point out that we
do not live in a democracy. As much as
I have said about the reflection of the
voice or the people here in the people’s
House, each one of us does have an ob-
ligation to listen carefully and atten-
tively to our constituents, to the peo-
ple in this country, and not just con-
fined within our districts, but to listen
to the Nation as a whole and focus on
the interests of our district. But some-
times we have to put the Nation ahead
of, sometimes, the will of our district.

But this is a constitutional Republic
that we serve in, not a democracy. I
point out that our Founding Fathers
had a significant concern, and I will
say even a literal fear of democracies.

On one of my earlier trips out here to
Washington, DC, quite some years ago,
I visited the National Archives on my
first visit. As I waited in line to go
around and be able to stand there and
gaze upon the Declaration of Independ-
ence, upon the Constitution, upon the
Bill of Rights in their original form,
the original documents that our
Founding Fathers placed their hands to
and pledged their lives, their fortunes
and their sacred honor, as I waited to
view that for the first time, on display
at the National Archives was a display
of Greek artifacts.

The Greek artifacts that had come
from 2- to 3,000 years ago in the era
where the closest thing that there has
been to a pure democracy from the
standpoint of the Greek city-states,
where of-age males would gather to-
gether, and they would debate; they
would debate the issues of the day.
They had a number of things they put
in place for stopgap. One of the things
they found out was, you will recognize
the term ‘‘demagogue.”

“Demagogue’ is a term that we use
occasionally in our vernacular, perhaps
here on the floor reluctantly, but also
throughout our dialogue across the
country. There is not a lot of history
on demagogues. It is hard to Google
demagogue and to become an expert, to
look under amazon.com and to come up
with real books that are written on
real facts that identify demagogues in
the Greek era. They are almost non-
existent in this Nation’s literature, at
least so far as I have been able to iden-
tify.

But what the Founders knew and
what young Americans growing up
today and, really, all of its citizens
should have an understanding of is that
in that purer form of democracy in the
Greek-city state, they had Greek
demagogues who had such an oratori-
cal skill that they could stand up in
front of that small coliseum, so to
speak, and make their pitch in such a
passionate, logical and rational way
that it would move the emotions of the
Greeks within that city.

They would not necessarily analyze
the information behind that debate.
They would not necessarily analyze the
data, the calculations. They maybe
were not even thinking for themselves.
But what they would do is, they would
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