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problem is that the judiciary in Russia
has turned completely into a mindless
appendage, a blunt weapon of the exec-
utive. Actually, not so much of the ex-
ecutive branch of power as of several
economic groups with criminal ties.
Millions of our fellow citizens have
seen today that despite our country’s
top leadership’s statements about the
need to strengthen due process, there is
nothing to pin our hopes on for now.
This is a shame and a stain on our
country, and it is a misfortune.

“I do not admit guilt, and consider
that my innocence has been proven.
This is why I will appeal the sentence
handed down to me today. For me, it is
a fundamental matter of principal to
obtain truth and justice in my Mother-
land.

“I know that the sentence in the
criminal case against me was ulti-
mately decided in the Kremlin. Some
people in the President’s entourage in-
sisted that only an acquittal could
bring back society’s trust in the gov-
ernment, while others insisted that I
be locked up for a long time in order to
deprive me of the will to live, to be
free, and to fight.

“I want to say thank you for the
former, and bring attention to the lat-
ter that they have not won.

“They will never be capable of under-
standing that freedom is an internal
state of a person. It is precisely those
who wish me ill, the ones who have
dreams at night of a Khodorkovsky
rabidly thirsting for vengeance, who
are doomed to spend the rest of their
lives trembling over the stolen assets
of YUKOS.

‘It is they who are profoundly unfree
and will never be free. It is their pitiful
existence that is the true prison.

“I, on the other hand, have the full
right to say whatever I think and to
act as I deem necessary without need-
ing to get my plans approved by any
overseers. And this is why my living
space from now on is the territory of
freedom. The captives are those who
remain slaves of the system, who have
to grovel, to lie, and to debase others
in order to preserve their incomes and
their dubious status in this obscene so-
ciety.

“I will engage in civic activities; I
plan to create several philanthropic or-
ganizations, for example a foundation
to support Russian poetry and one for
Russian philosophy, as well as a Union
for Aid to Russian Prisoners. I remain
an active participant in the programs
of Open Russia. I will soon be holding
an extramural press conference at
which I will discuss the highest-pri-
ority steps. This will be the first press
conference from jail in post-Soviet his-
tory.

‘“While I no longer have significant
personal assets, there are many people
willing to provide financial support for
my programs because of their associa-
tion with my name?

“I want to say a big thank you to ev-
eryone who gathered here today inside
and outside the courthouse, and to ev-
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erybody who supported me over the
preceding year and a half. You are the
decent and valiant people of Russia. I
solemnly state that you can always
count on me. Even though I do not
have big money anymore, we can ac-
complish a great deal together.

“I would like to say a separate word
of thanks to those tens of thousands of
ordinary inhabitants of Russia, from
every corner of our country, who have
supported me with their letters. My
time in jail has shown me yet again
that the Russia people are not mindless
beasts of burden, as certain ideologists
close to those in power assert. No, they
are a righteous and noble people.

“I will work together with those who
want and are able to speak openly
about our country, about our people,
and about our common present and fu-
ture. I will fight for freedom, for mine,
for Platon Lebedev’s, for that of my
other friends, and for that of all Rus-
sia. And particularly for that of the
next generations, those to whom our
country will belong in only a few
years.”’

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Khodorkovsky con-
cludes his letter with these profound
paragraphs:

“For them, my fate must become a
lesson and an example.

“Thank you to my family. They have
been and remain my support, now and
always. It may take many years, but I
will walk out from the barbed wire and
will return home. I have never been as
sure of anything as I am of this.

“Even though years of prison await
me, I am still experiencing a great
sense of relief. My life is now a clean
slate; there is nothing extraneous, ac-
cidental, or superficial in it anymore. I
see my future as bright, and the air of
tomorrow’s Russia as pure.

“I have lost my place in the
oligarchs’ clique. But I have gained a
huge number of true and loyal friends.

