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Well, let us set the record straight. 

There were no weapons of mass de-
struction, there were no ties to al 
Qaeda, there was no imminent threat. 
The arguments in favor of war pre-
sented to Congress and the American 
people by the President deliberately 
used the most inflammatory of lan-
guage. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to say one 
more word on the President’s latest se-
ries of attacks. He says that those of us 
who criticize the war, who called for 
withdrawal, or who focused on how the 
American people were deliberately mis-
led into supporting the invasion on 
Iraq, that somehow we are betraying 
our troops and advocating a cut-and- 
run strategy. 

Mr. Speaker, our troops, who have 
carried out this mission with courage, 
dignity and sacrifice, represent our Na-
tion with honor, but they have been be-
trayed. They have been betrayed by 
policymakers who rushed into a war on 
false pretenses, they were betrayed by 
policymakers who sent them into 
harm’s way and overruled the good ad-
vice of our top military leaders as to 
troop strength and post-invasion plan-
ning, and they have been betrayed by 
policymakers who will not admit that 
mistakes were made and significant 
changes in policy are required in order 
to bring them home safe and sound. 

Critics of this policy strongly sup-
port reconstruction assistance for Iraq. 
We strongly support the training and 
equipping of Iraqi security forces. We 
strongly support internationally sup-
ported security forces in Iraq. We do 
not support cutting and running, but 
we do not support lying and hiding. Mr. 
Bush cannot rewrite history, he cannot 
rewrite the intelligence again, and he 
cannot continue to lie to the American 
people. The truth, the ugly truth, is 
coming out. 

[From the New York Times, Nov. 2005] 
DECODING MR. BUSH’S DENIALS 

To avoid having to account for his admin-
istration’s misleading statements before the 
war with Iraq, President Bush has tried de-
nial, saying he did not skew the intelligence. 
He’s tried to share the blame, claiming that 
Congress had the same intelligence he had, 
as well as President Bill Clinton. He’s tried 
to pass the buck and blame the C.I.A. Lately, 
he’s gone on the attack, accusing Democrats 
in Congress of aiding the terrorists. 

Yesterday in Alaska, Mr. Bush trotted out 
the same tedious deflection on Iraq that he 
usually attempts when his back is against 
the wall: he claims that questioning his ac-
tions three years ago is a betrayal of the 
troops in battle today. 

It all amounts to one energetic effort at 
avoidance. But like the W.M.D. reports that 
started the whole thing, the only problem is 
that none of it has been true. 

Mr. Bush says everyone had the same in-
telligence he had—Mr. Clinton and his advis-
ers, foreign governments, and members of 
Congress—and that all of them reached the 
same conclusions. The only part that is true 
is that Mr. Bush was working off the same 
intelligence Mr. Clinton had. But that is 
scary, not reassuring. The reports about Sad-
dam Hussein’s weapons were old, some more 
than 10 years old. Nothing was fresher than 
about five years, except reports that later 
proved to be fanciful. 

Foreign intelligence services did not have 
full access to American intelligence. But 
some had dissenting opinions that were ig-
nored or not shown to top American offi-
cials. Congress had nothing close to the 
President’s access to intelligence. The Na-
tional Intelligence Estimate presented to 
Congress a few days before the vote on war 
was sanitized to remove dissent and make 
conjecture seem like fact. 

It’s hard to imagine what Mr. Bush means 
when he says everyone reached the same 
conclusion. There was indeed a widespread 
belief that Iraq had chemical and biological 
weapons. But Mr. Clinton looked at the data 
and concluded that inspections and pressure 
were working—a view we now know was ac-
curate. France, Russia and Germany said 
war was not justified. Even Britain admitted 
later that there had been no new evidence 
about Iraq, just new politics. 

The administration had little company in 
saying that Iraq was actively trying to build 
a nuclear weapon. The evidence for this 
claim was a dubious report about an attempt 
in 1999 to buy uranium from Niger, later 
shown to be false, and the infamous alu-
minum tubes story. That was dismissed at 
the time by analysts with real expertise. 

