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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, September 13, 2010, at 2:30 p.m.

House of Representatives

The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 6, 2009,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning-hour
debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 26 minutes and each Mem-
ber, other than the majority and mi-
nority leaders and the minority whip,
limited to 5 minutes each, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond 9:50
a.m.

SUCCESSFUL GOVERNMENT
INTERVENTION

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
CoONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, according to independent
economists, the action of this Congress
pulled the economy back from the
brink of falling into another Great De-
pression.

I hope my colleagues have had a
chance to review the recently released
study by former Federal Reserve Vice
Chairman Alan Blinder and Mark
Zandi, Moody’s Analytics chief econo-
mist and former economic adviser to
John McCain’s 2008 presidential cam-
paign.

We have heard some from the other
side of the aisle demagogue on the
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value of the Recovery Act and other
actions we took to stabilize this econ-
omy. Republicans loudly claim these
programs were failures. But what do
the actual economists say? From the
study, I quote. ‘“There is little doubt
that, in total, the policy response was
highly effective.”

Madam Speaker, after careful anal-
ysis, the study’s bipartisan authors
conclude that the Nation’s gross do-
mestic product would have been 11.5
percent lower than it is today without
government intervention. They con-
clude that an additional 8.5 million
working Americans would have lost
their jobs.

When this Congress took office in
January of 2009, we were facing an
economy in freefall with the second
Great Depression in clear sight. We
were in the midst of a deepening reces-
sion, the worst in 80 years. Increasing
monthly job losses had peaked in Janu-
ary of that year at 741,000; housing
prices were mired in 22 straight months
of decline; foreclosures dramatically
increased. The economy’s contraction
was worsening as gross domestic prod-
ucts shrank at an increasing rate each
quarter. Bank failures accelerated,
threatening family savings. All com-
bined, Americans lost $17.5 trillion in
net worth because of the Bush reces-
sion. And in the midst of this economic
maelstrom, in the face of the united
opposition from the minority, we took
action, immediate action, and passed
the Recovery Act to stabilize the econ-
omy, protect teachers, firefighters, po-
lice officers, boosted the private sector

payrolls, invested in America, and
spurred growth.

According to the experts from both
sides of the aisle, it worked. Again
quoting from the study, ‘‘The effects of
the fiscal stimulus alone appear sub-
stantial.”” Madam Speaker, they found
that the Recovery Act raised GDP by
3.4 percent, reduced the unemployment
rate by 1.5 percent below where it oth-
erwise would have been, and, most im-
portantly, added or protected 2.7 mil-
lion American jobs.

The proof is in more than just the
study. Look at the GDP. Before we
passed the Recovery Act, GDP was de-
clining for the third straight quarter,
including a 2.7 percent drop in the
third quarter of 2008, a 5.4 percent drop
in the fourth quarter, and an aston-
ishing 6.4 percent decline in the first
quarter of 2009 when we came into of-
fice. The Recovery Act slammed the
brakes on that freefall. The very next
quarter, GDP posted only a 0.7 percent
decline, quickly followed by four
straight quarters of GDP growth.

The Recovery Act also stemmed the
ever increasing monthly job losses. It
is no coincidence that the job losses
peaked just before we acted and then
immediately began to drop.

Currently, we are in our seventh
straight month of private sector job
growth, with 600,000 net private sector
jobs created this year alone. The manu-
facturing sector continues to expand in
fact to its highest levels. American
automobile sales, initially spurred by
the successful Cash for Clunkers pro-
gram, continue to improve. The stock
market, which plummeted throughout
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2008 and hit rock bottom in the first
quarter of 2009, has rebounded since, in-
creasing more than 60 percent. In fact,
we have recovered $6 trillion of the
$17.5 trillion lost by American families.

Madam Speaker, the Blinder and
Zandi study illustrates our interven-
tion and investments through the Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act saved the
U.S. economy from the second Great
Depression. But, as the recent study
demonstrated, we averted the worst
outcome, but we still have work to do.

Make no mistake. Despite the fragile
economy, our economy is growing
again, and that growth is the direct re-
sult of the actions of this Congress to
save American taxpayers and to save
this economy.

——
RECOGNIZING ALFALIT INTER-
NATIONAL AND DR. PHILLIP

FROST

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the extraor-
dinary efforts and continuing success
of Alfalit International in the fight
against global illiteracy.

Founded in 1961 and headquartered in
my hometown in Miami, Florida,
Alfalit International has helped over 7
million adults and children learn to
read and write. Currently, Alfalit
serves people in 25 different countries
around the world, with literacy pro-
grams in English, Spanish, Portuguese,
and Creole.

The basic ability to read and write is
the gateway to education and training,
to higher earnings, and to a more pro-
ductive life. With Alfalit’s help, mil-
lions of people in countries worldwide
are able to break the cycle of poverty,
make better lives for themselves and
their children, and play a larger role in
their local and regional economies.

Moreover, basic literacy skills also
help people to better understand the
rights they have and the rights that
they have been denied, and it empowers
people to participate in the local and
national political process.

Alfalit’s approach involves teaching
the basic skills and education that peo-
ple need to become independent and
productive members of societies.

Alfalit’s approach is an efficient and
cost-effective method that needs only
$60 and 10 months to teach a com-
pletely illiterate adult to read and
write at a fourth-grade level. I am cer-
tain that much of the reason for this
low-cost approach to basic education
lies in the fact that the majority of
Alfalit teachers are compassionate and
supportive volunteers.

As a former educator and Florida cer-
tified teacher, I recognize the difficul-
ties that Alfalit faces in helping those
most in need. I commend its many vol-
unteers, and encourage them to con-
tinue with their badly needed efforts.
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Alfalit’s tremendous success over the
past 50 years is a great inspiration, and
I hope to hear more about its great
work in the future. I wish them also
much success to Alfalit for its upcom-
ing dinner in Miami, Florida.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
spotlight the contributions of Dr. Phil-
lip Frost to our South Florida commu-
nity. A physician, a businessman, a
philanthropist, Phillip Frost has been a
long-time supporter of the arts and
education. His work with the Smithso-
nian Institute has helped keep the in-
stitution vibrant and growing.

Phillip’s passion for music led him to
make generous contributions to the
University of Miami’s school of music
and to the Florida International Uni-
versity art museum.

His philanthropy has helped fund
much needed medical research. As a
trustee at the Scripps Research Insti-
tute, he has helped one of the world’s
largest independent, nonprofit bio-
medical research organizations. Phillip
Frost’s lasting legacy will certainly be
to inspire others to match his selfless-
ness and generosity.

Thank you, Dr. Frost, for your serv-
ice and for your humanitarian out-
reach. You are an inspiration and an
example to our entire community.
Much success for your upcoming event
for the American Friends of the He-
brew University in Miami, Florida.

———
EDUCATION FUNDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, there are
many in this chamber who say, and I
am among them, that we must be care-
ful with running up the deficit and the
debt because we are borrowing from
the future. Dollars we borrow today
will be paid back by our kids and our
grandkids over the next 30 years. In
fact, that is why I voted against the so-
called stimulus bill. I felt it borrowed
too much and invested too little in the
future. It cut way back on the trans-
portation infrastructure investments
in favor of tax cuts. Borrowing money
for tax cuts doesn’t make sense. There
is no benefit to be passed on to the fu-
ture generation, and it certainly didn’t
put people back to work.

So as we approach the bill today, we
have to keep that in mind: Are we bor-
rowing from the future? And, will this
provide benefits to people in the fu-
ture?

The bill before us today would fund
education. In my State, we are headed
toward having the shortest school year
in America. We are stealing from our
future. We are stealing from our kids.
If they don’t get those school days this
year, they can’t make them up next
year or after they have graduated. We
are shorting them for the rest of their
lives on a good education. We are going
to have some of the largest class sizes
in America. You can’t teach a class of
38 or 40 kids in middle school. It isn’t
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a good educational experience. We are
stealing from their future.

I am hoping today that the funds we
will vote for will be used by my State
to plug the holes this year. I don’t
want to see them sitting on that
money and saying, ‘‘Oh, well, maybe
things will be worse next year and we
will avoid future cuts.” No. The cuts
are today. They are hurting kids today.
They need to plug those holes today,
put teachers back to work, lower the
class size, get the school years back up
to a reasonable length.

There are other cuts that can be
taken care of by this vote again today.
In my State, we are cutting back on
State police even though we have one
of the lowest ratios of policing in the
United States of America. We have an
epidemic of people in our rural areas
who do not have adequate law enforce-
ment and are being plagued by crime
and drug dealing and other things. We
need more State police on the roads.

