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(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-

dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. MACK. Madam 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 gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
f 

A NEW EMERGING THREAT TO 
FREEDOM IN LATIN AMERICA: 
HUGO CHAVEZ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MACK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MACK. Madam Speaker, I ran for 
Congress on the ideals of freedom secu-
rity and prosperity because these are 
the ideals that define America, and 
they are the necessary ingredients for 
a better quality of life for people 
around the world. 

And though freedom is on the march 
in many places around world, in Latin 
America, a resurgence of socialists, 
communists and anti-freedom move-
ments and alliances represent a new 
emerging threat that must be stopped. 

At the root of Latin America’s re-
newed anti-Americanism is Venezuela’s 
Hugo Chavez. In the years since Hugo 
Chavez first took office as a democrat-
ically elected leader, he has retreated 
from the ideals of freedom, security, 
and prosperity and began his own 
march toward oppression and socialism 
modeled after his mentor, Fidel Castro. 

And let me give a few examples: In 
Hugo Chavez’s Venezuela, there is no 
free press. Just state-controlled, anti-
American, anti-freedom propaganda. 
There is no freedom of speech, no free-
dom of dissent, and no freedom to 
stand in opposition to the Chavez re-
gime. Just days ago, for example, sev-
eral leaders of the opposition group 
Sumate were charged with treason and 
conspiracy simply for accepting money 
from the National Endowment for De-
mocracy to help educate their fellow 
citizens about Venezuela’s constitu-
tional referendum process. In Hugo 
Chavez’s Venezuela, the government 
owns the country’s key industries and 
controls the economy, the flow of cap-
ital, jobs and opportunity. Hugo Cha-
vez holds the hopes, dreams and oppor-
tunities for an entire nation firmly in 
his fists. 

In the years since he came to power, 
Hugo Chavez has hijacked the courts 
and installed his cronies and allies to 
manipulate the country’s constitution 
and legal system. He has forged a dan-
gerous alliance with Fidel Castro and 
is now receiving military and intel-
ligence assistance and training from 
Castro’s government. He has acquired 
100,000 machine guns from Russia and 
admitted to trying to acquire nuclear 

technology from Iran. And he has 
threatened to end diplomatic relations 
with the United States. 

Madam Speaker, Hugo Chavez is an 
enemy of freedom who threatens the 
balance of power in our hemisphere. 
Today I call on the United States to 
pursue a three point plan that will pro-
mote freedom, security and prosperity 
for the people of Venezuela. 

First, the United States should pro-
mote the creation of institutions that 
will foster a free press, free markets, 
and the freedom of speech and religion 
and free and fair elections for Ven-
ezuela, including the establishment of 
a Venezuelan counterpart of Radio and 
TV Marti. 

Second, the United States should es-
tablish a Venezuelan Security Zone 
that will isolate Chavez and limit his 
ability to destabilize Latin America. 
This new zone would restrict Hugo 
Chavez’s ability to purchase arms, nu-
clear information and technologies, 
and weapons of mass destruction. It 
would also make it more difficult for 
Hugo Chavez to enter into commerce, 
trade or alliances with other nations 
led by dictators and anti-American fa-
natics. And it would require the res-
toration of an independent judiciary 
committed to representing and pro-
tecting the rights of all Venezuelans. 

Third, the United States should pro-
mote economic development in Ven-
ezuela through free markets, privatiza-
tion and other means that will create 
lasting prosperity and opportunity for 
all Venezuelans. 

Madam Speaker, President Reagan 
tore down a wall and liberated a gen-
eration. President Reagan once said, 
‘‘Freedom is a fragile thing and is 
never more than one generation away 
from extinction. It is not ours by in-
heritance; it must be fought for and de-
fended constantly by each generation.’’ 

President Reagan’s steadfast com-
mitment to freedom should have left a 
lasting lesson on all of us, but it did 
not. And the foreign policy debate in 
this body could not be more dramatic. 
Those on the left have demonstrated 
they believe in peace at any price even 
if that price is the loss of freedom. 

Those of us on the right believe that 
freedom is worth fighting for and that 
together freedom, security, and pros-
perity will yield lasting peace. 

Madam Speaker, make no mistake 
about it, Hugo Chavez is a threat. We 
must take him seriously, and we must 
act now.

f 

THE WAR IN IRAQ 

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. Madam Speaker, 
when the doctrine of preemptive war 
was first introduced, I suggested that 
it was unconscionable. Then the origi-
nal case for war, weapons of mass de-
struction and a link between al Qaeda 
and Saddam Hussein, turned out to be 

erroneous at best and a pack of lies at 
the very worst. 

So the war was immorally conceived. 
That is strike one. And deceptively 
marketed, that is strike two. 