The Bush administration was also alone in 
making the absurd claim that Iraq was in 
league with Al Qaeda and somehow con-
nected to the 9/11 terrorist attacks. That was 
based on two false tales. One was the sup-
posed trip to Prague by Mohamed Atta, a re-
port that was disputed before the war and 
came from an unreliable drunk. The other 
was that Iraq trained Qaeda members in the 
use of chemical and biological weapons. Be-
fore the war, the Defense Intelligence Agen-
cy concluded that this was a deliberate fab-
rication by an informer. 

Mr. Bush has said in recent days that the 
first phase of the Senate Intelligence Com-
mittee’s investigation on Iraq found no evi-
dence of political pressure to change the in-
telligence. That is true only in the very nar-
row way the Republicans on the committee 
insisted on defining pressure: as direct pres-
sure from senior officials to change intel-
ligence. Instead, the Bush administration 
made what it wanted to hear crystal clear 
and kept sending reports back to be redone 
until it got those answers. 

Richard Kerr, a former deputy director of 
central intelligence, said in 2003 that there 
was ‘‘significant pressure on the intelligence 
community to find evidence that supported a 
connection’’ between Iraq and Al Qaeda. The 
C.I.A. ombudsman told the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee that the administration’s 
‘‘hammering’’ on Iraq intelligence was hard-
er than he had seen in his 32 years at the 
agency. 

Mr. Bush and other administration offi-
cials say they faithfully reported what they 
had read. But Vice President Dick Cheney 
presented the Prague meeting as a fact when 
even the most supportive analysts consid-
ered it highly dubious. The administration 
has still not acknowledged that tales of Iraq 
coaching Al Qaeda on chemical warfare were 
considered false, even at the time they were 
circulated. 

The president and his top advisers may 
very well have sincerely believed that Iraq 
had weapons of mass destruction. But they 
did not allow the American people, or even 
Congress, to have the information necessary 
to make reasoned judgments of their own. 
It’s obvious that the Bush administration 
misled Americans about Mr. Hussein’s weap-
ons and his terrorist connections. We need to 
know how that happened and why. 

Mr. Bush said last Friday that he wel-
comed debate, even in a time of war, but 
that ‘‘it is deeply irresponsible to rewrite the 
history of how that war began.’’ We agree, 

but it is Mr. Bush and his team who are re-
writing history. 

f 

NEW DAY FOR HEALTH CARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. PRICE) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
contrary to what some of my friends on 
the other side of the aisle do, I like to 
take this time, morning hour, and 
share a little good news with the Amer-
ican people, because this is an exciting 
day. It is a new day for health care in 
our Nation. It is a day of great oppor-
tunity for seniors all across our Na-
tion. Today is the first day that seniors 
all across America are able to sign up 
voluntarily and participate in the new 
Medicare part D prescription drug pro-
gram. 

As many members of Congress know, 
I am a third-generation physician, and 
the things that were available to treat 
patients by my father and my grand-
father have changed so significantly. 
The kinds of things that I was able to 
use to take care of patients were re-
markably different than those that my 
father and grandfather were able to 
use. Medicine is an evolving science, 
and it changes almost daily. 

But the Medicare program, like most 
government programs, has not kept up. 
When Medicare started 40 years ago, 
there really were very few medications 
that were able to be used to signifi-
cantly alter the course of a disease or 
to prevent disease. But a lot of things 
have changed. Over the past 40 years, 
there are wonderful opportunities that 
have been created with the use of drug 
treatments and medications to prevent 
and cure diseases. 

Yet Medicare, until now, has not cov-
ered a single medication. None. The 
Medicare system would cover, for ex-
ample, the incredibly expensive sur-
gery to take care of an ulcer, but it 
would not cover the medications to 
prevent the ulcer in the first place. 
That Medicare would cover, for exam-
ple, the expensive hospitalization or 
potential surgery to treat an individual 
who had a stroke but would not cover 
the medications that were available to 
prevent a stroke, itself, does not make 
any sense at all. But all that is chang-
ing, and all of that is changing begin-
ning today. 