Our seniors need to be maintained in
their homes, Oregon Project Independ-
ence. Our community colleges are cut-
ting back at the same time when they
are seeing record enrollment from peo-
ple who are trying to get a job in a bad
economy. Those holes can be plugged
today. But are we borrowing from the
future with this legislation? Well, no.
Actually, for once, we are paying for it.

Now, we are going to hear a lot of
whining on the Republican side of the
aisle about, oh, this is bad and this is
more just borrow and spend. No. What
they are really going to be whining
about is the fact that we are closing
some very juicy foreign tax loopholes
for U.S. corporations. We have little
things that are called the hopscotch of
deemed dividends. We have the Cayman
Islands, Bermuda. Sound familiar? And
we have daisy chain investment over-
seas so they can avoid U.S. taxes. When
we built the greatest Nation on earth,
corporations paid 40 percent of the
taxes in this country; today, they pay
7 percent because of loopholes like
this. This bill will close the loopholes.

Now, the Republicans will gnash
their teeth over that because there has
never been a loophole too good for
them. They want more loopholes. And
they should like this part, and I have
some doubts about this, but it is going
to reduce food stamp benefits in the fu-
ture by $12 billion. Now, they always
carry on about welfare and welfare
cheats. I have got a lot of people de-
pendent upon food stamps who were
formerly hard working in my district
and my State. But the balance here of
essential public services, of a decent
education for the future, and those
cuts, I can accept. And getting rid of
the corporate loopholes, I am with that
every day of the week. The Republicans
are for loopholes. We are against them.
We are for education, we are for Kkids,
we are for vital public services. They
are not.
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STOP THE SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker,
many people are asking why Congress
is here today. I think the answer is
pretty simple: We are not bankrupting
the country fast enough, and so we
need to come back and spend even
more.

In the merciful week that Congress
was not in session, my constituents
had one message: Stop the spending.
Obviously, Congress isn’t listening.

Over the past 2 years, this adminis-
tration and this Congress have in-
creased spending by nearly 18 percent
and run up more debt in 2 years than
the irresponsible Bush administration
did in all of its 8 years combined.
Meanwhile, unemployment has in-
creased from 7.6 percent to 9.5 percent.

Yet, the problem, in the view of the
House Democrats, is that we just aren’t
spending enough. So we gather here
today to shovel another $26 billion at
the problems. That comes to about $330
from an average family taken directly
out of the Nation’s struggling econ-
omy.

Now, the gentleman from Oregon just
told us, well, don’t worry, it is paid for.
Well, how is that? $10 billion from in-
creasing taxes on businesses with for-
eign subsidiaries.

But remember this: Businesses don’t
pay business taxes. Business taxes can
only be paid in one of three ways: By
us as consumers through higher prices;
by us as employees through lower
wages; and, by us as investors through
lower earnings, mainly on our 401(k)s.

Another $12 billion comes from cuts
in food stamps starting in 2014, but we
are going to use the savings starting
now.

I tried that one out on my wife the
other day. ‘“‘Honey, sure we can afford
that new jet ski this year. I am plan-
ning to cut our grocery budget by
$10,000 in 2014.”” T am sad to report, she
didn’t buy it.

We are told this is part of the plan to
save or create jobs. Well, Mr. Speaker,
this is not saving jobs. It is destroying
jobs. Government cannot inject a sin-
gle dollar into the economy that it
hasn’t first taken out of that very
same economy.

We see the jobs saved or created
when the government puts the money
back into the economy. What we don’t
see as clearly are the jobs that are lost
or prevented when the government
first has to take that money out of the
very same economy. We see the lost or
prevented jobs through chronic unem-
ployment rates and a stagnant jobs
market at a time when we should long
ago have moved into a normal V-
shaped economic recovery.

Nor does this even guarantee saving
teaching jobs. Good school boards,
faced with the choice between a couple
of good teachers or a pointless and
overpaid bureaucrat, are probably
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going to keep the teachers and fire the
bureaucrat. But this bill says they
don’t have to make that choice. Indeed,
this bill says they are actually prohib-
ited from doing anything that would
reduce their spending below last year’s
level.

What about Medicaid? A bipartisan
group of legislators in my State of
California tells us that they need this
bailout money to save the State’s Med-
icaid program. But bailing out bad
management doesn’t improve it.

At the peak of the good times when
California was taking in more money
than ever before, it was already run-
ning a deficit of over $9 billion, almost
10 percent of its budget. Just 4 years
ago, those same bipartisan legislatures
voted Medicaid expansions that have
increased its share of general fund
spending from 14 percent to 19 percent.
California offers such Medicaid options
as acupuncture, chiropractic services,
and psychological counseling. And now
they are shocked, just shocked, that
they keep running out of money.

I love my State, but deficits that are
made in California should stay in Cali-
fornia.

Mr. Speaker, with the Nation now
some $13.2 trillion in debt, that is
about 93 percent of the entire U.S.
economy, it is time to invoke the first
law of holes: When you are in one, stop
digging. And if Congress doesn’t invoke
that law now, it is becoming increas-
ingly clear that the American people
will invoke it in November.

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
SHOULD HELP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise this morning because
three teenagers are dead.

I have made a commitment as a
mother to reconcile this horrific trag-
edy and to ask our government for
help.

I believe every American should have
the opportunity to have the feeling
that, when all else fails, our govern-
ment will stand there and assist us
where they can. Americans don’t ask
for handouts. They don’t ask to have
their lives interrupted. They simply
want to know there is a Federal Gov-
ernment that can stand up for them.
Whether or not it is a young man or
woman in the United States military,
whether or not it is a senior who needs
Medicare or Social Security, we need
to know that when there is a need that
the Federal Government can fulfill,
they will do so.

In the middle of July in Houston,
Texas, Sajan Tamalshina, a native of
Nepal, decided to drive his car through
a red light. In the course of that, he hit
a family that were bringing their teen-
agers home from a legitimate night out
in a legitimate teenage club, if you
will, picked up by their parents and
being driven home, as families will do
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across America. Rashaundra 17,
Avianca 13, Detrihanna 13, were all
happily and busily talking about the
fun they just had, and the right way
that it was done where the parents
picked them up and took them home.
But Sajan Tamalshina decided to drink
and run the red light, and now three
teenagers are dead, expelled from the
car, laying on the hard cement.

The police came and looked at the
situation. He refused to take an on-
scene Breathalyzer, so he was taken to
the hospital and, as you well know,
chemical tests go about. The police
even called the District Attorney who
came to the scene and decided that he
could be released. My heart aches for
that decision, because I asked the ques-
tion, Mr. Speaker, three dead children
on the ground does not at least require
some common sense and judgment to
hold someone overnight? Parents are
asking now for justice and I am asking
our Nation for justice.

The police department said they con-
tacted the U.S. Marshal. There is an in-
vestigative arm of the State Depart-
ment, but yet we look like the most
powerful Nation in the world, and we
have our hands tied. You cannot reach
the U.S. Marshal’s office. They will not
respond. They are talking about maybe
something will happen. Because he is
in Nepal, there is no diplomatic rela-
tionships with them.

Three teenagers are dead. The letter
says, ‘‘Unfortunately, the TUnited
States does not have a treaty with
Nepal that can serve as a basis to se-
cure Mr. Tamalshina’s extradition. In
some cases, in the absence of an extra-
dition treaty, countries may be able to
expel or otherwise remove from their
territory persons wanted for prosecu-
tion in another jurisdiction. However,
expulsion or removal usually are not
viable options when the person sought
is a national of a country of refuge.”
As Mr. Tamalshina appears to be a na-
tional of Nepal, it is highly likely that
an expulsion or other removal from
their country will be possible.

The Department’s criminal division
works closely with Federal, State, and
local prosecutors and the Department
of State to seek the extradition or
other lawful return of fugitives wanted
for prosecution in the United States. In
cases involving State charges, we can
initiate an extradition only upon re-
quest of the State prosecutors. Pros-
ecutors in our criminal division have
worked with the Harris County Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office on fugitive mat-
ters and we have discussed this case.
Just a benign conversation. It doesn’t
matter. Three teenagers are dead.

Well, I say to the Justice Depart-
ment, wake up and do something. The
U.S. Marshal needs to stop hiding from
my office and get over to my office to
discuss why you can’t do something.
You can engage in diplomatic dialogue.
You can ask the country of Nepal to be
able to work with you to return this in-
dividual. He will not be getting the
death sentence. Maybe 60 years. You
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are leaving crying parents with no jus-
tice because you let someone go.