Strike three is the incompetence, the 
bungling, the repeated misjudgments 
in the execution of the war plan. From 
the dismantling of the Iraqi army to 
the lack of protective armor, to the 
failure to safeguard munitions and on 
and on. 

The most recent proof of mismanage-
ment appeared in a story in this week-
end’s Washington Post. Americans 
shooting at Americans in Iraq in the 
President’s war that has become so 
mismanaged that I believe we are 
fighting ourselves. Have we become our 
own prisoners of war? 

Now, finally, someone has begun to 
own up to the mistakes. Outgoing Pen-
tagon official Douglas Feith in an 
interview with the Washington Post 
conceded that, among other things, we 
may have gone to Iraq with too light a 
force. The amazing part of that insid-
ers’ information and others like Mr. 
Feith’s is that they have been cooking 
up the Iraq invasion since the early 
1990s, more than a decade in the mak-
ing. And they still could not get it 
right. It is inconceivable to me that we 
would send our troops into battle not 
only under-equipped but also under-
manned. 

One way the military has tried to 
keep troop levels down is by 
outsourcing many functions to private 
contractors. By some estimates, there 
are as many as 100,000 contractors 
roaming around Iraq. Many of them 
armed, apparently accountable to no 
one, acting independently of the mili-
tary chain of command without any 
oversight, unbound by an official code 
of conduct. 

Let us leave aside the issue of how 
contractors are paid much more than 
our troops or whose pockets are get-
ting lined here. It has been documented 
that companies with close ties to the 
administration have been rewarded 
with these lucrative contracts, and the 
government has been, shall we say, 
very forgiving when their buddies over-
charge and bilk American taxpayers. 

But think about what it means to our 
troops on the ground to have well-
healed contractors co-existing with un-
derpaid active duty soldiers who are 
cogs in a rigid hierarchy, who are doing 
the unglamorous work, who are lucky 
if full health care benefits are awaiting 
them when they get home. The result 
is resentment, low morale, and a weak-
ened military. 

The only real solution is to bring our 
troops home from Iraq as soon as pos-
sible. I have been calling for an end to 
the occupation for many months now, 
and nothing has happened in Iraq that 
would force me to reconsider. Ending 
the war would be the beginning of a 
complete reassessment of U.S. national 
security policy. I have offered what I 
call SMART Security. That stands for 
Sensible, Multilateral, American Re-
sponse to Terrorism.
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At the heart of SMART is the belief 
that military action should be an abso-
lute last resort, to be reluctantly pur-
sued only after every channel has been 
exhausted. 

SMART Security means fighting ter-
rorism with strong diplomacy, robust 
multilateral alliances, and improved 
intelligence capabilities. It means 
being vigilant about nuclear prolifera-
tion and the spread of other weapons of 
mass destruction. It means more in-
vestment in homeland security and en-
ergy independence, and less in obsolete, 
Cold War weapons systems. And 
SMART Security is about attacking 
terrorism at its very roots with an am-
bitious, international development 
agenda that brings education, debt re-
lief, democracy-building, and economic 
development to the impoverished na-
tions of the world. 

SMART is tough, pragmatic, and pa-
triotic. It protects America by relying 
on the very best of American values: 
our commitment to freedom, our com-
passion for the people of the world, and 
our capacity for global leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, there was nothing 
smart about a war plan that tried to 
cut corners by sending in too few sol-
diers. In fact, there is nothing smart at 
all about this war. Nearly 2,000 Ameri-
cans dead, a recharged insurgency, po-
litical and economic chaos in Iraq, and 
no end in sight; an immoral war, a dis-
honest war and, now, even a senior 
Pentagon official, Douglas Feith, ad-
mits, a mismanaged war. That is strike 
three, they are out.

f 

DEFENDING THE HONOR OF OUR 
TROOPS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MCHENRY). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. NORWOOD) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the pro-
tection we have enjoyed here at home since 
we took the fight to the enemy has been pur-
chased with the sacrifices of our men and 
women in uniform. The very least we can do 
in return is to show them honor and respect 
when they come home. 

According to the Greensboro Herald-Jour-
nal, middle school teacher Michael Lund of 
Anita White Carson Middle School in Greens-
boro, Georgia had that intention when he in-
vited his old college roommate, Marine Sgt 
Zach Richardson to speak to his middle 
school students about his experiences in Iraq. 

The children in Mr. Lund’s class had been 
pen pals with Sergeant Richardson and sev-
eral of his fellow Marines in Iraq, so everyone 
was excited about finally getting to meet in 
person. 

