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‘‘I think it creates further estrangement,’’
said Representative Bill Delahunt, a Massachusetts Democrat and a member of the
House International Relations Committee
who has met many times with Mr. Chávez.
‘‘One cannot get around the fact that Hugo
Chávez is a democratically elected president.’’
But Bush administration policy planners
say that efforts to patch up relations with
Venezuela have largely failed.
The
American
ambassador,
William
Brownfield, who took over in Caracas in September, spent fruitless months before getting a meeting with Mr. Rodrı́guez. Requests
for meetings with other ministers and even
midlevel officials are routinely ignored, and
Venezuela has canceled dozens of routine exchange programs with the United States.
The one option that administration officials increasingly believe they have is to respond much more assertively and publicly to
Venezuelan policies the United States does
not like, ideally with the help of other countries and respected institutions like the
Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights.
‘‘We shouldn’t be afraid to say when he’s
taking away liberties, not at all,’’ Robert B.
Zoellick, now the deputy secretary of state,
told the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in February.
Venezuelan Foreign Ministry officials say
they still hold out hope that relations will
improve. ‘‘There is one condition for us to
have healthy relations with the United
States,’’ said Vice Minister Mari Pili
Hernández, who handles relations with Washington. ‘‘It’s called respect.’’

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCCAUL of Texas). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is recognized for
5 minutes.
(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

ORDER OF BUSINESS
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take my special order at this time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.
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U.S. FOREST SERVICE NEEDS TO
ACT NOW
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentleman from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, a
few days ago a P–3 Orion aircraft,
owned by Aero-Union, on contract to
the U.S. Forest Service, crashed in
California. This crash in and of itself
reduced the current Federal fleet of
nonmilitary, firefighting planes by 10
percent. It probably also will lead to
the grounding of the remaining nine
Federal aircraft currently available for
firefighting in the United States. So
here we are, quickly approaching the
fire season, and our Federal fleet of civilian firefighting aircraft, which was
33 strong only 2 years ago, will most
likely be nonexistent this year.
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Yes, we may have a few small crop
dusters. We have some helicopters
available. But if the wind comes up and
a major conflagration gets out of control, our frontline firefighters will have
no real backup. This would be a calamity of death and destruction, made all
the worse because it is avoidable if we
act now.
To have us become so defenseless is
inexcusable. Not to take the steps immediately to end this vulnerability
would be even worse. So what do we
do?
Today I am calling on the leadership
of the U.S. Forest Service and the U.S.
Department of Agriculture to take the
steps necessary to prevent a fire catastrophe later this year. Do not leave us
helpless and our firefighters vulnerable
and unable to thwart a blaze for lack of
a large tanker aircraft which should be
available. And do not tell me that it
cannot be done unless we have billions
of dollars. The U.S. Forest Service regulations establishing the requirements
for airplane-based firefighting are obviously designed to protect the good old
boys and to discourage anyone else
with new approaches and new alternatives. I am suggesting that the U.S.
Forest Service drop its obstructionist
policies that have prevented, among
other things, the use of foreign firefighting aircraft to extinguish major
fires in the United States.
Specifically, the Russians have invested a large amount of money in
large capacity firefighting air tankers.
We wanted them to invest in this. We
wanted them to invest in these things
rather than in military hardware. Well,
they invested and they can be anywhere in the United States or yes, anywhere in the world, in less than 24
hours. They have already played a significant role in extinguishing huge
fires in Australia, Greece, and elsewhere. Yet the U.S. Forest Service has
blocked the Russians from providing
their services here, even as we endured
massive fire destruction in places like
Florida, New Mexico, and in California.
This stonewalling and obstructionism
has gone on for 10 years, even as our
Federal firefighting air fleet deteriorated, and even as lives, homes, and
other property were being lost to outof-control fires.
This year there has been considerably more rainfall in southern California than usual. It does not take a
genius to predict that the increased
rainfall we have already experienced
will result in a proliferation of shrub
growth, thereby increasing the danger
of wildfires later this year. In short, we
face a fearsome wildfire threat, and the
U.S. Forest Service needs to act now,
or we will have no large capacity firefighting aircraft tankers available
should the worst occur. If we contract
with the Russians who have large capacity firefighting aircraft ready to go,
we will save lives and property, even if
we do that as just a stop-gap measure
until domestic aircraft is built and can
be introduced.