To the district attorney of Harris
County, what a ridiculous thing to see
three dead bodies and refusing to hold
an individual whose alcohol was 1.27 to
1.62. He is legally drunk. The legal
amount is 0.8. When are we going to un-
derstand that drunk driving can cause
death? And to those of you who drive
while drinking or drive under the influ-
ence, you are a menace to society.

Three dead teenagers. I am calling on
the Justice Department and the Attor-
ney General of the United States to
recognize that they are here to protect
the people of the United States, and
these three dead teenagers are in need
of their protection in their loss, and
their families want justice. I am asking
for the U.S. Marshal to show up and
work with us to do something on behalf
of these Americans and these families
that are mourning.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 10
a.m. today.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 24 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
until 10 a.m.

———

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland) at
10 a.m.

————
PRAYER

Reverend Charles Gallagher, St. Pe-
ter’s Catholic Church, Washington,
D.C., offered the following prayer:

Heavenly Father, we thank You for
this new day. You are the author of
life. You have designed the universe
and You hold it together in Your
hands. You govern all things. You are
the ruler of the world, the supreme
lawmaker.

Guide this assembly as it partici-
pates in Your governing power. As it
creates laws for the human order, may
it always respect the laws Your divine
order has imposed. Let us remember
that the rights of the persons come not
from the deliberations of men, but
from the hand of God.

May this assembly always protect
the life and respect the dignity of all
human beings, especially those who are
too weak and too small to protect
themselves.

We ask this through Christ our Lord,
amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KAGEN)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KAGEN led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain requests for five 1-
minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

——————

MEETING THE EMERGENCY NEEDS
ACROSS AMERICA

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DEFAZIO. We have an obligation
to the future to stop borrowing and
spending, and actually, today, we’re
going to meet emergency needs across
America and we are going to stop bor-
rowing, but we are going to do some-
thing the Republicans really hate. We
are going to close some unbelievable,
abusive, foreign tax loopholes. They’re
called daisy chain hopscotch dividends
that are deemed in Bermuda and the
Cayman Islands, among other exotics.

You know, when we built the great-
est country on Earth, corporations
paid 40 percent of the taxes in this
country. Today, Republicans are pay-
ing 7 and Republicans think that’s just
too much. Well, we’ve got a choice: cut
$10 billion in abusive foreign tax loop-
holes and fund our kids’ education so
we don’t have the shortest school years
and the largest class sizes in America,
or continue business as usual to sub-
sidize those corporations and allow
them to hide money overseas.

I know how the Republicans vote. I'm
voting with the kids.

————

RECKLESS SPENDING

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COBLE. Madam Speaker, I make
infrequent appearances in the House
well, but today, I feel obliged to ex-
press my disappointment for Mrs.
Obama’s decision to conduct an elabo-
rate vacation in Spain. She and mem-
bers of her entourage are spending lav-
ishly, and American taxpayers will
subsidize this vacation with lavish pay-
ments as well.

With the dismal American economy
in the tank, this Spanish vacation,
Madam Speaker, was ill-conceived, ill-
timed, and generously laced with il-
logical arrogance. It is my belief that
the First Lady owes an apology to
American taxpayers for this exercise in
reckless spending.
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SUPPORTING EDUCATION JOBS
AND MEDICAID ASSISTANCE ACT

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speak-
er, I don’t know why my colleagues on
the other side have problems with the
bill we came back to pass today. I
guess it’s because it helps poor and
middle class people.

The Education Jobs and Medicaid As-
sistance Act will save or create 310,000
jobs in this country: the teachers our
children need as they return to school,
policemen, firefighters, and others who
keep us safe, and nurses who provide us
tender loving care when we need it
most. It increases Medicaid so more
poor families can get health care. If
this is a special interest bill as they
are telling the American people, then
those are the kinds of special interests
Democrats have and will always have:
people who need our help to go to work
every day and take care of their fami-
lies.

Republicans would rather continue
tax cuts for the wealthiest 1 percent of
people and support corporations who
take jobs and send them overseas
which would only increase the deficit
their policies created in the first place.

This bill is paid for and will reduce
the deficit by $1.4 billion and is just an-
other example of Democrats being re-
sponsible with our country’s finances
and responsive to the needs of our con-
stituents. And their opposition is an-
other example of Republicans mis-
leading the people and trying to take
us back to the same failed Republican
policies that got us in the ditch in the
first place.

———

TRIBUTE TO CORPORAL MAX W.
DONAHUE, UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS

(Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. United
States Marine Corporal Max W.
Donahue enlisted in the Marine Corps
in 2006 from Highlands Ranch, Colo-
rado, and had served two previous com-
bat tours in Iraq before deploying to
Afghanistan.

Corporal Donahue was a military po-
liceman assigned as a working dog han-
dler with the First Marine Expedi-
tionary Force Headquarters Group, 1st
Marine Expeditionary Force, Camp
Pendleton, California.

Before he was deployed to Afghani-
stan, Corporal Donahue explained to
his mother why he wanted to go there.
“There’s not a lot of guys who can do
what I can do, and my buddies need me
there,” recounted his mother, Julie
Schrock.

On August 4, Corporal Donahue was
on a mission in Helmand Province, Af-
ghanistan, with his German shepherd,
Fenji, when he was gravely wounded by
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an improvised explosive device and
tragically succumbed to his wounds on
Saturday, August 7, 2010.

Corporal Max W. Donahue was a shin-
ing example of United States Marine
Corps service and sacrifice. As a retired
Marine Corps combat veteran, my
deepest sympathies go out to his fam-
ily, his fellow Marines, and all who
knew him.

———

GOP LEADERS CHOOSE TAX CUTS
FOR WEALTHIEST FEW OVER
TEACHERS, NURSES, AND POLICE
OFFICERS

(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, to-
day’s legislation clearly demonstrates
the differences between the two par-
ties. Congressional Republicans have
made their choice clear. The GOP is
calling for an extension of the Bush tax
cuts for the wealthiest few and sad-
dling Americans with nearly $700 bil-
lion in debt versus our Democratic
paid-for bill that creates and maintains
310,000 jobs for hardworking Ameri-
cans.

Our legislation will save or create
more than 310,000 American jobs for
teachers, firefighters, police officers,
and nurses. These funds are needed now
to prevent layoffs and actually rehire
teachers and prevent law enforcement
officers from losing their jobs

Bottom line is congressional Repub-
licans would rather extend the Bush
tax cuts for the wealthiest few and sad-
dle Americans with a $700 billion debt.
Our Democratic legislation is fully
paid for by closing costly corporate tax
loopholes that allow corporations to
shift American jobs overseas. Demo-
crats are moving America forward
while the congressional Republicans
want to take us back to the exact same
failed policies of the Bush administra-
tion that drove us into this economic
ditch.

———

AFGHAN HUMANITARIANS

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, this
weekend, we received sad and dis-
turbing news from Afghanistan as 10
humanitarian aid workers, six of them
Americans, were Kkilled in a barbaric
Taliban attack.

Among those Kkilled was one of my
constituents, Glen Lapp of Lancaster,
as well as Brian Carderelli, whose fam-
ily I have worked with on humani-
tarian aid projects. The team leader,
Tom Little, served with his wife and
daughters in Afghanistan for over 30
years. They were ambushed while trav-
eling from an isolated village where
they provided eye care and other med-
ical assistance. The group they were
working with, International Assistance
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Mission, has been working in Afghani-
stan for decades, reaching out to heal
the sick and restore sight.

Because of the barbaric actions of the
Taliban and these senseless Kkillings,
the people of Afghanistan will lose the
valuable assistance of individuals with
special medical skills to help those liv-
ing far away from modern medical
services.

I know that Glen, Brian, Tom and all
of the volunteers will be dearly missed
and we honor them for their courage
and love for the Afghan people and
their service to them.
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SUPPORTING EDUCATION JOBS
AND MEDICAID ASSISTANCE ACT

(Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.
Madam Speaker, just say no? That’s
not a solution. The Democrats in the
House of Representatives want to find
solutions and pay for them, and that’s
what we are doing.

Earlier this year, 42 governors wrote
to us and said they needed help paying
for health care for the poorest people
in their States and 42 governors were
out of money. So the Democrats came
up with a solution to provide money to
these States so that they could provide
health care to their poorest people, and
we found a way to pay for every penny
of it and not add a penny to the deficit
and this way help those poor people
who needed it, help the governors, and
reduce the burden of taxes on local and
State taxpayers. We did it by cutting
loopholes for corporations who were
getting a tax break for taking their
companies overseas.

