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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DENT). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. WYNN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. WYNN addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
WYNN). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
f 

SMART SECURITY 

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. Mr. Speaker, on 
April 20 of last year, I spoke in this 
Chamber in opposition to the war in 
Iraq and my belief that we needed a 
new SMART Security plan to protect 
America. 

Since then nearly every day that this 
body has been in session, I have again 
taken to the floor to express my out-
rage about our Nation’s disastrous Iraq 
policy and the urgency for a different 
approach. Today I rise for the 100th 
time on this gravely important topic. 

Since I first spoke out last spring, 
look at what has happened: The Abu 
Ghraib story broke soon thereafter. We 
learned that the Pentagon sent our 
troops into battle without basic safety 
equipment. The Downing Street memo 
revealed that the decision to invade 
Iraq had been made as early as July 
2002 with the intelligence and facts 
being fixed around the policy. And they 
were so committed to the lies peddled 
to sell this war that the President’s top 
aide was willing to blow the cover of a 
CIA agent to smear a White House crit-
ic. And most importantly, since last 
April more than 1,000 Americans have 
made the ultimate sacrifice in Iraq, 
with thousands more wounded, and let 
us not forget the countless innocent 
Iraqi civilians who have died simply 
because they had the misfortune of liv-
ing in a nation we wished to occupy. 

And what have we paid for the right 
to kill and be killed? More than $80 bil-
lion in supplemental appropriations for 
Iraq since last April alone. Since then 
America and Americans have gradually 
begun losing confidence in the adminis-
tration’s handling of Iraq. Fifteen 
months ago when I began, few people 
dared discuss an end to this war; but by 
this May, 128 Members of the House 
voted for my amendment to the defense 
authorization bill which called on the 
President to develop and implement a 
plan to withdraw our troops from Iraq 
as soon as possible. Unfortunately, the 
Bush administration remains tone-deaf 
on this life-and-death issue. 

This White House, so famous for re-
fusing to admit mistakes, continues to 
keep its head down and recite the talk-
ing points. Their stubbornness is cost-
ing us an average of about 17 American 
servicemen and women a week and over 
$1 billion every third day. Over this pe-
riod I have become even more con-
vinced that we must end this war and 
bring our brave men and women home 
to their families as quickly as we can. 
But that is not enough. 

The end to the war must mean the 
start of a whole new way of thinking 
about national security, like my 
SMART Security plan, with SMART 
standing for sensible, multilateral 
American response to terrorism. 

At the core of SMART is the belief 
that the use of military force must be 
an absolute last resort to be pursued 
only in the most extreme cir-
cumstances. SMART recognizes that 
America faces threats that cannot be 
ignored, like terrorism and the spread 
of deadly weapons; but it would address 
these threats by strengthening our 
global alliances, improving our intel-
ligence capabilities, and upgrading 
weapons inspections regimes. SMART 
would also redirect the money we are 
currently spending on outdated Cold 
War weapons systems towards home-
land security and an energy independ-
ence plan. And SMART is based on the 
belief that the only way to truly ad-
dress terrorism is to do something 
about the poverty and despair that 
gives rise to terrorism in the first 
place. 

So SMART also includes an ambi-
tious international development com-
ponent, helping underdeveloped nations 
with democracy building, human rights 
education, conflict resolution, sustain-
able development of natural resources 
and more. 

SMART protects America by relying 
on the very best of America, not vio-
lence and conquests, but our capacity 
for global leadership, our belief in free-
dom, and our compassion for vulner-
able people around the world. 

This first step is to return Iraq to the 
Iraqi people and return our troops to 
their families. Until that happens, I 
will continue to speak out in this 
Chamber as I have done 100 times. It is 
my sincere hope, Mr. Speaker, that I 
will not have to speak 100 times more, 
but if I must, I will. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DAVIS of Kentucky). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Idaho (Mr. OTTER) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Mr. OTTER addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time of the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. 
OTTER). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

f 

OPENING DOORS WITH CAFTA–DR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as 
the House prepares to take up the Cen-
tral American Dominican Republic 
Free Trade Agreement, CAFTA–DR, 
this week, I urge my colleagues to 
render their full support for this meas-
ure. 

