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SANCTUARY HIDEOUTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, in the early
morning hours of May 14, 2005, two
Denver police officers were working se-
curity at a restaurant when Raul Gar-
cia Gomez cowardly shot them both in
the back and fled into the darkness of
the night. Detective Donald Young was
killed. Detective John Bishop was also
shot in the back, but he survived.
Gomez snuck out of Denver and the
United States and sought safety in his
country of Mexico to prevent being
prosecuted for first degree murder and
attempted murder.

Without dealing with the issue of
Mexico’s reluctance to extradite their
citizens who have committed murder in
the United States, Gomez had already
been given a get-out-of-jail-free card in
Denver because of absurd policies
called ‘‘sanctuary laws.”” In Denver,
Gomez had been stopped previously
three times by local police for traffic
offenses. Each time he presented a
Mexican driver’s license. Each time he
had no proof of insurance, and each
time he was released even though he
was here illegally.

Had he been an American citizen, the
fact that he had no insurance for the
third time would have resulted in him
being arrested and hauled off to jail.
We seem to discriminate against Amer-
ican citizens for the benefit of illegal
aliens. Anyway, the reason Gomez was
released instead of deported: sanctuary
laws.

They are laws that stop police from
arresting and detaining illegals that
are here in the United States. There-
fore, law enforcement officials cannot
do anything to a person they discover
is illegally here in the country other
than let them loose back in society.

In fact, some cities prohibit police
from even inquiring into a person’s
legal status in the United States. So-
called sanctuary laws prohibit officers
from ‘‘initiating police action where
the objective is to discover the alien
status of the person.”

It would seem to me, and common
sense would dictate, that police should
know who is in the United States ille-
gally. Have these cities not heard of
the war on terror?

This order was created in Los Ange-
les and has been adopted in the major
cities in the United States. In these
cities, if an illegal immigrant is caught
for a minor violation, police cannot de-
tain this individual for immigration
violations despite the fact these people
are committing a Federal offense by
their presence in our country. This
hands-off policy is absurd and these
cities protect people who are illegally
in the United States.

Unfortunately, because of lack of en-
forcement of immigration laws, these
sanctuaries and safe havens in the
United States are growing. Some U.S.
cities have actually implemented poli-
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cies that provide and require these safe
havens for illegal people.

Mr. Speaker, in these selected hide-
outs, immigration laws are not en-
forced. These cities do not require and
even some prohibit employers from re-
porting the illegal status to Federal of-
ficials. Creating these secret hideouts
encourages illegal immigration, and
Americans pay the price. Americans al-
ways pay.

Officials in Houston, Texas, recently
have implemented policies restricting
coordination with local police and Fed-
eral authorities regarding immigration
laws. And even recently the Governor
of Maine has announced an executive
order forbids the State from enforcing
Federal immigration laws.

Mr. Speaker, this is a serious prob-
lem and the cities that have adopted
these sanctuary hideouts undermine
the security of this Nation, encourage
illegal immigration and promote law-
lessness. All of this at the expense of
Americans.

However, some cities faced with the
cost of free social services to illegals
have a different approach. The latest is
Police Chief Garrett Chamberlain of
New Ipswich, New Hampshire. He is
charging illegals with criminal tres-
passing and arresting them. After all,
they are trespassing on American soil.
Part of the problem is there are too few
Immigration and Custom Enforcement
agents within the interior of the
United States. There are less than 2,000
people enforcing the immigration laws
of people who are illegally in the
United States and in the interior.

Mr. Speaker, there are more than
800,000 law enforcement officials in the
United States. They take a pledge to
protect and serve every day, and they
are tasked with the important job of
keeping our communities safe from
those outlaws who terrorize the
streets. They watch out for our coun-
try, our Kkids, our families, and our
great land. Novel idea, let these 800,000
officers help capture illegals that come
across each day while they are on the
police beat. They should be allies with
the Federal Government and assist the
Federal Government in efforts to pro-
tect our country from illegal immi-
grants that violate our law and dis-
respect the borders.

Police help is essential to homeland
security. Local law enforcement, those
first responders are the ones that en-
counter illegal aliens once they have
snuck into our country. These sanc-
tuary hideouts are not the answer.
There should be no sanctuary for those
who violate the law.