“I have regained a sense of my coun-
try. I am now together with my people,
and now, we shall overcome together as
well.

“Do not despair. Truth always wins
out sooner or later.”

Thus ends the statement of Mikhail
Khodorkovsky.

Mr. Speaker, as Russia’s participa-
tion in the international community
increases, it is imperative that the
United States works to ensure that
this country continues toward democ-
racy for the people of Russia and for
the entire world.

Rest assured that Mikhail
Khodorkovsky is right. In the end
truth will win out, as will freedom.

I thank the leadership and the
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————

ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION DANGERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. POE) is recognized for the remain-
der of the hour.
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Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, for the last
few weeks I have been discussing the
ongoing problem of illegal immigration
into the United States; and have men-
tioned numerous ills of this lack of a
policy and how it affects the United
States and citizens here; how we are
expending exorbitant amounts of
money to fund the actions of illegals,
and Americans pay for it.

Besides the cost of illegal immigra-
tion, the effect of our homeland secu-
rity is detrimental to the safety of our
country, and we need to have a plan
and a plan that makes sense, has com-
mon sense, and that works.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) as much time
as he wishes to consume on this issue
of immigration and one of the novel
ideas he has come up with to help solve
this problem.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman. I am proud to
have the gentleman with me as co-
author of legislation we have filed with
44 other Members of the House to use
the mechanisms the Founding Fathers
left us in the Constitution to help de-
fend this country against the threat of
terrorists who the FBI Director has
confirmed in sworn testimony that sus-
pected terrorists and individuals from
countries with known al Qaeda connec-
tions are entering the United States il-
legally, using false Hispanic identities,
a subject the gentleman is talking
about here today, to make sure we ac-
curately identify people entering the
U.S.

Federal law enforcement authorities
have now confirmed what we have
known, and that is these individuals
are trying to sneak into the U.S.,
crossing our southern border, hiding
among the tremendous wave of illegal
immigration entering this country, and
the Federal Government simply does
not have the manpower or resources to
protect our international borders.
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In a very real sense, 9/11 deputized
every American, but not every Amer-
ican can serve in our Armed Forces or
join the FBI or the CIA and fight on
the front in the war on terror. So the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) and I,
and 45 other Members of Congress, have
filed legislation invoking congressional
power under the Constitution to au-
thorize all eligible American citizens
who have no criminal record, no his-
tory of mental illness to serve in a gen-
uine militia force for the sole purpose
of protecting our borders.

The Border Protection Corps would
serve truly as a neighborhood watch
border patrol. These individuals who
would serve under the direct control of
our State Governors in those border
States along the border would be
trained, equipped, and serve under the
direction of the Governor in coopera-
tion with local and State law enforce-
ment authorities.

Mr. Speaker, I want to stress this.
These individuals would indeed be
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trained, be lawful militia forces as the
Constitution envisioned under the con-
trol of the Governor, working in co-
operation with the Governor, State law
enforcement, and the border patrol
simply to protect our border and to
prevent individuals from entering the
United States illegally and to, when
necessary, take those individuals into
custody.

State and local authorities would
then be eligible for Federal funding. A
Governor that invokes this authority,
taking command of these lawful mili-
tia forces, the Border Protection Corps,
would have access to this Federal
money, Homeland Security money,
which would then flow to that State.
There is $6.8 billion in unspent home-
land security money that has been
there for over 2 years, unspent for local
responders. There is no more important
local response, or first response, than
protecting our borders.

So with this legislation that we have
coauthored, if a Governor calls up,
takes command of these forces, again,
trains them, puts them under the con-
trol of local law enforcement, working
with the border patrol, that $6.8 billion
is then eligible to flow to pay for the
cost of equipping, training, deploying
these forces as well as building tem-
porary housing, detention facilities, for
these individuals until they would be
turned over to Federal authorities. And
those Federal authorities must then
determine that they are not a violent
criminal, a dangerous criminal, or a
potential terrorist. If they are not,
they will simply be returned to their
country of origin from which they en-
tered the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I would also point out
that Nuevo Laredo is almost in a full-
scale war with drug smugglers and
human smugglers. The new police chief
in Nuevo Laredo was shot dead his first
day on the job. The border with Mexico
right now is essentially wide open. We
have a serious problem with criminals
and potential terrorists entering the
country and hiding among all the peo-
ple coming into the U.S. looking for
work.