See who votes which way. The Demo-
crats came up with the solution. We
paid for every penny of it. We are help-
ing the States, the taxpayers, and
those in need. We are moving the coun-
try forward.

We will not allow this country to go
back to the policies that brought us to
the brink of disaster.

———
TIME TO RECLAIM OUR COUNTRY

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, how bad does it have to get?

Over 20 million Americans are out of
work or have given up looking for
work. Federal spending is out of con-
trol, and congressional Democrats
won’t even propose a budget.

The administration intentionally
takes actions to weaken immigration
laws; Federal judges assault our time-
tested values; and the administration
wants to hike taxes on individuals,
small businesses, and investments,
which will kill jobs.
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How bad does it have to get before
Americans reclaim our country?

———

CRITICAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to support the legislation we
will be voting on in a few hours. It isn’t
perfect, but it will provide critical as-
sistance to States’ strapped budgets. It
will save or create more than 300,000
jobs.

Now, during the debate over restor-
ing the unemployment insurance pro-
gram, the Republicans whined out here
on floor that the bill wasn’t paid for. I
will remind them the bill before us is
paid for and, in fact, will reduce the
deficit by nearly $1.5 billion. So we
shouldn’t hear one single word from
now till 3 o’clock about it ain’t paid
for. It is paid for.

I will say it again. It will save 300,000

jobs.
Still, I bet every Republican will
vote ‘‘no.”” Why? Not because they

think it’s a bad policy, but because
they want to do everything in their
power to make certain that President
Obama can’t get this country going
again. They have been dragging their
feet for 18 months, 20 months now.
Come November, I think they are going
to find it was a dumb policy.

———

EXTEND TAX CUTS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, instead of calling
Congress back into session to protect
special-interest unions and add more
tax increases, we should be focusing on
policies that give American families
incentives to invest and create jobs.

Americans should be concerned now
about the job-killing bill and the tax
increase we are likely to see before the
end of the year. Also, after the election
in November, Washington liberals will
try to ram through a national energy
tax, remove the right to a secret work-
ers’ ballot, and continue to skyrocket
America’s deficits with reckless spend-
ing.

In an effort to prevent this job-kill-
ing, lame-duck tactic, I support Con-
gressman ToM PRICE’s resolution that
eliminates a lame-duck session. This
promise is critical in order to represent
the will of the American majority, who
have serious concerns about reckless
spending and more taxes, as over 20
million citizens are out of work or have
given up looking for work.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

EMERGENCY BORDER SECURITY
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2010

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 6080) making
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions for border security for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2010, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6080

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and for
other purposes, namely:

TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’’, $253,900,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011, of which
$39,000,000 shall be for costs to maintain U.S.
Customs and Border Protection Officer staff-
ing on the Southwest Border of the United
States, $29,000,000 shall be for hiring addi-
tional U.S. Customs and Border Protection
Officers for deployment at ports of entry on
the Southwest Border of the United States,
$175,900,000 shall be for hiring additional Bor-
der Patrol agents for deployment to the
Southwest Border of the United States, and
$10,000,000 shall be to support integrity and
background investigation programs.

BORDER SECURITY FENCING, INFRASTRUCTURE,
AND TECHNOLOGY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Border Se-
curity Fencing, Infrastructure, and Tech-
nology’’, $14,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2011, for costs of design-
ing, building, and deploying tactical commu-
nications for support of enforcement activi-
ties on the Southwest Border of the United
States.

AIR AND MARINE INTERDICTION, OPERATIONS,
MAINTENANCE, AND PROCUREMENT

For an additional amount for ‘“Air and Ma-
rine Interdiction, Operations, Maintenance,
and Procurement’”, $32,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2012, for costs
of acquisition and deployment of unmanned
aircraft systems.

CONSTRUCTION AND FACILITIES MANAGEMENT

For an additional amount for ‘‘Construc-
tion and Facilities Management’’, $6,000,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2011,
for costs to construct up to 2 forward oper-
ating bases for use by the Border Patrol to
carry out enforcement activities on the
Southwest Border of the United States.
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U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’, $80,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011, of which
$30,000,000 shall be for law enforcement ac-
tivities targeted at reducing the threat of vi-
olence along the Southwest Border of the
United States, and $50,000,000 shall be for hir-
ing of additional agents, investigators, intel-
ligence analysts, and support personnel.

FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING
CENTER

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’’, $8,100,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011, for costs to
provide basic training for new U.S. Customs
and Border Protection Officers, Border Pa-
trol agents, and U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement personnel.

GENERAL PROVISIONS
(RESCISSIONS)

SEC. 101. From unobligated balances made
available to U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection ‘‘Border Security Fencing, Infra-
structure, and Technology’’, $100,000,000 are
rescinded: Provided, That section 401 shall
not apply to the amount in this section.

TITLE II
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

SEC. 201. For an additional amount for the
Department of Justice for necessary ex-
penses for increased law enforcement activi-
ties related to Southwest border enforce-
ment, $196,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2011: Provided, That funds shall
be distributed to the following accounts and
in the following specified amounts:

(1) ““Administrative Review and Appeals’’,
$2,118,000.

(2) “Detention Trustee’’, $7,000,000.

(3) ‘“‘Legal Activities, Salaries and Ex-
penses, General Legal Activities”, $3,862,000.

(4) ‘“‘Legal Activities, Salaries and Ex-
penses, United States Attorneys’, $9,198,000.

(5) ““United States Marshals Service, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’, $29,651,000.

(6) ‘“United States Marshals Service, Con-
struction’, $8,000,000.

(7) “Interagency Law Enforcement, Inter-
agency Crime and Drug Enforcement”,
$21,000,000.

(8) ‘““‘Federal Bureau of Investigation, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’, $24,000,000.

(9) “Drug Enforcement Administration,
Salaries and Expenses’’, $33,671,000.

(10) “Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms
and Explosives, Salaries and Expenses’’,
$37,500,000.

(11) ““Federal Prison System, Salaries and
Expenses”’, $20,000,000.

TITLE IIT
THE JUDICIARY

COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For an additional amount for ‘‘Salaries
and Expenses’, $10,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011: Provided, That
notwithstanding section 302 of division C of
Public Law 111-117, funding shall be avail-
able for transfer between Judiciary accounts
to meet increased workload requirements re-
sulting from immigration and other law en-
forcement initiatives.
TITLE IV
GENERAL PROVISIONS
SEC. 401. Each amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available under this Act is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement and
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant
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to sections 403(a) and 423(b) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

SEC. 402. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of this Act or any other provision
of law, during the period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act and ending
on September 30, 2014, the filing fee and
fraud prevention and detection fee required
to be submitted with an application for ad-
mission as a nonimmigrant under section
101(a)(15)(L) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(L)) shall be in-
creased by $2,250 for applicants that employ
50 or more employees in the United States if
more than 50 percent of the applicant’s em-
ployees are nonimmigrants admitted pursu-
ant to section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of such Act
or section 101(a)(15)(L) of such Act.

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act or any other provision of law, dur-
ing the period beginning on the date of the
enactment of this Act and ending on Sep-
tember 30, 2014, the filing fee and fraud pre-
vention and detection fee required to be sub-
mitted with an application for admission as
a nonimmigrant under section
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(H)()(b))
shall be increased by $2,000 for applicants
that employ 50 or more employees in the
United States if more than 50 percent of the
applicant’s employees are such non-
immigrants or nonimmigrants described in
section 101(a)(15)(L) of such Act.

(c) During the period beginning on the date
of the enactment of this Act and ending on
September 30, 2014, all amounts collected
pursuant to the fee increases authorized
under this section shall be deposited in the
General Fund of the Treasury.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) and the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. ROG-
ERS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 6080.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise to urge adop-
tion of H.R. 6080, a bill to address the
urgent need for enhanced security on
our Southwest border. Violence on the
Mexican side of the border has intensi-
fied because of turf battles among mur-
derous transnational criminal organi-
zations competing for drug, alien, and
weapon trafficking business. The bill
would provide $600 million to enable
the Department of Homeland Security,
the Department of Justice, and the Ju-
diciary, in cooperation with the Na-
tional Guard, to counter this threat,
building on the current border enforce-
ment surge.

