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the Guard and Reserve; and $62 million to
speed up the processing of claims of veterans
returning from Iraq and Afghanistan.

Mr. Speaker, when American troops are
sent into harm’s way, America has an obliga-
tion to do all it can to minimize the risk of
harm to the troops. That is why it was so im-
portant that we included additional funding
above the President’s request to support our
troops. We provided $2.5 billion more to ad-
dress the current readiness crisis of our state-
side troops, including ensuring that they are
better equipped and trained. We included $1.4
billion more for military housing allowances
and $311 million more for Mine Resistant Am-
bush Protected (MRAP) vehicles for troops in
Irag. And there is included in the supplemental
$222 million more for infrared counter-
measures for Air Force aircraft to address the
growing threat against U.S. air operations in
Iraq and Afghanistan

Equally important, Mr. Speaker, the supple-
mental contains language directing the Presi-
dent to adhere to current military guidelines for
unit readiness, deployments, and time be-
tween deployments.

In the supplemental we passed, the De-
fense Department is required to abide by its
current Unit Readiness policy, requiring the
chief of the military department concerned to
determine that a unit is “fully mission capable”
before it is deployed to Iraq. The President
may waive this provision by submitting a re-
port to Congress detailing why the unit's de-
ployment is in the interests of national security
despite the assessment that the unit is not
fully mission capable.

The Defense Department is also required to
abide by its current policy and avoid extending
the deployment of units in Iraq in excess of
365 days for the Army and 210 days for the
Marines. The provision may be waived by the
President only by submitting a report to Con-
gress detailing the particular reason or rea-
sons why the unit's extended deployment is in
the interests of national security.

Mr. Speaker, to reduce the incidence of
combat fatigue and enhance readiness, it is
important that our troops have sufficient “time
out of the combat zone and training between
deployments. That is why we require the De-
fense Department to abide by its current policy
and avoid sending units back into Iraq before
troops get the required time away from the
war theater. The President may waive this
provision by submitting a report to Congress
detailing why the unit’s early redeployment to
Iraq is in the interests of national security.

Mr. Speaker, the American people spoke
loudly and clearly last November when they
tossed out the Rubber-Stamp Republican
Congress. They voted for a New Direction in
Iraq and for change in America. They voted to
disentangle American troops from the car-
nage, chaos, and civil war in Iraq. They voted
for accountability and oversight, which we
Democrats have begun to deliver on; already
the new majority has held more than 100 con-
gressional hearings related to the Irag War, in-
vestigating everything from the rampant waste,
fraud, and abuse of Iraq reconstruction fund-
ing to troop readiness to the Iraq Study Group
Report to the shameful mistreatment of
wounded soldiers recuperating at Walter Reed
Medical Center.

And we will not stop, Mr. Speaker, until we
are clearly on a glide path to the day when
our troops come home and where we can
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“care for him who has borne the battle, and
for his widow and orphan.” And even then our
work will not be done. For we must still be
about the business of repairing the damage to
America’s international reputation and pres-
tige. But this Democratic majority, led by the
Progressive Caucus and the Out of Iraq Cau-
cus, has ushered in a new era of oversight,
accountability, and transparency to defense
and reconstruction contracting and procure-
ment.

———
THE LOGAN ACT

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I have high regard for everybody in
this whole body, but when someone
does something wrong, it is imperative
that it be brought to light, and brought
to light in a public forum.

About a week ago, the Speaker of the
House, along with others, took a trip
that the State Department and the
White House disapproved of, to visit
Syria. Syria is a terrorist state, has
been on the terrorist state list for a
long, long time. They have been work-
ing with Iran, they have been a transit
point for weapons that went into Leb-
anon, weapons that killed a lot of peo-
ple. They support Hezbollah and
Hamas, two terrorist organizations.
They work closely with Iran which has
been involved in terrorism and is also
on the terrorist list. And for the
Speaker and others to go over there
and talk with Assad, in my opinion and
in the opinion of the law, the Logan
Act, that it was not only the wrong
thing to do and sent the wrong mes-
sage, but it was a violation of an act of
Congress.

I want to read to you the language in
the Logan Act. It says, ‘““‘Any citizen of
the United States, wherever he or she
may be, who, without authority of the
United States, directly or indirectly
commences oOr carries on any cor-
respondence or intercourse with any
foreign government or any officer or
agent thereof, in relation to any dis-
putes or controversies with the United
States, or to defeat the measures of
United States, shall be fined under this
title or imprisoned not more than 3
years or both.”

Now, I am not under any illusions
that there is going to be any censor-
ship of the Speaker or any prosecution
of the Speaker, but I think the Amer-
ican people ought to know that she
weakened the position of the United
States in the Middle East, and she
broke the law; and she should be held
accountable for that. And tonight I
hope the American people get this mes-
sage and send a message to the Speak-
er.

She has talked recently, as I under-
stand it, and she is thinking about
going to Iran and talking to
Ahmadinejad. He is one of the terrorist
leaders of the world. And if she were to
go over there while he is building nu-
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clear weapons and the whole world is
trying to get him to stop, it would be
a sure sign of weakness on the part of
the United States, and it would send
such a signal that they would be more
aggressive than they have been in the
past.

In 1938 and 1939, Winston Churchill
was looked upon as a warmonger be-
cause he warned about Hitler, and yet
Lord Chamberlain went to Munich,
Germany, and he signed a peace agree-
ment on Hitler’s terms, gave Hitler the
Sudetenland, came back, and said,
‘“Peace in our time,” because he went
and talked with Hitler and he thought
he could convince him not to be aggres-
sive. That was the green light for
World War II and 62 million people
died.

Talking to these terrorists without
getting them to discuss and want to
change and move away from their poli-
cies of mass destruction is wrong. Iran
is trying to build nuclear weapons and
they will already have one; they are
trying to build a delivery system for
intercontinental, intermediate range,
and short-range missiles.

We must not send a signal of weak-
ness. I think the Speaker did the wrong
thing. I believe she violated the Logan
Act because she didn’t have the ap-
proval of both the White House and the
Defense Department, and I hope that
she won’t do this again. And I certainly
hope she won’t go to Iran.

——
O 1945

COMMEMORATING THE RUTGERS
UNIVERSITY SCARLET KNIGHTS

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I came
here tonight to talk about the Rutgers
Women’s basketball team, which I am
so proud of, and I will. But I have to re-
spond to the previous speaker.

I am very proud of the fact that
Speaker PELOSI went to Syria. It is
very important for us to have a dia-
logue with Syria. The fact of the mat-
ter is that the Iraq Study Group rec-
ommended that we have a dialogue
with both Syria and Iran, and certainly
we need a new direction with regard to
the war in Iraq. And an effort to reach
out and have dialogue is a good thing.

And there is such hypocrisy on the
part of the other side of the aisle. 1
mean, the President and the White
House criticized the Speaker. But a
week before, a couple of days before,
there were Republican Members of
Congress that went to Syria. So this is
just total hypocrisy.

It was a good thing that she went to
Syria. It is the very type of dialogue
that we need.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I came here this
evening to honor the Rutgers Univer-
sity Scarlet Knights women’s basket-
ball team and applaud their character
and integrity. These remarkable young
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