We must protect our borders. We will
never win the war on terror until we
truly protect our borders; and this leg-
islation, which we have coauthored
with 44 other Members of the House,
uses a mechanism the Constitution
gives us so that honest, law-abiding
American citizens who want to partici-
pate, who want to serve in a lawful, le-
gitimate way to help protect our bor-
ders can do so. By volunteering to
serve in the Border Protection Corps,
they will be reimbursed for their time,
their equipment, their training, their
travel costs; but they will truly be vol-
unteers.

By the way, any eligible U.S. citizen
from any of the 50 States can serve in
the Border Protection Corps. This is a
national call-up under Congress’ power
to call up a militia. These individuals
from any of the 50 States could come to
Texas. The Governor of Texas is very
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interested in this program and inter-
ested in implementing it. We have had
the Texas Rangers for many years, and
it often took, as the expression was,
““One Ranger, one riot.”

We have in Texas a long, as does the
country, a long honorable tradition of
citizens volunteering to serve in mili-
tia forces. This bill, which we have
filed, legitimizes that under the Con-
stitution and allows American citizens
to participate in a way that is lawful,
legal, under the control of law enforce-
ment authorities in a way to protect
our borders and our kids from terror-
ists sneaking into the country and
freeing America from one of the four
freedoms that President Roosevelt
talked about: freedom from fear.

Because until we protect our borders,
we will never win the war on terror and
never truly be free from fear. I thank
the gentleman for the time and for his
support on this important legislation,
as well as his leadership in the effort to
protect our borders.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, I appreciate the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), my fellow
colleague, and his words on stemming
the tide of the invasion, really, into
the United States. Being from Texas,
the gentleman knows very well the
issues of border security and the prob-
lems it is causing and the fact that we
have an open border policy basically in
the southwest portions of the United
States. So I thank the gentleman for
his leadership on this and the approach
to getting serious about protecting the
United States borders north and south.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to un-
derstand that this Nation is a Nation of
immigrants, and I certainly support
legal immigration into the TUnited
States. We all take pride in our herit-
age, in who we are and where we came
from. My ancestors on my mother’s
and dad’s sides came from Scotland and
Germany. And when we look around
the Chamber on any given day, we see
people from all over the world, their
backgrounds from all over the world,
ethnic and racial backgrounds.

Of course, our national motto, “E
Pluribus Unum, Out of Many, One,” is
what this Nation was built upon. And
the many did not simply come from the
mixing of cultures, but the commonly
held belief they came here for a reason.
They came here for freedom, they came
here for liberty, and they came here,
yes, for religious opportunity. But they
came here also because of the rule of
law.

In 1890, Ellis Island was elected the
site for construction of a Federal im-
migration station for the Port of New
York. This island was open for business
on January 1 of the next year. The first
person to go through Ellis Island was a
15-year-old girl, Annie Moore from Ire-
land, January 1, 1892. She was born in
1877 in a place called Cork, Ireland. Her
parents, Matthew and Mary, had al-
ready emigrated legally to the United
States, seeking to find a better life for
their family.
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They did not really know what to ex-
pect when they came to this America,
so they left Annie and her two brothers
back in Ireland. After 2 years, they es-
tablished themselves and sent for their
children. Annie and her brothers
boarded the ship the Nevada in Queens-
town, and 12 days later they arrived in
New York Harbor. They were reunited
with their parents at Ellis Island and
they had moved, to all places, Texas.
So the first Ellis Island immigrant
moved to and lived in Texas.