This is an agreement that is not sole-
ly about trade, but also about saving 
lives and furthering the spread of de-
mocracy in the world. Passing CAFTA– 
DR has many positive and far-reaching 
implications. It promotes U.S. national 
security objectives in our own back-
yard by opening markets and fostering 
economic development, which are the 
critical weapons in fighting the condi-
tions that breed instability and ter-
rorism. By supporting CAFTA–DR, we 
will be giving the people of the coun-
tries included under the agreement the 
hope for change and for progress. 

CAFTA–DR is not only vitally impor-
tant to the future of the Central Amer-
ican nations and to the Dominican Re-
public, but to our own economic well- 
being and overall strategic consider-
ations. By expanding exports, by low-
ering the trade deficit, CAFTA–DR cre-
ates jobs. Today nearly 80 percent of 
the products from Central America and 
the Dominican Republic and 99 percent 
of the agricultural products already 
enter the United States duty free. 
America’s markets are already open. 
But Americans who wish to sell to Cen-
tral America and the DR, on the other 
hand, face high tariffs. CAFTA–DR 
eliminates those foreign taxes, opening 
the region’s markets to goods, services 
and farm products from the United 
States. 

U.S. investors have invested billions 
of dollars overseas, stimulating trade. 
U.S. investors must be treated fairly in 
foreign markets like Central America 
if the system is to work fairly. The 
passage of CAFTA–DR in my home 
State of Florida would have far-reach-
ing positive implications. Collectively 
the countries of CAFTA–DR are Flor-
ida’s largest export destinations. Even 
individually CAFTA–DR markets are 
important trading partners for my 
home State of Florida. CAFTA–DR 
would provide enhanced market access 
to the Dominican Republic and to Cen-
tral America as it will boost opportuni-
ties for Florida exporters throughout 
the region, providing new market ac-
cess for the State’s products. 

CAFTA–DR will further obligate our 
trading partners to bring their laws 
and their regulations up to U.S. stand-
ards in areas such as the regulation of 
services, investments, intellectual 
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property, telecommunications, pro-
curement, and e-commerce. Estab-
lishing a level playing field helps U.S. 
businesses to compete. Concurrently 
CAFTA–DR will help strengthen the 
rule of law and promote transparency 
against all sectors. In doing so, it 
would help deny criminal elements and 
other unsavory characters of the cor-
rupt structures that they could manip-
ulate for anything from money laun-
dering to terrorist financing. 

As such, CAFTA–DR also serves to 
promote democratic governments, thus 
advancing stability and consolidating 
freely elected governments that are 
our allies in the war on drugs and the 
international war on terror. 

By strengthening our allies, our 
neighboring countries, we are helping 
to stabilize and strengthen our own Na-
tion. In passing CAFTA–DR, we are 
helping to ensure that the countries it 
includes will have the opportunity to 
fight threats to their democratic insti-
tutions that feed off discontent, pov-
erty, and disenfranchisement. 

On the other hand, failure to pass 
CAFTA–DR in Congress will only serve 
to cripple our efforts in freezing out 
narcoterrorist gangs and others who 
threaten our hemispheric stability. 

Finally, CAFTA–DR would also allow 
Central America to thrive by exporting 
goods through trade rather than ex-
porting people through illegal immi-
gration. Opportunities would also in-
crease access to new technologies and 
educational opportunities that are 
going to afford small and medium busi-
nesses the ability to expand and diver-
sify. It would open the door to more 
private investment, to a qualitative 
and quantitative improvement in the 
job market, and higher economic 
growth, government revenue and in-
creased social spending. 

In summary, Mr. Speaker, adoption 
of CAFTA–DR will not only advance 
our own economic objectives, further 
our efforts to combat the war on terror 
and narcotrafficking, but also will 
strengthen our mission of strength-
ening and spreading democracy. 