Imagine the surprise when he and Mr. Lund 
were intercepted outside the classroom by 
School Principal Ulrica Corbett. She de-
manded Mr. Lund escort Sergeant Richardson 
off school grounds immediately. 

Principal Corbett later told the media that 
Mr. Lund did not have approval for a guest 
speaker to come on campus. 

Mr. Lund produced documentation to prove 
that he had indeed filed the necessary paper-
work well in advance, and that Principal 
Corbett refused to act on it. 

Regardless of the reason, this treatment of 
one of our heroes returning from Iraq is unac-
ceptable and inexcusable. 

Under no circumstances should Sergeant 
Richardson have been denied the opportunity 
to speak to the students with whom he had 
been corresponding. 

But just as damaging as the disrespect 
shown to Sergeant Richardson was the impact 
of this disrespect on the 6th grade students 
who were waiting to welcome this veteran. 

They witnessed their Principal kick a Marine 
just back from the front off school property, 
giving our children a real-life lesson in dis-
respecting our military. 

We have a lesson to teach at Anna White 
Carson Middle School—and across this coun-
try. That lesson should be that disrespect for 
America’s service men and women by public 
officials will simply not be tolerated by the 
people of this country. 

But before we scream too loudly about the 
speck in the eye of Greene County public 
schools, we need to take a look at the log in 
the eye of this Congress. 

Senator DICK DURBIN of Illinois stood on the 
floor of our Senate and compared our military 
prisons to those of Nazi Germany. 

Members of this Congress have whined 
about whether a book was mistreated at 
Guantanamo, while the comrades of those 
Guantanamo prisoners cut the heads off inno-
cent, unarmed, civilian prisoners in their cus-
tody. 

Any reasonable person can see that com-
ments such as these plant seeds of disdain 
against America, here and abroad. 

Are these comments and actions against 
our military forces now actually encouraging 
new attacks by our enemies in London and 
Baghdad? 

Madam Speaker, we cannot win this war if 
we continue to allow a handful of public offi-
cials to undermine our efforts with irrespon-
sible comments and actions without paying a 
price—here and all across our country.

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take the 
time of the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. NORWOOD). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Miss 
MCMORRIS). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota? 

There was no objection. 
f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF FIRST 
LIEUTENANT MICHAEL FASNACHT 

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

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the memory of 
First Lieutenant Michael Fasnacht, 
who served in the Third Infantry Divi-
sion from Fort Benning, Georgia. 

Lieutenant Fasnacht died when a 
roadside bomb exploded near his Brad-

ley Fighting Vehicle while he was on 
patrol near Adwar, Iraq on June 8. 
Lieutenant Fasnacht was a native of 
Janesville, Minnesota who served his 
country honorably. He lived in Man-
kato, Minnesota with his wife, Tresa. 

An Army Ranger, Michael had fol-
lowed in the footsteps of his father, 
Raymond, who served in the Army dur-
ing the Vietnam War. He graduated 
from Minnesota State University in 
Mankato, Minnesota. He developed his 
leadership skills as an outstanding 
member of the ROTC program. Lieu-
tenant Fasnacht’s mother, Marny, 
said, ‘‘He believed strongly in what he 
was doing. He definitely believed the 
Iraqi people deserved freedom from tyr-
anny.’’ 

Madam Speaker, it is with great sad-
ness that I honor the memory and serv-
ice of this brave American. Michael 
Fasnacht made the ultimate sacrifice 
in the selfless defense of freedom and 
democracy. Today, the lamp of liberty 
burns brightly across the globe, thanks 
to young men like Lieutenant 
Fasnacht who are serving on the front 
lines. Indeed, these Americans in uni-
form are the new ‘‘Boys of Pointe du 
Hoc.’’ 

Like countless Americans before 
them, these men and women know 
firsthand what President Bush meant 
when he said that ‘‘freedom isn’t Amer-
ica’s gift to the world; freedom is God’s 
gift to mankind.’’ Everywhere the em-
bers of freedom burn hot, people like 
Michael Fasnacht are there to give the 
embers flame. 

I thank Lieutenant Fasnacht for his 
service, and I thank the Fasnacht fam-
ily for giving their loved one to this 
service. I hope it brings them some 
comfort to know that the thoughts and 
prayers of thousands of Minnesotans 
are with them.

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Ms. NORTON. Madam 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 gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

FUNDING FOR MASS TRANSIT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, 
Homeland Security Secretary Chertoff 
came before our Committee on Home-
land Security with his second review of 
the agency. It was an impressive re-
view. Of course, the promise lies in the 
implementation, but he has done a 
competent job there. 

Astonishingly, though, Madam 
Speaker, he mentioned not one word 
about London or about the vulner-
ability of rail and public transpor-
tation in the United States, even 
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