That first day, around 700 immi-
grants were processed on that island,
and they would be followed by almost
500,000 that very year. People who
came here were screened, and some
were made to return to their native
lands because they did not meet cer-
tain requirements to be a legal immi-
grant. The peak of the years of immi-
gration through Ellis Island were be-
tween 1892 and 1924. In 1954, Ellis Island
officially closed.

Between those years, many famous
people passed through the front doors
of freedom to America: Albert Ein-
stein, Bob Hope, F. Scott Fitzgerald,
W. C. Fields, and Rudyard Kipling, just
a few of the hundreds of thousands of
individuals who came here. Those peo-
ple were screened by immigrant offi-
cials to make sure they were healthy
and that they could offer something to
America rather than take something
from America.

The people who came through Ellis
Island were from all over the world.
Germans, Irish, Chinese, Italians,
Mexicans, Polish and Russians all
passed through Ellis Island. All to-
gether, 12 million immigrants passed
through the front doors of freedom dur-
ing that era. One hundred million
Americans today in our country, about
a third, can trace their ancestry to the
United States from a man, woman, or
child who passed through Ellis Island.

Margaret Thatcher made the com-
ment that no other Nation has so suc-
cessfully combined people of other
races and nations into a single culture,
and she is right about that. The immi-
grants who flocked to Ellis Island and
created the great melting pot that is
America had one thing in common:
they showed great respects for our Na-
tion and its laws by emigrating legally.
They all wanted to be Americans. They
wanted to be in the land of the free and
the home of the brave, and they under-
stood that by coming here, and coming
here legally, they would eventually get
citizenship and become an American.
They honored their own culture, but
realized they had to understand this
American culture in order to become a
part of it.

Ronald Reagan made the comment
many, many years ago about America
being different than any other place in
the world. He said that anybody can be
an American, and people have come
from all over the world to be Ameri-
cans. But you can go to Italy and never
be Italian; you can go to France, and
you will never be French; and you can
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go to Germany, and you will never be
German. But anybody can come to the
United States and be an American. And
he is right about that.

Today, Mr. Speaker, we see times
have changed. People no longer seek
immigration status into the TUnited
States on a legal basis. There is a free
flow of people across our border, and
we now have a Nation that is so in-
creasingly tolerant of other people’s
views that we fail to make sure they
understand ours. Some say that we are
losing our identity as a Nation because
we have open borders.

In order to stem this tide, we must
make certain our Nation’s borders are
secure and that any immigration into
this country is done the right way, the
fair way, and in a legal way. Everybody
wants to live in the United States, but
everybody cannot live in the United
States; so we have to have some rules.
We have to have a policy, and we have
to use common sense and make sure it
is fair to all. If we allow anyone from
anywhere to flood into our country, we
will lose the traditions of our country
and eventually destroy the American
Dream for all people.

Open borders cause chaos in this
country. The United States is not only
being invaded by illegals but these in-
dividuals are colonizing our country,
and American citizens are paying for
it. Americans always pay, Mr. Speaker.
The price of illegal immigration is a
serious problem that is costing Amer-
ican taxpayers millions of dollars from
the areas of social services to health
care to education to law enforcement.
The American taxpayer is forced by
our government to fund illegal immi-
gration because the government does
not protect the borders.

It is estimated that between 11 mil-
lion and 14 million people are living in
the United States illegally. That num-
ber rises by as much as 500,000 a year.
All of these people are living in our
country illegally, and many are living
off the United States and the people
who are citizens here and the gen-
erosity of those individuals by receiv-
ing government benefits at the expense
of American taxpayers.

Although it is the Federal Govern-
ment’s responsibility to control immi-
gration, the lack of enforcement by the
Federal Government causes citizens of
the United States to pay the high costs
associated with this lack of policy.
Americans have to pay those costs in
education, criminal justice, health
care, and social services for those who
are here illegally. It is reported that 20
percent of these costs that Americans
pay are attributed to the illegal people
that use the system that got here ille-
gally in the first place.