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If the U.S. Forest Service does it
right and does it right now, takes the
steps that are required for these Russian air tankers to assist us in extinguishing a major wildfire and make
those steps right now, we can actually
save lives and save property. But if
they do not take these steps now and
we lose property senselessly, they will
be held accountable. If disaster strikes
and people and animals die and valuable property is destroyed as huge air
tankers that could have helped remain
grounded and kept out of the fight,
then those responsible will be exposed
for this incompetence. But that, unfortunately, will not undo the damage or
bring back a life that has been lost.
It is time for the Department of Agriculture and the U.S. Forest Service to
change its attitude, quit trying to protect a good-old-boy network which is
unable to function, and to permit others to get into this business, including
the Russians, who we would like to
have invest in this type of domestic,
peaceful technology.
Mr. JERRY T. WILLIAMS,
Director, Fire and Aviation Management, Forest
Service, Department of Agriculture, Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. WILLIAMS: Reference your 19 Aug
2004 letter, File Code 5700. My staff examined
your response to the questions on the Air
Tanker grounding by the Forest Service and
the possible role of the Russian IL–76 in
fighting US wildfires. Your response has
raised some very interesting questions. The
recent news release saying that the Forest
Service is planning to contract for only 10
air tankers has added urgency to our investigations. With the heavy rains in California
this last winter, the additional brush and
timber will create an extreme fire hazard
here in Southern California. A review of your
Aerial Resource Bridge Plan for 2005 indicates that you are only going to contact for
a maximum of 20 heavy fire fighting aircraft
instead of the 33 air tankers that have been
available in the past. Your RFP for heavy
tankers has excluded the possibility of the
use of foreign aircraft such as the IL–76, the
CL–215, and the CL–415 to supplement the
limited U.S. resources available due to your
grounding of the air tanker fleet. It is not
clear that the resources will be available to
fight the fires if we have a fire season as bad
as we had several years ago.
I am requesting that you prepare a briefing
for presentation at my Huntington Beach office to set the stage for discussions between
your experts and myself in Washington on
the air tanker issues. The primary topic
would be the FY 05 fire fighting plans with
emphasis on the heavy air tanker fleet. Particular emphasis should be given to discussion of your modernization strategy and the
role that newer aircraft will be playing. Information on the civilian C–130 fleet that is
not included in your bridge plan should be
included. Since the military C–130’s appear
to play an important role in your fire fighting plans, it is inconsistent that the civilian
C–130 fleet capabilities have been excluded in
your recent RFP. A detailed explanation of
this action is requested.
The points of contact for this presentation
are Dr. George Kuck in my Huntington
Beach office and Chris Minakowski on my
Washington staff. Before presenting me with
the briefing in Washington, please have your
appropriate staff member travel to Huntington Beach for a pre-briefing to Dr. Kuck
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and discussions on your strategic overall
plan.
Sincerely,
DANA ROHRABACHER,
Member of Congress.
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SMART SECURITY AND THE
NOMINATION OF JOHN BOLTON
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentlewoman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, when
Senator John Danforth stepped down
as the U.S. Ambassador to the United
Nations earlier this year, President
Bush had an option. He could nominate
a new Ambassador who would work
with the nations of the world to address the growing threat of terrorism
and resource scarcity, or he could
nominate one of the usual suspects,
someone who would maintain the administration’s unilateral thinking. By
nominating John Bolton, President
Bush chose the latter.
As Under Secretary of State for Arms
Control, John Bolton demonstrated his
poor leadership skills by bullying his
colleagues. He demonstrated disdain
for international diplomacy by refusing
to meet with certain foreign leaders,
and he openly criticized the very institution, the United Nations, to which he
now has been nominated to represent
the United States. This behavior is not
going to win the United States many
friends on the international stage.
Without a reelection campaign to
worry about, President Bush could
have utilized the U.N. ambassadorship
as a means of helping America regain
its lost credibility as the most important democratic Nation in the world.
He could have helped America begin its
recovery from the mistakes he made in
the run-up to the Iraq war and the
international alliances that were shattered as a result. But when it comes to
addressing America’s lost credibility
around the world, it remains business
as usual for the White House. It seems
that the Bush administration has more
important matters to take care of, like
the shameful way it is working to end
the decades-old tradition of the filibuster in the Senate.
The nomination of John Bolton epitomizes the Bush administration’s notso-subtle pattern of disregard for multilateral institutions. Whenever possible, President Bush and his administration continue to sway from the
international consensus, not towards
it.