This funding is urgently needed to
counter the pressures our law enforce-
ment agencies and our border commu-
nities currently face.

Madam Speaker, the bill is fully off-
set. It includes a $100 million reduction



August 10, 2010

in the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s border security infrastructure
and technology account due to an on-
going reassessment of the SBInet pro-
gram. The bill also increases, for 5
years, the cost for two visas which per-
mit foreign workers to come and work
in the United States. These fee in-
creases would apply only to companies
with more than 50 employees and for
whom the majority of their workforce
is visa-holding foreign workers.

The House passed a very similar
version of this border security supple-
mental bill 2 weeks ago, partially off-
set and partially on a well-justified
emergency basis. Because the Senate
amended the House-passed bill, we are
voting on the package again today.

The most significant change the Sen-
ate made was to fully offset the bill,
adding the visa fee increases. Because
of the Constitutional requirement that
revenue-generating bills initiate in the
House, the bill before us today has been
introduced as a new bill but with provi-
sions identical to the Senate-passed
bill. Therefore, should the House ap-
prove this bill today, it will need to be
taken up again by the Senate, hope-
fully at the earliest possible date.

For the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, the bill provides a total of $394
million, including: $176 million to hire
a thousand new Border Patrol agents.
That funding will bring us to a total of
21,370 Border Patrol agents, a 70 per-
cent increase since 2006. $68 million to
retain 270 Customs and Border Protec-
tion officers and hire 250 additional of-
ficers. With this bill, there will be over
20,700 CBP officers working to enhance
port of entry operations.

There is $32 million to procure two
additional unmanned aircraft systems;
$80 million to U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement, ICE, which in-
cludes $30 million to pay for four new
Border Enforcement Security Task
Forces, training and support for Mexi-
can law enforcement partners, and a
staffing surge for ICE’s criminal alien
removal efforts. The remaining $50 mil-
lion will be used to hire additional ICE
investigators, intelligence analysts,
and support personnel for a permanent
expansion of ICE’s presence along the
border. These new personnel will focus
on disrupting the criminal enterprises
that fuel violence in Mexico.

There is $6 million to construct two
new forward operating bases for the
Border Patrol.

For the Department of Justice, the
bill provides $196 million in support of
investigations and crime control along
the Southwest border, including $38
million for the Bureau of Alcohol, To-
bacco, Firearms, and Explosives; $34
million for the Drug Enforcement Ad-
ministration; $30 million for the U.S.
Marshals Service; and $24 million for
the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
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Finally, for the judiciary, the bill
provides $10 million to meet increased
workload requirements resulting from
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immigration and other law enforce-
ment initiatives.

I want to recognize especially,
Madam Speaker, the hard work of our
border State Representatives who were
instrumental in getting the supple-
mental border security bill initially
passed. They have signaled their full
support for the House to take up this
latest version from the Senate, and we
will hear from a number of them dur-
ing the debate this morning.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to adopt this bill to address
these critical border security chal-
lenges which, while they are most
acute on the southwest border, con-
stitute a serious national threat which
we ignore at our peril.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
might consume.

Madam Speaker, it’s been now 47
days, almost 6 weeks, since our sub-
committee marked up the fiscal 2011
appropriations bill that would fund the
Department of Homeland Security.
Forty-seven days. Normally, after you
mark up a bill in subcommittee, it im-
mediately goes to the full committee,
and then immediately to the floor of
the House for us to act on the entire
appropriations for the entire Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

For some reason, the Democrat lead-
ership in the House chose to delay the
markup of the funding bill for the De-
partment of Homeland Security now 6
weeks. And instead, they’re bringing
up this piecemeal supplemental bill
that would make a nice amendment to
the appropriations bill for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security if we could
get that bill to us. And this supple-
mental, if passed, has to go back to the
Senate, who is gone for the summer,
before it can become law, even if we
pass it here. And number two, it won’t
take effect until next year.

So, Madam Speaker, I’'m asking, why
are we here? Why did we come back for
this? Because it can’t take effect until
next year and it can’t take effect until
the Senate comes back to pass on it.
And they’re gone until September. So
why are we here? I don’t know. I don’t
know. Forty-seven days that we have
been waiting to bring up funding for
the whole Department of Homeland Se-
curity. Homeland security, flippantly
dealt with by the Democrat majority.

Now, here’s what this bill before us
today won’t do. This bill won’t address
the massive and inexplicable cuts the
President proposed to cut the Coast
Guard and to the Customs and Border
Protection’s aerial resources. The
President submitted a budget to the
subcommittee cutting Coast Guard,
slashing the Border assets. The sub-
committee in our markup corrected
that, but we can’t get that bill to come
onto the floor.

This bill won’t do enough to improve
our interdiction capabilities and stop
the flow of drugs into northern Mexico
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and through the source and transit
zones. This bill won’t address any of
the post-Christmas Day attack needs
for aviation security or watchlisting.
All of these were dealt with in the reg-
ular bill, if we could get it before the
House. But this piecemeal approach
doesn’t work. And this bill surely
won’t address the numerous other
homeland security challenges facing
the country that range from emer-
gency preparedness, to immigration
enforcement, to cybersecurity. Simply
put, this bill does nothing to make up
for the fact that the fiscal 2011 Home-
land Security bill is nowhere in sight.

Why are we taking up this piecemeal
approach? So it’s all about, I guess,
politics. It’s all about politics. I ask
the majority, where’s the bill? Bring us
the bill. We can amend it with this sup-
plemental, make a modest change in
the bill. Just bring us the bill.

Madam Speaker, our country’s facing
many grave threats to our security. In
the wake of the Christmas Day, Times
Square, and Fort Hood attacks, and
with a drug war waging along our bor-
der, it’s a complete dereliction of duty
by the Democrat majority to avoid
moving the fiscal 2011 Homeland Secu-
rity appropriations bill.

So let’s be absolutely clear about
what we are doing here today. Yes, we
are improving, we would improve the
House Democrats’ incomplete and def-
icit-increasing border security supple-
mental, but this bill won’t take effect
until next year. Why are we here? Ac-
cording to the nonpartisan Congres-
sional Budget Office, not a single dime
of this bill will be spent until fiscal
2011.

If they had brought forth the Home-
land Security appropriations bill for
the whole Department, we could have
avoided a supplemental altogether. We
could have made the changes in that
bill that this bill suggests, perhaps,
and all would have been fine. Homeland
security would have again reached the
importance that it has in the past. In-
stead, now homeland security is sort of
a secondary thought, apparently, by
the majority, because they won’t bring
us the bill.

So what that tells me is that we
should be addressing all of our home-
land security issues here today, not
just putting a Band-Aid on some of our
urgent border security needs with this
supplemental. In fact, this supple-
mental, as I have said, might have
made a very worthwhile amendment to
the full security appropriations bill if
the majority would bring it out and let
it be discussed. But they control the
rules, and they’ve said, no, we don’t
want to discuss the whole matter of
homeland security. We want to address
just these small pieces of it.

So again we ask, where’s the bill and
why are we here? The fact of the mat-
ter is that the Democrat majority
should be governing and Congress
should be addressing our urgent secu-
rity needs in the most responsible and
disciplined way possible. Sadly, as
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demonstrated by the Democrat major-
ity’s repeated attempts to bend the
rules and their lethargic pace and inac-
tion on critical security issues like
funding for our brave troops, that is
certainly not the case this year. The
bottom line is we desperately need to
get our homeland security right. We
need to address our security needs with
real solutions, not partial fixes that
circumvent regular order and that em-
ploy questionable offsets, as this bill
does.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, our distinguished ranking mi-
nority member has asked a legitimate
question, and that is, where is the 2011
regular Homeland Security bill? He
says it’s nowhere in sight. He knows
very well it’s clearly in sight. The 2011
Homeland Security appropriations bill
has been marked up in subcommittee.
It’s been put together with full bipar-
tisan participation. It directly address-
es the Coast Guard and border security
matters that he has stressed. And this
emergency measure here today in no
way detracts from that.

But this is an emergency. This is
something that needs to be urgently
addressed. Unfortunately, the Senate
earlier stripped out these border provi-
sions from the supplemental appropria-
tions bill, and so we are here today
passing this and getting this done at
the earliest possible moment.
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I would now like to yield 2 minutes
to a subcommittee member who has
been an important participant in put-
ting this effort together, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ).

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
want to thank the chairman for his
great work on this issue. He has been
the champion on these issues and re-
sponsive to the needs of our borders.