A huge cost to citizens is providing
health care. America is a compas-
sionate country, and American doctors
do not turn people away from health
care. We have the best health care in
the world. And, of course, these doctors
and these hospitals do not turn away
even illegal people here. A trip to the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

emergency room costs money, and
many illegals do not have money to
pay these fees. So somebody has to
pay, and Americans pay. Americans al-
ways pay. And these illegals get access
to free American health care, free
health care to them but not to the rest
of us.

Another problem is immigrants’ use
of hospital emergency rooms rather
than preventive medical care. The uti-
lization rate of hospitals and clinics by
illegals is more than twice the rate of
the overall United States population.
About half of the illegal immigrant
population in the United States has no
insurance or it is provided to them at
taxpayers’ expense. In some hospitals,
as much as two-thirds of their total op-
erating costs are uncompensated care
for people who are illegal in the United
States.

In these instances, the Federal Gov-
ernment, which is really the American
citizens, the taxpayer, pays the bill;
and the illegal individual is essentially
given free health care. Some hospitals
in urban areas have been forced to shut
down because it is impossible for them
to absorb the cost of health care by
people who are in the system but do
not pay for that system.

We have a health care cost crisis in
the United States; and part of the rea-
son for it that no one wants to mention
are those people who take from the
system, but who do not pay for it. If we
are going to treat illegals in our hos-
pitals, we should send those hospital
bills to the countries where they come
from. Why should Americans pay? We
always pay. Maybe we should send the
bill to those countries, those presidents
who encourage their citizens to come
to this Nation, especially illegally.

Mr. Speaker, I see the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH) has
joined me on the floor. Does the gen-
tleman wish to make a comment?

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, if my
friend would yield briefly, I just want-
ed to return to the floor first of all to
thank my colleague from Texas and to
state what is obvious to his constitu-
ents. He brings a dedication and a pas-
sion to this Congress in his first term
that has won him notice in many quar-
ters, and he demonstrates by tackling
this issue that he indeed is being re-
sponsive to his constituents.
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If T might just elaborate in terms of
the Fifth Congressional District of Ari-
zona, like Texas, sharing a common
border with Mexico, earlier this sum-
mer I sent to my constituents a ques-
tionnaire, how do we deal with the
challenges of border security and ille-
gal immigration? Mr. Speaker, I would
inform this House that in little more
than 3 weeks’ time, my office received
over 10,000 responses.

The frustration that grows from the
policies and the challenges that the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is out-
lining bespeaks not a universal, but a
very convincing sentiment in my dis-

H7595

trict where the respondents by an al-
most 9-1 margin said it is time to en-
force existing law. I think we see
across this country, whether in Ari-
zona, Texas, or California, a need for
this body to address the border secu-
rity questions we continue to confront.

By almost a 9-to-1 margin, my con-
stituents said enforcement first. By al-
most a 9-to-1 margin, they said the in-
credible costs that American taxpayers
bear to essentially subsidize illegal be-
havior is intolerable. By a 9-to-1 mar-
gin, respondents said in this survey
they understand full well that national
security is synonymous with border se-
curity.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. Por) for allowing me
to share this time. I am pleased to be
a cosponsor of the legislation offered
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CULBERSON), and I will continue to lis-
ten to my constituents on how we will
deal with this vexing problem and how
we employ enforcement first, not a eu-
phemism saying we will have an am-
nesty and a guest worker program,
and, yes, we will really get tough on
the border. That would be the status
quo, and that would be unacceptable,
and that would tend to encourage the
Mexican Government and others, as
outlined by the illustrations behind the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE).