I look forward to the passage of 
CAFTA–DR. A vote for CAFTA–DR is a 
vote for our U.S. national security. 

f 

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

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

PLANNED WITHDRAWAL FROM 
IRAQ 

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

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate my colleague from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) on the 100th occa-
sion of speaking on this very important 
subject. 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WOOLSEY) has maintained a drum-
beat of truth on one of the most impor-
tant issues, probably the most impor-
tant issue, facing our Nation. It is a 
most important moral issue. It is the 
most important political issue also. It 
is moral because human life is sacred, 
and too many souls have already been 
destroyed in this war on both sides, on 
all sides. 

The insurgent fanatics who seem to 
be growing unlimited are not really 
that powerful. Insurgent fanatics do 
not have the support of the majority of 
the people. A clearly articulated plan 
for withdrawal will drastically de-
crease the clusters of support that the 
fanatic killers have. If people could see 
the movement towards some progress 
in resolving this problem, they would 
abandon the fanatics at a faster rate. 

Let us propose a plan. And I do not 
disagree with any of the plans and pro-
posals that have been made by my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) in her 100 presen-
tations, or plans that have been made 
by my other colleagues. I think that 
we have enough brainpower in America 
with our think tanks and our various 
academic circles, et cetera, to come up 
with a plan which really can work. 

I want to just add that in that plan 
should be some more open discussion 
and honest discussion of oil, the oil 
wealth of Iraq. Too little is being said 
about the oil wealth of Iraq and what is 
going to happen to the oil wealth of 
Iraq. The people of Iraq, the different 
factions, I think, would begin to react 
differently if they heard from America 
a clear statement of how we propose to 
fairly divide the oil wealth of Iraq. 

b 2015 

First, they will want to hear that we 
are not going to take a dispropor-
tionate amount in investment returns 
and technical assistance fees, et cetera. 
That is the first thing they want to 
hear. But the biggest things for the 
Kurds, the Sunnis, and the Shiites is 
how will the oil well be divided as they 
draw boundaries for sectors or prov-
inces or states or whatever they are 
going to do in their constitution to di-
vide up the nation. 

I think we ought to put on the table, 
tell the Sunnis, the Kurds, and the Shi-
ites that the oil wells will be fairly 
shared by all revenue benefits being as-
signed on a per capita basis, regardless 
of ethnicity or geographic location; 
that the revenue, the profits, are going 
to be divided equally on a per capita 
basis. So if one area of the country oc-

cupied by the Kurds has a certain popu-
lation, they will get according to the 
population their share of the oil no 
matter where the wells are located. No 
matter where the oil wells are located, 
those who live in Baghdad, whether 
Shiite or Sunnis, their particular sec-
tor would get a share of the oil reve-
nues also. 

I think it is also important because 
it is necessary to draw some bound-
aries in this constitutional process, 
and they will be drawing boundaries. 
Whether by state or by provinces or 
whatever, there are going to be bound-
aries; and there is a need to have some 
kind of understanding that concentra-
tions of ethnic groups or concentra-
tions of religious affiliations need to be 
respected. So there will be a necessity 
to draw some sectors that have a ma-
jority of Sunnis, necessity to draw 
boundaries which have a majority of 
Shiites, et cetera with the Kurds. 

This nation was held together, I 
think, partially due to the principle 
that it was divided up into states so 
that many different kinds of personal-
ities and groups could express them-
selves through a state process when the 
states were more independent and the 
national government was less of an en-
tity. I think the same process would 
hold in the case of Iraq. We should have 
a chance for groups to express them-
selves for local decision-making to be 
maximized in those areas, in those sec-
tors. 

But, overall, they should understand 
they are not going to be starved for 
revenue, that the riches underneath 
the Earth in Iraq are going to be avail-
able to every group no matter where 
they are located. 

I think it is up to us to have that 
kind of honest discussion. There is too 
little talk about exactly what we are 
going to do about the oil in Iraq, and 
too many whispers and too many ru-
mors about our having some kind of 
hidden agenda that is not to the ben-
efit of Iraq. Let us tell the people of 
Iraq what we are going to do with the 
oil. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DAVIS of Kentucky). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

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

(Mr. EMANUEL addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 
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