Border security is one of my highest
priorities. I represent 785 miles of the
Mexican border, more border with Mex-
ico than any other Member of Con-
gress. As the vice chairman of the
Homeland Security Appropriations
Committee, we have made making our
border more secure a high priority.

Earlier this month, the House passed
a supplemental appropriations bill that
continued funding for operations in
Iraq and Afghanistan and in addition
included $701 million in much-needed
border security funding. This is fund-
ing that our men and women on the
border are asking for and need to get
the job done. We all know the violence
in Mexico has escalated. We need to en-
sure the U.S. borders are not left vul-
nerable.

This new version is much smaller
than the previous one cut by the Sen-
ate. This bill does not have the funding
for Operation Stonegarden, a much-
needed program supported by many bi-
partisan Members. Nonetheless, I sup-
port the chairman on his effort and
thank him for his leadership.
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This bill will target funds just as the
previous House-passed supplemental
did. This includes an additional 1,000
Border Patrol agents and 250 additional
officers at our land ports of entry,
which are critical and important at
this point in time. This is a significant
step towards securing our border, and I
want to thank the chairman for his
leadership in this area and ensuring
that the border becomes a priority.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the ranking Republican on
the full committee, the gentleman
from California (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam
Speaker, I very much appreciate my
colleague yielding. I thank not only
the gentleman for yielding, but the
chairman as well, for their cooperative
working relationship with me. On the
other hand, Madam Speaker, it really
pains me to have to be here today and
comment on this emergency bill.

Securing our borders, thwarting
ruthless drug cartels, and enforcing im-
migration laws should unquestionably
be among our highest priorities. But
why are we here today, with only seven
weeks remaining in this fiscal year, de-
bating a supplemental that CBO says
will not take effect until next year? So
we are going to solve a problem for 2010
that can’t even begin to be enforced
until next year. This bill will have to
go back to the Senate because of the
way it is structured.

Meanwhile, there is no plan to com-
plete the vital FY 2011 Homeland Secu-
rity and Defense appropriations bills.
The chairman mentioned that the
homeland bill had been marked up, et
cetera, but it will not be in the full
committee, no chance to amend it on
the floor, et cetera. It is business as
usual.

This bill is only on the floor today to
allow the Democratic majority to
claim that they care about border secu-
rity. It won’t go into effect soon. It
won’t solve our border problems, and it
makes a mockery of our annual appro-
priations process, where these prob-
lems should be handled.

Even the bill’s $600 million worth of
new spending is paid for with question-
able tactics. Avoiding cuts to wasteful
government spending, the Democratic
majority is penalizing businesses with
increased fees. How are de facto tax in-
creases going to increase jobs and help
our economy? And we will be paying
for these so-called emergency funds for
some time because they will result in
increased operating costs for future
years as well.

Madam Speaker, with the drug war
continuing to escalate along the
Southwest border and the States clam-
oring for help, and with the cost of ille-
gal immigration, the American people
expect real solutions from Congress.
Instead, we have another round of
throwing money at problems with no
real understanding of how we are going
to get out of this mess.

We should have already completed
fiscal year 2011 appropriation bills for
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homeland security and defense, as has
been suggested, and taken care of these
problems in an orderly and rational
way. Instead, we are left with hap-
hazard schemes that seem more like
political cover than real budget solu-
tions to our security. This is not the
way the Congress should get its work
done.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR), an-
other of our border members, and the
chairman of our authorizing Sub-
committee on Border, Maritime and
Global Counterterrorism.

Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Speaker, I
certainly want to thank the chairman,
Chairman PRICE, for the leadership in
this emergency funding to be allocated
to the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity and the Department of Justice for
enhanced Southern border security.
And to all the border members, I as a
border member understand why this is
very important. Also I want to thank
the ranking member, Mr. LEWIS, and
also Mr. ROGERS, for the work they are
doing on this issue also.

We join here today at a critical junc-
ture of our border and homeland secu-
rity. Now more than ever we need to
allocate additional resources to our
Nation’s border. As the chairman of
the Homeland Security Subcommittee
for Border, Maritime and Global Coun-
terterrorism, and as a Congressman
that represents 250 miles of the Texas-
Mexico border, where I drink the
water, breathe the air, understand the
border very well, I can tell you that
the communities I represent are on the
front line of our Nation’s border and
homeland security.

I recently got an official briefing by
the Assistant Secretary of ICE, Mr.
Morton, and got some of the most up-
to-date threats facing us on our border.
And certainly for our Members, I sure
would like to show you some videos for
anybody interested in seeing what is
happening across the river.

The threat is real, and we need to
take action now, whether it is the 1,000
Border Patrol agents, the ICE agents,
ATF, judiciary, or prosecutors that we
are trying to add to CBP for our land
ports and our airports, this is impor-
tant.

I am a little disappointed that the
Senate took out the Operation
Stonegarden, but we are working with
Chairman PRICE to put that money
back because that money is important
for our local law enforcement.

So, Madam Speaker, as a member of
the border delegation, I certainly ask
the House and Senate leadership to
support this and other border security
funding. This is not a Texas issue, nor
a partisan issue. This is an American
issue for the safety.

So we stand up today for our commu-
nities, for our Federal, State, and local
law enforcement to give them the addi-
tional resources that they need to se-
cure our border.
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Finally, this is one step, and a crit-
ical step, forward in our ability to de-
tect, deter, and disrupt illegal activity
along the U.S.-Mexico border.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I would now like to yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Ms. GIFFORDS), another border
member who from her first day here
has worked tirelessly on this border se-
curity issue.

Ms. GIFFORDS. Thank you, Chair-
man PRICE, I appreciate your leader-
ship on this issue, and the other border
members who appreciate this difficult
situation that we have.

Repeatedly we heard from our col-
leagues across the aisle, why are we
here? Why are we here? Well, we are
here because we are sent here by our
constituents to be their voices in
Washington. And my constituents are
the most heavily impacted in terms of
illegal immigration. My sector had
over 242,000 apprehensions, over 1.2 mil-
lion pounds of marijuana seized last
year. Mr. Chairman, that is why we are
here.

We are here because residents in my
district are sick and tired of all of the
partisan bickering and the political
games around securing the U.S.-Mexico
border. That is why we are here.

We heard from across the aisle it is
all about politics. Well, let me tell you
about politics. This is the third time
that we are here. The first time we
were here on July 1lst, the second time
on July 28th, and now here on August
10th. The House is saying yes to more
Border Patrol agents on the ground.
We are saying yes to agents at the
ports of entry. We are saying yes to
more forward operating bases.

Why are we here? We are here be-
cause the Congress cannot turn its
back on the American people, and
those people who are most heavily im-
pacted by illegal immigration. We are
here because the Senate has refused to
do the responsible thing and yet again
for the third time has sent this back to
us.

Politics? Well, the Senate needs to
come back and deal with this issue. For
all of the talk about securing the bor-
der and protecting American citizens,
here we have an opportunity to actu-
ally do that, and we are not.

We are here because my constituents
are sick and tired of all the political
rhetoric. They want to see us get the
job done.

This should be a bipartisan issue. I
urge the Senate to return immediately
to pass this bill.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the
gentlelady yield?

Ms. GIFFORDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield the
gentlelady 2 additional minutes.

Ms. GIFFORDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky.
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Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Is the
gentlelady aware that the President
proposed to cut the Border Patrol in
his budget submission to the Congress?

Ms. GIFFORDS. To me, it doesn’t
matter what the President of the
United States proposes along the U.S.-
Mexico border. I am a Member of the
United States Congress. I am sent here
by my constituents to fight for their
needs. That is why I repeatedly asked
for the National Guard to be deployed
to the border.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Reclaim-
ing my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has the time; the gentleman
yielded to her.

Ms. GIFFORDS. That is why it was
so important to have the National
Guard deployed on the border. We are
here because today the National Guard
is deploying to Arizona and the South-
west border. They were designed to be
deployed not in a vacuum but with in-
creased members of the Border Patrol
that will be trained, that will have
equipment, that will have——

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Wouldn’t
the gentlelady prefer that the Congress
pass the whole bill for the Department
of Homeland Security rather than this
piecemeal approach?

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Speaker, for
my constituents, the people that reside
in my district, what matters is that we
get the job done. They don’t care about
all of the partisan back and forth and
this and that, what happens here.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. The point
is that we are not getting the job done
because we will not pass the regular
bill.

Ms. GIFFORDS. This is my time, sir.