So let us have enforcement first and
tie this to measurable, attainable goals
as we protect our borders, as we pro-
tect our Nation in a post-9/11 world, as
we are a Nation at war.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for yielding and appreciate his leader-
ship on this issue because he truly is
hearing from his constituents, and he
is representing them in very capable
fashion.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
HAYWORTH) for pointing out the situa-
tion in Arizona. The gentleman is ex-
actly correct in what he says about en-
forcing the rule of law. Amnesty is a
word that will bring the blood pressure
up of my constituents in the Second
Congressional District of Texas faster
than any other trigger word, because
we do not reward illegal behavior. I did
not do so as a judge for 22 years. We
first start by securing the border of the
United States for several reasons, and
we go from there. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH)
making those comments.

Not only is health care cost a tre-
mendous issue because of illegal immi-
gration, we have the cost of education.
Education happens to be the largest
public cost associated with illegal im-
migration in the United States, and it
is going to have long-term con-
sequences.

The Supreme Court ruled back in 1982
that all people, all children in the
United States are provided a free pub-
lic school education. It is estimated
there are more than 50,000 illegal stu-
dents in the United States public
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schools; the Federation for Immigra-
tion Reform, total K-12 school expendi-
ture for illegal immigrants cost the
States $12 billion. So that means it is
costing taxpayers $12 billion a year to
educate those individuals.

The $3.9 billion spent annually edu-
cating children of illegal immigrants
in Texas could cover the shortfall that
the Texas Federation for Teachers has
identified for school books and pension
contributions. It could even increase
the salaries of teachers. And Texas is
undergoing a tremendous cost problem
with education in our State, trying to
make sure that we do it in a fair and
equitable way, but part of the problem
is taxpayers are having to fund edu-
cation for those people who are ille-
gally here in the United States.

It is not just a border issue. The
State of Georgia spends about $26 mil-
lion to teach bilingual education. This
is not fair to Americans. The problem
is not only in the public school sys-
tems. Nine States, including Texas, has
started rewarding illegals by giving
them instate tuitions when they decide
to go to a public university.

Let me explain that. These people are
illegally in the United States to begin
with, but yet when they get accepted
to a public university, they get to go to
that public university, paying instate
tuition. That is about 3,700 students in
the State of Texas. That is unfair to
American kids. A kid from Oklahoma,
if they want to go to the University of
Texas, they pay out-of-State tuition
which is about three times the amount
of instate tuition. So we discriminate
against American citizens to the be-
hest of people here illegally. And peo-
ple who come to the United States le-
gally to get an education from all over
the world, and they do so in a legal
manner, they pay out-of-State tuition.
They pay the same out-of-State tuition
as someone from Oklahoma would pay.
But if you are here illegally, nine
States allow those individuals to pay
instate tuition.

This ought not to be. It defies com-
mon sense. These citizens or these indi-
viduals are illegally living in the
United States, they are not legal resi-
dents to begin with, and they are not
eligible to work in the United States
after they get that education. So the
United States is paying to educate
these people who, upon graduation,
cannot legally work here.

This defies logic. Not only that, ad-
mission spaces in public universities
are limited. Legal residents are being
denied entry due to the fact that
illegals are taking up spaces. These
spaces are being filled by other individ-
uals, and yet Americans pay, Ameri-
cans all pay.

Further, to show how extensive this
problem is, many illegals receive State
and Federal grants to attend a univer-
sity. What that means is they are re-
ceiving moneys to go to these univer-
sities. These grants should go to Amer-
ican Kkids, American citizens. Many
times parents in this country cannot
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afford to send their children to a col-
lege, to a university. They seek help.
Well, some of this aid is going to peo-
ple who are illegally in the United
States. It defies common sense.

Going further, not only mentioning
health care and education, there is the
criminal justice system. When I was a
judge in Houston, Texas, for over 22
years, it was estimated that 20 percent
of the people I saw were illegally in the
United States. While they are serving
time in Texas penitentiaries, Texans
were Dpaying the price. We provide
those individuals a defense attorney, a
court system, a trial, and incarcer-
ation, all on the American taxpayers’
dollar. Americans pay, Americans al-
ways pay.