I want to stress that this is a vol-
untary program, a voluntary program 
for all seniors. Most seniors, if they 
look at the options available to them, 
will be helped significantly and as-
sisted in their purchase and the ability 
to purchase medications by this new 
program. 

Some might argue that much of this 
will be confusing, and it may be at the 
beginning. All kinds of programs that 
start anew oftentimes have many 
things that are confusing in them. 
However, I encourage my colleagues, 
both in Congress and in the medical 
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profession, to assist in educating sen-
iors about the options that are avail-
able to them. 

I have held a number of meetings 
around my district with seniors in an 
effort to try to educate them, and they 
have wonderful questions, will this pro-
gram help me, how do I know that it 
will cover the medications that I have, 
how do I sign up, how do I get that in-
formation. 

If I may pass along a couple of items, 
the first is the Medicare number: 1–800– 
Medicare. There are many individuals 
available at that line to be able to help 
seniors. Also, the Web site, 
www.medicare.gov. I was on it just this 
morning and it has a wealth of infor-
mation available to folks. 

In these meetings that I had, I al-
ways had somebody available from 
CMS, or the Center for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services, with me to be able 
to help answer questions. But what I 
was most impressed with, in Georgia at 
least, the vast majority of seniors will 
be able to have a program that is bet-
ter for them, covers more of their 
medications than they currently have 
with this Medicare program. 

There are some important dates to 
remember. Today is the first date that 
is important. Today is the first day 
that seniors are able to sign up for a 
program whose coverage begins on Jan-
uary 1. This window of opportunity, 
that time to sign up, is between now, 
November 15, 2005, and May 15, 2006, 
even though the program begins on 
January 1. 

Many seniors are currently receiving 
some prescription drug coverage now 
through a Medicare plus program or a 
supplemental program. I think it is im-
portant again for most seniors to ap-
preciate that this program, the Medi-
care part D program, will be better for 
them than the current program that 
they have. 

Again, 1–800–Medicare is the phone 
number. The Web site is 
www.medicare.gov. It is important 
that seniors look at the list of medica-
tions that they are currently taking 
and the list of medications that are 
available through the plans that are 
available to them and select one that is 
able to meld those that is going to 
cover the medications that they have. 

It is an exciting time. It is a great 
opportunity for all seniors across our 
Nation. I encourage every senior to 
look at the options available to them 
and make certain that they are select-
ing a program that suits them best. I 
am hopeful that this will help improve 
the health care and the healthful sta-
tus of all seniors across our Nation. I 
look forward to watching this program 
as it unfolds and as it evolves, and 
hopefully this will be an impetus to 
allow Medicare to be a much more nim-
ble program. 

f 

PETER DRUCKER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-

ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to mark the passing of an incred-
ible individual. He was a teacher and a 
friend of mine, and he was known to 
the world as the father of modern man-
agement. I am referring, of course, to 
Professor Peter Drucker, who passed 
away last Friday at his home in Clare-
mont at the age of 95. When I spoke to 
his wonderful wife, Doris, early Satur-
day morning, the first thing she said, 
of course, was that Peter led an incred-
ibly full life, which we all know that he 
did. 

I was able to, as an undergraduate, 
because of this great structure at the 
Claremont colleges, that allows for 
cross registration among the six dif-
ferent colleges, to begin taking classes 
as an undergraduate with Professor 
Drucker. Then, of course, going on to 
the graduate university there, I did the 
same. 

His words and his wisdom have had a 
profound effect on my strong beliefs 
and personal responsibility, free mar-
kets, the power of entrepreneurship 
and, of course, the very healthy and 
important skepticism of the effective-
ness of sprawling government bureauc-
racies. I remember having dinner with 
him just a few years ago, and he was 
talking about an Italian observer who 
said the greatest threat to the future 
of Italy is efficient government. He was 
a genius, he was a genius who gener-
ously shared his talents, his kindness 
and his time with so many of us. 