When the National Guard was blindly
deployed early this month—which took
a lot of work from many of us to have
the National Guard back on the bor-
der—they were designed to be deployed
not in a vacuum. They were designed
to have members of our Border Patrol
trained up so that the Guard wouldn’t
have to be there forever and that we
would have increased forward oper-
ating bases, that we would have an in-
creased aerial surveillance system,
that we would have a beefing up at the
ports of entry.

This was all designed with this emer-
gency supplemental funding in mind,
and the Senate blew it again. This is
not a partisan issue. This is something
that Democrats and Republicans can
do to fight for what’s right for the peo-
ple of America.

Madam Speaker, I serve on the House
Armed Services Committee. We pass
very large budgets securing America’s
interests, and it is critical that we get
this job done.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I understand the
gentlelady from Arizona’s frustrations.
In fact, I sympathize with her. I made
the same arguments she has just made
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in trying to bring up to the floor of
this House the funding bill for the en-
tire Department of Homeland Security,
for the Coast Guard and for the Secret
Service and for the Border Patrol and
for all of the other agencies, the 22 that
make up the Department. I made those
arguments: Why are we wasting time?
Let’s get on with it. And yet the major-
ity will not bring up the bill that funds
the whole Department.

We could have cured this months ago.
It’s been 6 weeks, Madam Speaker,
since we passed the bill in the sub-
committee that would have taken care
of all these problems.

And, yes, I want to see politics out of
it, too, but you’re in control, and you
won’t let us bring that bill to the floor.
Instead, we are faced with this little
piecemeal bill here, trying to correct
the President’s slash of the Border Pa-
trol when he submitted his budget to
the Congress.

So, yes, I sympathize with the gen-
tlelady. I wish we could get that bill up
here, too, and stop playing politics
with national security.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to a distin-
guished member of our authorizing
committee, Representative JACKSON
LEE.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I am very glad that Demo-
crats are doing the responsible thing,
and we know we need to be doing more.
This is an important step because it
substitutes for some of the misguided
legislative initiatives that States are
promoting, such as Arizona and Texas.

I know there is a sense of despera-
tion, but we on this side of the border
have to ensure and have to be able to
move forward on border security, and
as well for those of us who are arguing
vigorously for the comprehensive ap-
proach, addressing the needs of so
many who are here simply wanting to
work. We have to look to both direc-
tions.

So I am rising to support this bill
and this legislation, recognizing that
there are people who are crying their
heart out, saying when is this Congress
going to do comprehensive immigra-
tion reform? But just as we have to
clean this up, we’ve got a problem in
those on the other side of the aisle not
recognizing that we have to do this as
a total package. But the Border Patrol
agents funding, the CBP funding, $68
million to hire 250 new Customs and
Border Protection personnel is impor-
tant. The tactical communications is
important.

For those of us who live on the bor-
der, who have been to the border, who
know border areas, we understand that
the value of this is also to save lives,
save the many people who are coming
here for work but are dying in the
desert, children, women who are com-
ing here—yes, out of desperation, but
still they are coming and dying in
these deserts. This has to be stopped.
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We do need more monies for ATF and
DEA. In my own city of Houston, it is
a center point, unfortunately, for a lot
of drug cartels and gunrunning. So I
know that there is an emergency. It is
relevant to do this today.

But I wish my friends as well would
stop blocking us from looking holis-
tically at real, comprehensive immi-
gration reform, so that people who
want to come here to work can, so that
young people who want to go to school
can, so that families who are innocent
and want to be here without being
jeopardized by phony laws and can stay
here and pay and invest into this Na-
tion.

I support this legislation.

Madam Speaker, | am pleased to come be-
fore you today in support of H.R. 6080, the
“Emergency Border Security Supplemental
Appropriations Act of 2010,”—a bill that appro-
priates $600 million for border security activi-
ties along the Southwest Border, including
$254 million for Customs and Border Protec-
tion, of which $176 million would be used to
hire additional border patrol agents, as well as
$196 million for the Justice Department, and
$80 million for Immigration and Customs En-
forcement.

As Chairwoman of the Homeland Security
Transportation Security & Infrastructure Pro-
tection Subcommittee, | want to thank Chair-
man OBEY and Ranking Member LEwIS for
your leadership on this timely legislation. This
is an important bill that provides the necessary
funding that is essential to the assistance our
Border States so greatly needs.

Our Border States are frustrated and in
need of targeted assistance. In recent months,
| have attended a number of different hear-
ings, meetings with local and state officials,
and press conferences on immigration, com-
bating the drug trade, and improving the bor-
der, and in almost all instances, | have heard
the same comment: Border States are frus-
trated. The deeply misguided Arizona Law,
(SB1070) for example, is an expression of that
frustration. Unless we want to see more of a
backlash, we in the Federal Government must
do more to help our Border States, which is
vital to securing our nation and upholding our
immigration laws, and helping local and state
officials secure our Border States.

The United States continues to fight the bat-
tle against the powerful drug trafficking organi-
zations that have plagued our sister cities just
across the border with violence. We have
been fortunate thus far that for the most part
the violence has not spilled over into the
United States, but we cannot depend on being
insulated forever. Instability abroad is a dan-
ger to stability at home, and we have a vested
interest in helping our neighbors to the south-
west power away from the criminal organiza-
tions that have threatened the safety of their
citizens and brought drugs into our country.

First of all, we need to do more than just
provide “boots on the ground” to help secure
our borders. While deterrence through addi-
tional personnel is essential to improving se-
curity, several members of the law enforce-
ment community have stressed the importance
of providing more resources for investigators
and detectives, who can help to ferret out and
dismantle the criminal activities taking place
on our borders.

Moreover, while federal agencies have im-
proved their coordination with the Border
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States, communication within local and State
authorities continues to be problematic. Com-
munication in disperse rural areas presents a
particular challenge. At a hearing on the
Merida Initiative, | heard the moving testimony
of a rancher from rural Arizona, Mr. Bill
McDonald. He pointed out how a lack of re-
sources and a rapid turnover rate make com-
munication extremely important, but extremely
lacking. These rural areas, and the people
who live there, are in many cases the most
vulnerable to human traffickers and drug traf-
fickers.

There is a desperate need for Border States
to receive the necessary support to effectively
secure our borders from threats and ensure a
safe and stable environment for our border
residents. More robust, well funded, and well
resourced law enforcement systems are ex-
actly what our Border States and residents de-
mand.

These appropriations to improve law en-
forcement efforts at our Border States are only
a small part of more comprehensive reforms
to our immigration system. Reforms that the
American people are crying out for and that |
sincerely hope my fellow Members will stand
behind. This legislation honors our first re-
sponsibility to protect the American people by
giving law enforcement the tools they need to
address the threat of violence near the U.S.-
Mexico border. With investments in expanding
the number of Border Patrol agents and Cus-
toms and Border Protection officers, improving
our border surveillance efforts, and increasing
resources for anti-smuggling investigations, we
are tackling our border security challenges
head on. This is one of the central pillars of
bipartisan comprehensive immigration reform.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.
Members should heed the gavel.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the ranking Republican on
the Judiciary Committee, Mr. SMITH of
Texas.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I want to thank
the gentleman from Kentucky, a senior
member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, for yielding me time.

Madam Speaker, I support the pas-
sage of this bill. Additional funds for
border security are always a step in the
right direction, but if the Democrats
were serious about immigration en-
forcement, they would include more
funds for interior enforcement.

U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement says it doesn’t have enough
resources to enforce our immigration
laws, yet this bill contains no funds for
work-site enforcement that is needed
to protect jobs for citizens and legal
immigrants.

Last week, an illegal immigrant
drunk driver killed a nun and critically
injured two others. He had two earlier
convictions for drunk driving. If ICE
had sufficient funds for enforcement,
this tragedy could have been avoided.

Madam Speaker, in many ways, this
bill represents an opportunity lost, and
I regret that even though I support pas-
sage of the bill.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.
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Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I will yield myself such time
as I may consume in closing.

Again, I wish we had, Madam Speak-
er, the bill that funds the entire De-
partment of Homeland Security before
us instead of this piecemeal approach. I
don’t fathom why the majority will not
bring forth that bill that’s been
marked up since 47 days ago—6 weeks—
and yet they refuse to bring it out. In-
stead, they bring this piecemeal bill
out there that only deals with a par-
ticular aspect of the entire Homeland
Security bill.

And, number two, as I've said before,
even if we pass this bill here, it still
has to go back to the Senate before it
can become law, and they’re gone until
the middle of September. And this bill
won’t spend any money until next year
anyway.