By the way, Detective Donald Young
when he was murdered was shot three
times in the back and in the head. He
was married with two young daughters.
He was 44 years of age. Detective John
Bishop, shot in the back as well, only
survived because of his bullet-proof
vest. If the defendant had been de-
ported upon his arrest and not given
sanctuary, these officers would not
have been shot. Mr. Speaker, this
ought not to be.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. WYNN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

———

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

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

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

There was no objection.

——————

RENEGOTIATE CAFTA

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
House leadership promised to bring the
Central American Free Trade Agree-
ment to the floor this week for a vote.
They have said, Congress will stay here
over the weekend until it is done.

The President has said that defeat on
CAFTA ‘““is not an option.” ‘“The cook-
ie jar is open.” One senior CAFTA sup-
porter, a Member of the House, went so
far as to say that CAFTA will pass
Congress because they will ‘‘twist arms
until they break into a thousand
pieces.”

CAFTA supporters have resorted to
toothless ideals and strong-arm tactics
because they know this agreement sim-
ply cannot pass on its merits. CAFTA
has languished in Congress for more
than a year. Four other trade agree-
ments in the last couple of years
passed Congress within 60 days. This
CAFTA, this trade agreement has lan-
guished in Congress for almost 14
months.

The reason is this trade agreement,
this CAFTA, it was crafted by and ne-
gotiated by a select few, mostly the oil
industry, the insurance industry, and
the pharmaceutical industry, was
crafted by a select few for a selected
few, and that is why this agreement of-
fends so many.

Today on the lawn of the Capitol, I
joined 22 House Republicans and Demo-
crats and more than 350 people rep-
resenting family farmers and ranchers,
environmentalists and workers, food
safety advocates and small manufac-
turers, all kinds of human rights orga-
nizations, religious leaders, faith-based
groups, and others, all of us in concert
speaking out against the Central
American Free Trade Agreement.

On the one hand, those supporting
CAFTA, we have a very thorough group
of special interests, again, the drug in-
dustry, the insurance industry, some of
America’s largest corporations. On the
other hand, you have this wide array of
people today representing dozens and
dozens of organizations of both polit-
ical parties across the political spec-
trum.
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Since April 21, more than 1,000 people
have attended Capitol Hill news con-
ferences asking the President to re-
negotiate this failed agreement. Demo-
crats and Republicans, legislators from
Central America, along with grass-
roots organizations representing work-
ers and farmers and religious organiza-
tions in all seven countries, in the
United States and in the Dominican
Republic and in five countries in Cen-
tral America. Those same voices deliv-
ered a common unified message: re-
negotiate the Central American Free
Trade Agreement.

Why do they oppose this? The gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO)
showed this chart earlier. One of the
reasons we oppose this agreement is
our trade policy is not working. A
dozen years ago I first ran in Congress
in 1992, 13 years ago. We had a trade
deficit in this country of $38 billion.
Last year, just a dozen years later,
that $38 billion had exploded into $618
billion. Clearly our trade policy is not
working.

But make no mistake. Those of us
opposed to this CAFTA do want trade
with Central America, but we want an
agreement that represents us all, not a
select few. We want an agreement that
deserves to pass Congress based on its
merits, not based on arm twisting, not
based on middle-of-the-night votes, not
based on sleazy deals, not based on, as
some cases we have seen on this floor,
out and out bribery.

We want an agreement that promotes
small business, family farmers, that
promotes ranchers and workers, that
promotes food safety and the environ-
ment and people of faith in all six
CAFTA countries and in our country.

We want an agreement that stands in
line with our faith and our values and
promotes the principles of social and
economic justice. This CAFTA will not
do that.

The people supporting CAFTA, they
love to make promises that with
CAFTA jobs in the U.S. will increase.
We will export more to the developing
world and the standard of living in
these poor countries will go up. They
promised that every time there is a
trade agreement. They never come
true.

Here, really, is fundamentally the
reason that we know, that American
manufacturers know, that American
small business knows, that American
farmers know that we will not be ex-
porting products to Central American
countries. The average wage in the
United States is $38,000. The average
wage in El Salvador annually is $4,800;
$2,600, Honduras; $2,300, Nicaragua.

