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see President Bush give his entire support
to the development of Africa.

And I'm, again, very happy with this very
useful meeting that we had with President
Bush here. And I'm very happy for the
fact that we're going to see each other in
St. Petersburg, because President Putin in-
vited me to come to the G-8 summit as
a representative for Africa.

I thank President Bush for his very
friendly and warm welcome. And I'm very

happy to be here, back in the White
House.

NoOTE: The President spoke at 9:51 a.m. in
the Oval Office at the White House. Presi-
dent Sassou-Nguesso spoke in French, and
his remarks were translated by an inter-
preter. President Sassou-Nguesso referred to
President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia.

Remarks Following Discussions With President Manuel Zelaya Rosales of

Honduras
June 5, 2006

President Bush. Mr. President, welcome.
It's good to have you here. We've had a
very good discussion, as you would expect
amongst friends. We discussed our common
interests, and one of our common interests
is expanded commercial opportunity. And
CAFTA gives us a chance to realize those
opportunities. We talked about our com-
mon desire to make sure the democracies
in the region are strong.

We talked about the immigration issue.
The President is very concerned about the
immigration issue. I assured him that my
administration supports a comprehensive
immigration bill that treats people with re-
spect and, at the same time, upholds our
laws. And over lunch, I will give him our
strategy to continue to press for a com-
prehensive bill that will enforce our borders
but allow people to come to our country
in a legal way to work on a temporary
basis.

So, Mr. President, thank you. The people
of America respect your country and appre-
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ciate our close ties. And were sure glad
you're here.

President Zelaya. 1 have expressed my
appreciation to the President. I'd like to
reiterate my thanks to him for the frank-
ness with which he has spoken about the
solutions to the common problems we face
in the Western Hemisphere.

And we come to this meeting with Presi-
dent Bush with great enthusiasm. And in
coming here, we have asked for God’s
blessing so that this is a meeting that will
truly strengthen the fraternal ties that join
us in trying to achieve peace in our day.

I thank you very much, Mr. Bush. Your
trust makes both of our nations strong.

President Bush. Thank you, sir. Thank
you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:51 a.m. in
the Oval Office at the White House. Presi-
dent Zelaya spoke in Spanish, and his re-
marks were translated by an interpreter.
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Remarks on a Proposed Constitutional Amendment To Protect Marriage

June 5, 2006

Thank you all. Please be seated. Good
afternoon, and welcome to the White
House. It is a pleasure to be with so many
fine community leaders, scholars, family or-
ganizations, religious leaders, Republicans,
Democrats, independents. Thank you all for
coming.

You come from many backgrounds and
faith traditions—yet united in this common
belief: Marriage is the most fundamental
institution of civilization, and it should not
be redefined by activist judges. You are
here because you strongly support a con-
stitutional amendment that defines mar-
riage as a union of a man and a woman,
and I am proud to stand with you.

This week, the Senate begins debate on
the marriage protection amendment, and
I call on the Congress to pass this amend-
ment, send it to the States for ratification
so we can take this issue out of the hands
of over-reaching judges and put it back
where it belongs, in the hands of the Amer-
ican people.

The union of a man and woman in mar-
riage is the most enduring and important
human institution. For ages, in every cul-
ture, human beings have understood that
marriage is critical to the well-being of fam-
ilies. And because families pass along values
and shape character, marriage is also crit-
ical to the health of society. Our policies
should aim to strengthen families, not un-
dermine them. And changing the definition
of marriage would undermine the family
structure.

America is a free society which limits
the role of government in the lives of our
citizens. In this country, people are free
to choose how they live their lives. In our
free society, decisions about a fundamental
social institution as marriage should be
made by the people.

The American people have spoken clear-
ly on this issue through their elected Rep-

resentatives and at the ballot box. In 1996,
Congress approved the Defense of Mar-
riage Act by large bipartisan majorities in
both the House and the Senate, and Presi-
dent Clinton signed it into law. And since
then, 19 States have held referendums to
amend their State constitutions to protect
the traditional definition of marriage. In
every case, the amendments were approved
by decisive majorities with an average of
71 percent.

Today, 45 of the 50 States have either
a State constitutional amendment or statute
defining marriage as a union of a man and
a woman. These amendments and laws ex-
press a broad consensus in our country for
protecting the institution of marriage. The
people have spoken. Unfortunately, this
consensus is being undermined by activist
judges and local officials who have struck
down State laws protecting marriage and
made an aggressive attempt to redefine
marriage.

Since 2004, State courts in Washington
and California and Maryland and New York
have ruled against marriage laws. Last year,
a Federal judge in Nebraska overturned a
State constitutional amendment banning
same-sex marriage, an amendment that was
approved by 70 percent of the population.
And at this moment, nine States face law-
suits challenging the marriage laws they
have on the books.

Some argue that defining marriage
should be left to the States. The fact is,
State legislatures are trying to address this
issue. But across the country, they are
being thwarted by activist judges who are
overturning the expressed will of their peo-
ple. And these court decisions can have
an impact on our whole Nation.

The Defense of Marriage Act declares
that no State is required to accept another
State’s definition of marriage. If that act
is overturned by the courts, then marriage
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