Of course, there is another problem
that illegal immigration poses, and it
is not just the sanctity of the Amer-
ican dream, but to its safety as well.
While I have the sympathy and respect
for those who wish to come to the
United States and pull themselves up,
there is the fear that there are those
who hide amongst those individuals
who wish to exploit American ideals
and American citizens. These are peo-
ple we now call terrorists. Let me give
an example.

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year I was
in Iraq. I was there for the day that Na-
tion started its democracy. Contrary to
what the skeptics and the cynics
thought, that nation is on its way to a
democracy. We know of the terrorists
that come into that nation. Those ter-
rorists are mainly not Iraqis. Those are
individuals from all over the world, but
they are not Iraqi citizens. They come
to Iraq through their open borders of
Syria and Iran.

Why are we so naive to think that
terrorists will not come through our
open borders of Canada and Mexico and
do the same thing to us? It is easily
conceivable for al Qaeda members to
cross our borders and put our families
at risk.

It is for this reason it is essential
that we secure our border, because it is
a national security issue. The whole
world knows that America has no se-
cure borders. We catch a few here, and
we let most of them slip through. It is
no secret that our enemies will con-
tinue to exploit our weakest points,
and that is our borders. The tragedy of
9/11 has proven we are not as safe as we
thought we were, and our immigration
policy has to be corrected.

The hijackers took advantage of our
flawed immigration policies. They had
expired and counterfeit documents.
Some were staying in cities and sanc-
tuaries. We will never make our coun-
try completely safe without proper bor-
der enhancement.

Mr. Speaker, half of the people cross-
ing our borders are from countries
other than Mexico. They come from El
Salvador, Brazil, Egypt, China, Russia,
Poland and, yes, even France. They
pose a challenge because deporting
them is harder because their countries
are further away. So here is what hap-
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pens to those individuals that come to
the United States illegally and are
caught and are from some nation other
than Mexico.

After arrested, they are taken to a
Federal magistrate, and the Federal
magistrate releases these individuals
on their word that they will show up
for their deportation hearing. Most do
not show up. Why are we shocked about
the fact that they do not return to
court for their deportation hearing?
This defies common sense to have a
catch-and-release policy. Detention fa-
cilities are full, so they are ordered to
be released on their word to return to
court.

Mr. Speaker, this does not make any
sense. This catch-and-release policy
not only is costly, but does not work.
And these individuals then carry
around their summons to appear in
court, and if they are stopped by some
officer of the law, they show their sum-
mons, which is a pass. In other words,
these individuals are released. They
present and promote chaos in the
United States.

Let me deal specifically with the na-
tion of Mexico. Those coming from
Mexico illegally are breaking our law.
Individuals from Mexico can obtain,
before they even get in the United
States, fake green cards. They can go
to a local Mexican flea market, and
there is a growing number of individ-
uals that will provide them counterfeit
Social Security cards and a counterfeit
driver’s license. And the Mexican ad-
ministration has even created a policy
to help folks who want to come to the
United States illegally.

I have a copy of this Guide for the
Mexican Immigrant. I have some of the
demonstrations of what is in this book
for those individuals who come to the
United States illegally. They can ob-
tain this book through the administra-
tion of the Mexican Government, and it
shows them what to do and what will
occur if they enter the United States.
Here is the cover, Guide for Coming to
the United States as a Mexican Immi-
grant. Here on this panel I have some
of the drawings that are in this book.
It instructs individuals when to cross
the United States border from Mexico.
It also talks about the fact of what oc-
curs when they are actually confronted
by border security and what they can
do about it. It talks about the issue of
coyotes, those people who live and
make money off the illegal importa-
tion of citizens into the United States.
It talks about the appropriate time to
cross into the United States. It talks
about the fence over in California. It
talks about the importance of crossing
the river into the United States at the
appropriate time and in the appro-
priate place at night so you cannot be
seen.