So that’s why I say why are we doing
it this way? Why can’t we just bring
out the bill and deal with it? It in-
cludes all of this as well.

And yet the majority refuses to do
that. It’s all about politics, Madam
Speaker. We are all concerned about
that border, about the crime that is
taking place, about the illicit drugs
coming across, illegal people coming
across. And we have devoted so much
of the Nation’s energy and monies to
try to seal that border to little effect,
it seems.

And yet if we had the whole Depart-
ment of Homeland Security budget
here on the floor so that we could at
once deal with Coast Guard, with Se-
cret Service, with Border Patrol, with
enforcement of the laws against illegal
immigration, if we had all of those
matters before us, we could deal with it
holistically. But they won’t do it. In-
stead, we have this bill which won’t be-
come law until next year anyway. So I
ask the Speaker, why did you call us
back in session on this bill knowing
that it could not become law until next
year anyway? Puzzlement.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, it seems that a good part of
the debate this morning has been about
what this bill is not. Both sides have
mentioned the need for comprehensive
immigration reform, and I couldn’t
agree more. We cannot enforce our way
out of this immigration challenge. I
have never met a border security offi-
cer who claims otherwise.

This is a much broader challenge
than simply enforcement or securing
the border. I would hope most Members
understand that and understand the ur-
gency of moving ahead on comprehen-
sive immigration reform.

What is before us this morning is an
emergency measure dealing with some
border security challenges arising from
the cartel violence and gang activity in
Mexico which requires an emergency
response, an immediate response, and a
targeted response. That is what this
bill provides.
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We have also heard a great deal
about the 2011 Homeland Security Ap-
propriations bill. Indeed, this emer-
gency supplemental is not the regular
bill. Nor is it a substitute for the reg-
ular bill. In fact, it is just what it says,
it is a supplement to ongoing appro-
priations, a supplement designed to ad-
dress this critical situation out on the
southwest border which our colleagues
on the border have testified to very
convincingly here this morning.

The 2011 Homeland Security bill is
alive and well. It has been assembled
on a bipartisan basis after months of
hearings and discussions. It has been
approved at the subcommittee level,
and Members will be seeing that bill
very shortly. And believe me, on many
of these items in the supplemental, you
will be hearing from us again: the
BEST teams, the border enforcement
security task forces, a proven device;
the forward-operating bases; and, of
course, the beefing up of the Border Pa-
trol and the cadre of CBP officers. All
of these things are ongoing challenges,
but they are also immediate chal-
lenges.

This is an important supplemental to
the regular bill. This was true when we
first passed it in early July, and it is
still true today. Today we are compen-
sating for the fact that border security
was dropped from the supplemental ap-
propriations bill by the Senate. But the
Senate, fortunately, in recent days
passed the bill before us. We are now
passing the bill that they passed so as
to expedite the targeting of these funds
for this immediate problem in the
Southwest. This is a much-needed bill.
We have had ample testimony to that
effect. I urge my colleagues to support
it here this morning.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Madam
Speaker, today, the House is considering H.R.
6080, legislation to provide $600 million for in-
creased security activities at our Nation’s
southwest border. As Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, | have visited
the U.S.-Mexico border and heard the con-
cerns of local residents firsthand. | understand
the imperative for more resources to combat
the drug cartels and the threat of potential vio-
lence in the region. Therefore, | support the
bill before the House today.

H.R. 6080 is an integral part of providing the
Department of Homeland Security and its fed-
eral partners with additional personnel and
equipment necessary to combat violence and
better secure America’s borders. Specifically,
H.R. 6080 provides funding to put more boots
on the ground for Customs and Border Protec-
tion (CBP), including additional Border Patrol
agents and CBP officers who secure the areas
at and between our ports of entry. Increased
interdictions along the border translate into in-
creased additional referrals for Immigration
and Customs Enforcement (ICE). | am
pleased that H.R. 6080 also provides funding
for additional ICE agents, analysts, and sup-
port personnel. These resources will aid ICE
in identifying and dismantling cross-border
criminal networks.

H.R. 6080 also provides for additional
equipment, such as two unmanned aerial vehi-
cles (UAVs) and forward operating bases for
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CBP. Communications in remote areas along
the border is a persistent problem, and the bill
helps address this problem by including fund-
ing for enhanced tactical communications in
the area.

Providing additional resources is not a pan-
acea for our border security problems, how-
ever. In the absence of a comprehensive bor-
der security strategy, this kind of supplemental
funding will only do so much. Rather than a
piecemeal approach, the Department of
Homeland Security must develop and imple-
ment a border security strategy that con-
templates all border security threats facing our
Nation and allocates our border security re-
sources accordingly.

Again, Madam Speaker, | support H.R. 6080
and urge my colleagues to do so as well.

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, | rise today to
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of the re-
vised Emergency Border Security Supple-
mental Appropriations Act of 2010.

While this legislation represents a scaled-
down version of bill that the House has twice
passed—once in the overall FY10 Emergency
Supplemental Appropriations bill and again in
the Emergency Border Security Supplemental
bill by voice vote on July 28—the bill still pro-
vides some of the resources necessary to ad-
dress the emergency at our southwest border.
Because of House leadership on this issue,
our colleagues in the Senate responded with
a $600 million package to secure our nation’s
borders. Now, we must respond in kind.

The challenges our communities face each
and every day along the border are an emer-
gency, and we need to do all we can to en-
sure the safety and security of our 2,000-mile
long border with Mexico.

While the Senate version of the bill provides
$100 million fewer resources for the border
and fewer CBP officers for land ports of entry
than many of us who represent border districts
would have liked, these funds will still address
urgent needs on our southwest border.

| ask my colleagues to seriously consider
the importance of giving our law enforcement
officers who are working along the border the
resources they need to enhance our border
security. In particular, the 250 additional Cus-
toms and Border Patrol Officers are needed
because GAO estimates that we need thou-
sands more officers in order to fully staff our
ports of entry. The 250 increase is a step in
the right direction.

Increasing staffing of our CBP Officers at
land ports of entry is critical both to expedite
the flow of trade and commerce and more ef-
fectively screen out illicit drugs, weapons,
human smugglers, and any other potential
criminals. It would also give us greater ability
to conduct southbound checks so that we can
also curb the supply of arms, illegal narcotics
and cash going into Mexico and fueling vio-
lence there.

Residents in our border states know this is
an emergency because they live it each and
every day. | urge my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle to act today to secure our borders
by voting in favor of the Emergency Border
Security Supplemental Appropriations Act of
2010.

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 6080, which will provide $600 mil-
lion to bolster ongoing security efforts and to
reduce violence along our nation’s southern
border.

Like many of my constituents, | am con-
cerned about the influx of illegal immigrants
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into America. The level of violence stemming
from the drug trade in Mexico, which has
spilled over into the Southwest, is unaccept-
able. The Obama administration has com-
mitted more than 17,000 border patrol agents
to the southern border, a historic high, yet we
must do more.

The bill will provide $176 million for 1,000
additional Border Patrol agents to be deployed
along the southwest border and $68 million to
hire 250 new Customs and Border Protection
officers at ports of entry along the border. It
also will fund two new unmanned aerial vehi-
cles for Customs and Border Protection to
monitor the border.

The bill will provide $80 million for Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement to hire more
than 250 special agents, investigators, intel-
ligence analysts, and mission support staff to
investigate and reduce narcotics smuggling
and associated violence.

Additional funding will go to the U.S. Mar-
shals Service, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms’ Project Gunrunner, the Drug
Enforcement Agency, the Federal Bureau of
Investigation, and to the Federal government’s
efforts to incarcerate criminal illegal immi-
grants and to reduce the backlog in the na-
tion’s immigration courts.

Importantly, this bill is fully paid for by in-
creasing fees for visas that permit foreign
workers to work in the United States and by
reallocating $100 million of unspent funds at
the Department of Homeland Security. These
fee increases would apply only to companies
with more than 50 employees with a workforce
predominantly comprised of visa-holding for-
eign workers.

The history of America is a history of immi-
gration and of immigrants. From the first set-
tlers in Jamestown and Plymouth to the
masses greeted by the Statue of Liberty and
Ellis Island fleeing poverty and persecution in
the old world, millions have sought a new life
in America. Immigrants continue to this day to
be a vital part of our social fabric and a key
contributor to economic growth. While Con-
gress needs to address immigration reform in
a comprehensive manner, our first priority
must be securing our borders by providing ad-
ditional tools and resources to those who pa-
trol the border.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this bill.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The 