For a man of such unparalleled vision 
and capability, he had wonderfully dis-
arming sense of humor and an amazing 
humility. He was a world-class thinker 
and a provocative, as we all know, pro-
lific writer. 

When he was just 23 years of age, liv-
ing in Germany, he wrote an essay that 
was both outlawed and burned by the 
Nazis. When he was 30 years of age, his 
first book, The End of Economic Man, 
was made required reading for grad-
uates of the British Officers’ Candidate 
School by Winston Churchill. All told 
he wrote over 30 books that sold mil-
lions of copies around the globe and in-
fluenced business leaders, social pio-
neers and heads of state. 

The great thing was that while he 
had the ears of the world’s top leaders 
in both business and government, he 
maintained his strong commitment to 
teaching. He put great emphasis on in-
dividuals, and their contributions to 
large organizations and society. He saw 
employees as a company’s most valu-
able resource, and in working together 
toward a defined goal, its greatest 
source of progress and change. 

Mr. Speaker, I could not agree more. 
He also believed that the highest 
standards of ethics and morality were 
essential to both a successful enter-
prise and a vibrant society. Being a 
good corporate citizen was a duty on 
par and not at odds with maximizing 
profits. 

Later in his career, he devoted much 
of his time to studying community or-
ganizations, because, in his words, the 
21st century will be the century of the 
social sector organization. The more 
economy, money and information be-
come global, the more community will 
matter. He donated his expertise to a 
wide range of organizations, the Amer-
ican Red Cross, the American Heart 
Association. The results of his advice 
and leadership have played a role in re-
sponding most recently to Hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita. His groundbreaking 
work resulted in many accolades and 
many opportunities to share his 
thoughts. 

In 1987, Claremont named its grad-
uate school of management in his 
honor. He was a regular economist for 
the Wall Street Journal for two dec-
ades, from 1975 to 1995. He was be-
stowed with 25 doctorates from univer-
sities in Europe and here in the United 
States. 

In 1990, he created the Peter Drucker 
Foundation to bring together business 
and social leaders. One of the great 
thrills for me was I was able to be with 
Professor Drucker and his wonderful 
and extraordinarily talented wife, 
Doris, in the East Room of the White 
House when President Bush in 2002 be-
stowed the Medal of Freedom, the high-
est civilian award in our country, on 
Professor Drucker. 

The Economist Magazine, one of my 
favorite publications, called him the 
greatest thinker management theory 
has ever produced. In his book, Innova-
tion and Entrepreneurship, Dr. 
Drucker described entrepreneurs as 
those who create something new, some-
thing different. They change or trans-
mute values. By his own definition, it 
is clear that Dr. Drucker was an intel-
lectual entrepreneur. 

I mentioned this dinner that I had 
with him just a few years ago. I had the 
thrill of spending 3 hours with him. We 
talked about the impact that he had on 
so many people. The Los Angeles 
Times recounted that great entre-
preneur Jack Welch, who headed Gen-
eral Electric, as saying that the turn-
ing point in large part came for him 
when Professor Drucker asked him the 
question, if you were not doing exactly 
what you are doing today, would you 
begin doing it, which was a very, very 
important point in determining what 
the future of General Electric was 
going to be. 

I also remember our former colleague 
Amo Houghton often quoting Peter 
Drucker when he said every brilliant 
idea ultimately degenerates to hard 
work. He was an amazing individual. 
He was a man of great warmth and ac-
complishment, and I will miss him per-
sonally, and I know the world is better 
because of his life. 

My thoughts and prayers are with 
Doris and their wonderful children and 
grandchildren. I will simply say to Pro-
fessor Drucker, thank you, thank you, 
thank you for everything that you 
have done to improve the quality of 
life for so many. 
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