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that we hold dear: life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness. My continual
prayer for America is that we never
forsake the Judeo-Christian values
that ensure these freedoms remain a
centerpiece of our great Nation.

———

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

(Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——————

IRAQ

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

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, recently I
met with veterans in New Jersey, some
of whom had served in the Second
World War, and earlier in the day that
I met with them, I had returned from a
fact-finding trip to Iraq with Rep-
resentative THOMPSON of California, a
colleague on the House Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence.

I told these veterans that they would
not recognize this war in Iraq. From a
technological standpoint, the kind of
battlefield sensors and intelligence
analysis capabilities available to our
troops in Iraq are so far beyond any-
thing that was fielded by the military
in the Second World War or, in fact,
even in more recent conflicts. That’s
the good news.

The other thing that they would not
recognize, the not-so-good news, is that
unlike say the Second World War, the
United States cannot control the out-
come in Iraq or achieve success be-
cause we do not know who the enemy
is and what constitutes success.

While part of our trip involved classi-
fied briefings in which we examined
how the intelligence community is sup-
porting our troops, we also had the op-
portunity to meet at length with Gen-
eral David Petraeus and Ambassador
Crocker to discuss the situation on the
ground, including the status of the po-
litical reconciliation among Iraq’s war-
ring factions. The two gave a positive
report and spoke of a great deal of
progress.

Two outstanding patriots, a good
general, a good diplomat, but the pres-
entation that America is making
progress toward a successful outcome
in Iraq makes sense only if we contin-
ually redefine what we mean by suc-
cess. And for over 5 years, we've been
redefining both our rationale for invad-
ing Iraq and how we propose to meas-
ure success.

First, it was to go after those respon-
sible for 9/11. Then it was to remove
Saddam Hussein from power and track
down his WMDs. And then it was to
bring stability to the region. And then
it was to bring free elections and bring
all the warring factions together in a
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model of democracy for the Middle
East. Then it was to create a road to
peace in Israel through Iraq. And then
it was to give the Iraqis more time to
organize their government. Now, it
seems to be to reduce the number of
members of al Qaeda in Iraq, the AQI,
which was, of course, zero before it all
started.

These repeated rationalizations and
redefinitions serve no one’s interests,
particularly the interests of our men
and women of our Armed Forces who
we’ve sent in harm’s way in Iraq.

In Baghdad, I met with active duty
soldiers, including some from New Jer-
sey. American troops are performing
superbly in Iraq under difficult condi-
tions. As I told them, they, and the
New Jersey National Guard members
who will be deploying later this year,
deserve not just our gratitude, but all
the support they need to do their job,
the wherewithal they need to do their
job, and I would say just as much sup-
port when they return home as vet-
erans.

Of course, we want our soldiers to
succeed. We want the Iraqis to be
peaceful and prosperous. We want ter-
rorists and other enemies of the United
States to be defanged and defeated. But
for that to happen, it must be in Iraq,
at least the Iraqis, the Iraqi political
factions who must take the lead in end-
ing their civil war.

It’s impossible to hide the fact that
the limited security gains achieved
since last fall have not been matched
by political reconciliation on the part
of the Iraqis.

Unfortunately, Iraq’s central govern-
ment continues to lack legitimacy in
the eyes of its people, as the recent
combat in Basra and Baghdad have
clearly shown. It is clear that the Iraqi
government is, so far anyway, unwill-
ing or unable to take the steps nec-
essary to reach a political settlement
that will end the violence.

One of the reasons I voted against
the war resolution to go into Iraq in
the first place was that Iraqg was not a
threat to the United States in the
wake of the 9/11 attacks and that at-
tacking Iraq would unleash forces we
could not control. I was not alone in
making those arguments, which trag-
ically have been validated by events.

My latest trip to Iraq has, sadly, re-
inforced my belief that success is being
redefined only once again, and what we
need to do is to take decisive action to
end our combat involvement in Iraq
and refocus our efforts on destroying al
Qaeda and eliminating the conditions
that breed international terrorism and
refocusing our resources on pressing
domestic and international needs.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
RICHARDSON). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. KELLER) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

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

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

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, today, the House of Rep-
resentatives debated the conference re-
port on what we in Kansas call the
farm bill. Here in Washington, it’s now
called the Food, Conservation, Energy
Security Act, and I note that the word
“farm’ is now missing from the farm
bill.

As I indicate to Kansans, there prob-
ably is no more important piece of leg-
islation that this Congress will con-
sider than the 2008 farm bill from a
Kansas perspective. Certainly, not
every Kansan is a farmer, not every
Kansan is a rancher, but agriculture is
the backbone of the Kansas economy,
and policies that we determine here
today in the House of Representatives
and tonight later in the Senate affect
the Kansas economy and a way of life
that we have revered in our State for
generations.

Agriculture is not only a business.
It’s not only a way of earning a living.
In fact, it’s a very difficult way of
earning a living. It is the opportunity
that we have in our State for sons and
daughters to work side-by-side with
moms and dads. It’s the opportunity
for us to pass on values from one gen-
eration to the next.

And today, Madam Speaker, I worry
that the legislation that we will soon
be sending to the President is inad-
equate to meet the needs of Kansas
producers and American agriculture.

In the 2002 farm bill, we passed a se-
curity net, a safety net for our farmers,
and it’s a three-pronged approach to
making certain that our farmers are
secure and have an opportunity to sur-
vive in difficult times, whether those
times are difficult because of low com-
modity prices or difficult because the
weather does not cooperate.

And today, Madam Speaker, we chose
to reduce that security, that safety net
that provides Kansans a future.

I had two criteria in trying to deter-
mine whether or not the farm bill was
something I should vote for. One: Is
this farm bill better? Is the 2007, now
2008, farm bill better than the one that
was adopted by Congress in 2002? And
clearly, the answer to that is no.

And the second criteria comes from
listening to farmers for the last 2 and
3 years about what a new farm bill
should look like. In fact, I listened to
American producers from across the
country. Since the passage of the last
farm bill, I’ve chaired or been the rank-
ing Republican, Republican leader on
the subcommittee responsible for all
farm programs and participated in 15
hearings across the country. And what
I heard time and time again, especially
from the folks back home is, whatever
you do, JERRY, make certain that we
don’t lose the direct payment and
make certain that crop insurance re-
mains a viable option for us to protect