The combined economic output of
these Central American countries is
about the same as that of Columbus,
Ohio. They simply cannot afford to buy
our products. This agreement will not
allow workers in Central America to
buy cars made in Dayton or Cincinnati
or Toledo or Cleveland, Ohio. This
agreement will not allow workers in
Honduras to buy prime beef from Ne-
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braska. It will not allow workers from
Guatemala to buy software made in Se-
attle.

Mr. Speaker, this agreement is about
U.S. companies moving plants to Hon-
duras, outsourcing jobs to El Salvador,
and exploiting cheap labor. Renego-
tiate this CAFTA and produce a better
Central American Free Trade Agree-
ment.

———

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

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to claim the time of the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN.)

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

There was no objection.

———
OUT-OF-TOUCH DEMOCRATS

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to bring attention to a topic that I
have discussed in this Chamber several
times in recent months. As we enter
the dog days of summer here in Wash-
ington, D.C. and the temperature con-
tinues to rise, so too does the rhetoric
we hear from the other side of the
aisle.

Democrats continue to say Repub-
licans are out of the mainstream. How-
ever, from where I stand, I see nothing
but hollow allegations and a complete
lack of any legislative agenda for the
American people from the other party.
Meanwhile, Republicans continue to
pursue a commonsense solutionist
agenda that addresses important issues
like securing our homeland, supporting
our troops, growing the economy, and
looking out for families and small busi-
nesses.

Mr. Speaker, I want to take a minute
to read a quote from the minority lead-
er, the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. PELOSI), from a recent press con-
ference she held: “It is important for
us to take down their numbers, to take
down their numbers on Social Secu-
rity, to take down their numbers on
credibility. That was very important.
If you are the challenger, you are not
going to go up against the leader in full
strength. You have to take them down
first and then you move out in a posi-
tive way.”

This quote has troubled me greatly
over the past week. I strongly disagree
with this type of leadership.

While Republicans remain committed
to moving forward with a positive,
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commonsense agenda, Democrats con-
tinue to rely on obstruction and par-
tisan rhetoric. Republicans are concen-
trating on progress, and our results are
hard to argue with. New jobs figures
show that 146,000 new jobs were created
in June. The economy has created over
3.7 million jobs since May 2003, and we
have seen steady job gains for each of
the last 26 months.

There are more Americans working
than ever before. The unemployment
rate fell to 5 percent in June, the low-
est it has been since September 2001.
The energy bill passed by Congress will
create nearly half a million new jobs in
the manufacturing, construction, agri-
culture and technology sectors by re-
ducing our dependence on foreign oil
while exploring different sources of re-
newable fuels and nuclear energy.

This legislation will also help even-
tually lower the cost of gasoline, a
drag on profits that is hitting small
businesses hard. Republicans have been
working diligently on behalf of small
businesses. According to a small busi-
ness survey, over 80 percent of small
businesses spend an average of $25,000
annually on attorney consultant fees
and life insurance premiums in an at-
tempt to avoid the crushing blow of the
death tax. We are working to repeal
the death tax because we feel this
money could do more if it remains in
the hands of business owners and not in
the hands of the government.

In addition, the Bankruptcy Abuse
Prevention and Consumer Protection
Act of 2005 that President Bush signed
into law will reduce the number of abu-
sive and frivolous bankruptcy filings
that have hurt the economy and small
businesses by raising the cost of credit.

Republicans are improving our Na-
tion’s transportation and infrastruc-
ture. House Republicans passed the
highway bill which will fund our Fed-
eral highways and help increase the
quality of our transportation and infra-
structure. This will allow small busi-
nesses to move products more effi-
ciently and economists estimate that
for every $1 billion spent to improve
our highways, 40,000 new jobs will be
created.

House Republicans are working to fa-
cilitate job training for American
workers. Hundreds of thousands of new
jobs are being created under our watch,
and we are dedicated to providing ade-
quate job training for all Americans
who seek it. The Job Training Improve-
ment Act will break down barriers for
millions of job seekers by streamlining
bureaucracy and making sure more
time is spent training for the jobs of
the 21st century.
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In addition, the Vocational and Tech-
nical Education for the Future Act will
strengthen and improve the framework
of current vocational and technical
education programs, add new account-
ability measures, focus on academic
achievement, and streamline Federal
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