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government operating under clearly
defined, limited powers.

Dividing sovereignty between the
Federal Government and those of the
States prevents an unhealthy con-
centration of powers at any one level of
government. As James Madison in the
Federalist Number 51 said, this ar-
rangement is a double security in pro-
tecting the rights of the people.

Throughout the last few generations
in particular, the intent of the 10th
amendment, that of a limited and effi-
cient central government, has been fad-
ing away. There are those I know who
support a bigger, more centralized gov-
ernment. They believe a central gov-
ernment run bureaucracy can make the
best decisions for the American people.

They believe in the public good of
higher taxes. But on that I strongly
disagree. As a member of the House
Committee on the Budget, I am very
much aware of where such faulty rea-
soning leads our Nation. It leads to our
current situation, a bloated Federal
Government consumed by a deficit up-
wards of $400 billion, which, in turn, de-
livers sub par public services.

Now then, to be fair, much of the
spending that recently caused this def-
icit to increase is temporary relief on
the gulf coast region and the global
war on terror. It may not show up on
the bottom line. And while this eases
the short-term picture, the bigger
problem is still one that must be ad-
dressed. And if we do not curb this fool-
ish Federal spending habit now, our
children will have to pay the price.

Congress, you see, on almost a daily
basis allows, our government to grow,
pushing it is further into deficit. And
we are swiftly drifting away from the
limits set by our Founding Fathers.

Each time a Member slides his card
to cast a vote, he needs to ask himself
this one question: Does the bill that I
am voting for violate the Constitution?
Does it take away rights promised to
our constituents and put them in the
hands of a bureaucracy in Washington
instead?

I remind this body that the Constitu-
tion does not only protect the rights of
the people though. It also protects the
rights of the states. In Federalist num-
ber 45, James Madison wrote, ‘‘The
powers delegated by the proposed Con-
stitution to the Federal Government
are few and defined. Those which will
remain in the states governments are
numerous and indefinite.”

I have long served in this House long
enough to know that it makes our lives
easier at home when we come to D.C.
and support increased funding for every
conceivable type of program. Yet
James Madison and his colleagues were
less concerned about their ability to
write glittering press releases than
they were in developing an efficient
system of government, one that would
operate at the lowest cost to the people
paying it, the people at home.

That is what this caucus is all about
and what these weekly information
sessions are about as well. We must
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turn a critical eye on the Federal Gov-
ernment. This is how we will lower the
deficit, grow the economy and assure
that America remains that beacon on a
hill.

Aside from being informational, this
Caucus also seeks to make specific leg-
islative gains in the name of govern-
mental efficiency and Constitutional
adherence. So we will support legisla-
tion that seeks to return power and au-
thority back where it belongs, to the
States, local governments and to the
people.

And so tonight, I specifically ask all
Members to consider supporting the
Reaffirmation of American Independ-
ence resolution that will soon be re-
introduced by Congressmen FEENEY
and GOODLATTE. This is a resolution I
know our Founding Fathers would be
original cosponsors of, were they able.
Article VI of the U.S. Constitution
states, “This Constitution and the laws
of the U.S. shall be made in pursuance
thereof; shall be the supreme law of the
land; and the judges in every state
shall be bound thereby, anything in the
Constitution or laws or any state or
the country notwithstanding.”

This legislation goes in the direction
to ensure that all such laws abide with
our Constitution and not by foreign
governments.

————

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

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

———

MESSAGE TO THE PRESIDENT:
END THE OCCUPATION

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last
week British Prime Minister Tony
Blair announced that more than 1,600
British soldiers would be sent home
from Iraq. By recalling troops from
Iraq, the British government has sent a
very clear message that increasing the
number of troops is not the right strat-
egy. In fact, the British government
has come to the same conclusion that
many Americans have reached almost 4
years ago. We should be ending the
military occupation of Iraq, not ex-
panding it. We should be supporting
the men and women who have served
bravely in Iraq by sending them home,
not sending them back for their fourth
or their fifth tour of duty after only a
very few months of spending time with
their families.

The British government’s decision to
scale back its military commitment in
Iraq should have been another impor-
tant wake up call to President Bush.
However, the President has continued
his course to go it alone, regardless of
the staggering costs to our Nation.

H1935

President Bush has drained Amer-
ica’s reservoir of goodwill by ignoring
the facts on the ground, the advice of
his generals, and the will of the Amer-
ican public. By stubbornly pursuing
the same misguided policies over and
over again, he has left it to Congress to
stop him.

Two weeks ago, the House took an
important first step by overwhelmingly
passing a bipartisan resolution con-
demning the President’s decision to
send more than 20,000 additional Amer-
ican soldiers to the front lines. I com-
mend the Democratic leadership, and I
commend my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle for having the courage to
stand up to the President and to oppose
his escalation. This vote, however, is
only the first step.

Now that the House has stood up to
disagree with the President, we must
use this consensus to take on the ur-
gent job of bringing our troops safely
home.

As a member of the Foreign Affairs
Committee and a co founder of the Out
of Iraq Caucus, I have introduced a
comprehensive and detailed plan to end
the occupation while ensuring that we
achieve security and stability in Iraq.
My bill, H.R. 508, the Bring the Troops
Home and Iraq Sovereignty Restora-
tion Act, now has 47 cosponsors.

H.R. 508 will provide for a fully fund-
ed withdrawal of U.S. troops and con-
tractors from Iraq within a 6-month pe-
riod. During the time of that 6-month
passage, our troops will return home to
receive the full health care benefits
they deserve because we owe them, we
owe them no less for their sacrifices.
And while they are coming home, we
will be putting those laws into place,
ensuring they get their benefits.

Also during that 6-month withdrawal
period, our government will accelerate
the training and equipping of Iraqi se-
curity forces, and if requested by the
Iraqi government, we will work with
the international community to pro-
vide a stabilization force to enhance
Iraq’s security.

Additionally, my bill would prohibit
the establishment of permanent U.S.
bases in Iraq, and we would return con-
trol of Iraq’s oil resources to the Iraqi
people. The only way to restore sta-
bility to Iraq is to return the country
to the Iraqis, and we must work with
our allies to achieve this. But when the
Bush administration, in spite of all the
advice to the contrary, decides to esca-
late the occupation, and the British
government takes the sensible path of
withdrawal, they both can’t be right.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot afford to
wait for the President to realize his
mistake. Too many brave men and
brave women have died and suffered to
continue this occupation. We must
stand up, we must demand, we must
bring our troops home. That is how we
can protect our troops.
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