But the fight against international
terrorism does not belong to a single
country, particularly in this era of
globalization. When the Internet connects people thousands of miles apart
at the mere click of a button, we need
to recognize that we are all in it together, because acts of terrorism, abusive regimes, and resource scarcity affect everyone, everyone on the globe.
That is why it is more important than
ever to work with other nations and
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the multilateral institutions that
guide them, like the United Nations
and the international criminal court.
Mr. Speaker, next week, I will reintroduce the SMART Security resolution legislation that does take into
consideration the need for international cooperation in the post-September 11 world. In order to effectively
address the threat of terrorism,
SMART Security works to strengthen
international institutions and respect
for the rule of law. We cannot possibly
strengthen the United Nations if our
own U.N. Ambassador has contempt for
the institution he is trying to serve.
Instead of continuing to emphasize
our differences with other nations, the
United States needs to break its current cycle of shameful unilateralism.
We need to court the institutions that
used to celebrate America’s participation, and our efforts must not stop
there. If the U.S. expects other countries to relinquish pursuit of nuclear
weapons, then we had better honor our
international commitments to the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, to the
Biological Weapons Convention, to the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, and
the Chemical Weapons Convention.
b 2015
The United States is at its strongest
when we lead the rest of the world towards peaceful resolution of conflicts
by working with the rest of the world.
This is the way we need to address the
growing crisis in Iran and North Korea
and the way to ensure that members of
international terrorist groups like al
Qaeda are caught and brought to justice. The ambassadors that serve the
United States abroad reflect our values
here at home. The nomination of John
Bolton as U.S. Ambassador to the
United Nations is not consistent with
America’s best values, our commitment to peace and freedom, our compassion for the people of the world, and
our capacity for multilateral leadership. It is time the Bush administration started working with the nations
of the world. That world needs to begin
here at home.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCCAUL of Texas). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized
for 5 minutes.
(Mr. OSBORNE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME
Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to speak in the
place of the gentleman from Nebraska
(Mr. OSBORNE).
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Georgia?
There was no objection.
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DEMOCRACY IN THE MIDDLE EAST
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to praise President Bush’s ongoing efforts to carry democracy and
freedom to the farthest corners of the
Middle East.
Like some of my colleagues, I have
had the opportunity recently to travel
to this part of the world, to Iraq, to
Lebanon, Syria, Egypt, Jordan, Cypress and Israel. These experiences left
me extremely encouraged about the
prospect of freedom in the Middle East.
I believe we are witnessing a crucial
moment in world history as democracy
is planting roots in countries previously overrun by terrorists and tyrants.
The most visible instance of this is in
Iraq. Four short months ago, Iraqi citizens braved terrorist threats and bodily harm to turn out at the polls in
amazing numbers. Today, the fruits of
their labor are evident, and the Iraqi
people can finally look forward to a future in a free and a democratic society.
They have a government that serves as
a voice for all Iraqis, be they Kurdish,
Sunni, Shiite, Christian, or any of the
many other ethnic and religious groups
represented in the new government.
Like the Iraqi people, citizens of Afghanistan are also enjoying new-found
freedoms. Our United States Armed
Forces have liberated millions of Afghans, paving the way for a democratic
Afghani government, one that is committed to fighting terrorism on its
own.
But Iraq and Afghanistan are not the
only nations where freedom is marching, Mr. Speaker. The roots of democracy grow wide, and they have begun
their spread into Iran, Syria, Palestine,
Libya, and perhaps even Saudi Arabia.
The list of democratic accomplishments in the region is growing, suggesting that a true change in outlook
and culture is occurring in the Middle
East.
Syria has begun pulling its troops
out of Lebanon. Israel is working with
the Palestinian people to pull troops
and settlers out of Gaza, and the postArafat PLO is increasingly willing to
put this kind of diplomacy over terrorism. Libya has begun the voluntary
dismantling of its nuclear program,
and Egypt has agreed to allow multicandidate elections.
Any one of these accomplishments
alone would be reason to rejoice; but
taken together, they signal an evergrowing, irrevocable force for change
across the globe. What we are accomplishing in the Middle East is far more
than winning the war on terror. We are
winning the war of ideas. People
around the globe are crying out for
freedom.
Democracy, representation, the opportunity to disagree, these are all essential developments that foster freedom; and we are seeing them spread
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