This last panel here is very inter-
esting. We see that this individual is
listening to the radio. These are sup-
posed to be Mexican illegals that have
come to the United States, and actu-
ally gives them in this book a radio
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channel that they can listen to in Mex-
ico to help them come across the bor-
der or what to do once they get into
the United States. Some of their ques-
tions are answered from this radio sta-
tion that is broadcast from Mexico.

So it does not make sense that we
help fund this process of encouraging
people to come to the United States in
an illegal way. There is a guide pro-
vided for them if they wish to have
that, and it helps those individuals as-
similate into the United States.

0 1245

So we have to have a policy, Mr.
Speaker, regarding those individuals
who come here and make sure that we
enforce the rule of law, enforce the
concept of securing our borders.

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. POE. I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. NORWOOD. I have been listening
to the gentleman from Texas for the
last half hour and the gentleman from
Arizona, and it dawned on me that the
good argument you are making is also
an argument to be made for States like
mine, Georgia. I know we are not a bor-
der State, but we have the same prob-
lems that you have because they do not
all stay in Texas. A lot of them come
up our way and they are just as illegal
as they can be. I know you have been
discussing different problems that
occur by having anywhere from 12 to 15
million illegal aliens in our country;
and I would like to just point out one,
maybe two little things.

I have a bill known as the CLEAR
Act. We have a lot of cosponsors on it.
We are after one little thing about ille-
gal immigration. We are after those
that have been ordered to be deported,
about 500,000. Out of those, there are
about 100,000 that are violent crimi-
nals. We have 2,000 Federal agents try-
ing to run these people down, which, as
I know you know, means we are not
doing anything. We are simply saying
that local law enforcement that has
the authority, we make it clear they do
have the authority to help us out. And
then we tell BICE, Do your job. We
fund them, which is a great savings to
the Nation because the cost of illegal
aliens is simply unbelievable. The
funds we spend trying to do something
about it will absolutely save this coun-
try a lot of money.

I congratulate my colleague, a fresh-
man from Texas. You are on the right
issue. You are saying the right things.
I hope when we get back in September
finally, finally this Congress will lis-
ten, because I know what you are hear-
ing at home and I am hearing the same
thing. You and I are not the only Mem-
bers of this body hearing that we have
to do something about this because it
involves our national security, not to
speak of all the other problems.

The gentleman from Arizona is right.
My bill will not solve a thing. No other
bill will solve a thing until we do one
thing first: we must secure the borders.
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Then we can talk about all the dif-
ferent ways we deal with the other
problems, including my bill. We can
talk about what to do about 15 million
people in the country illegally. But
none of that talk means anything, no
bills mean anything, until we enforce
the law as it is today and secure our
borders.

Mr. POE. I thank the gentleman from
Georgia for his comments and also the
sponsorship of his CLEAR Act. It is
clear to me that the CLEAR Act ought
to be the law of the land and allow po-
lice officers to do their jobs. It is silly
that police officers in many States, and
unfortunately Texas is one of them,
that if they come across an individual
that is illegally in the United States,
they cannot do anything about that in-
dividual. They cannot take them to the
Federal authorities and let the Federal
authorities deport those people. It de-
fies common sense that they are not al-
lowed to do that. They certainly should
have the authority under the rule of
law to enforce all of the laws, the vio-
lations of the laws that they have
found out about.

What my colleague from Georgia
mentioned about border security re-
garding the issue of amnesty and the
issue of terrorism is very well taken.
Of course, as I mentioned with our
good friend from Arizona, amnesty is
one of those words that in my area of
the country people do not accept. They
think that is a bad idea. We tried am-
nesty in this country. It did not work.
Now there are those who want to try it
again. We need to remember history,
and history has shown that giving peo-
ple a free ride that were here illegally
has not solved any of our immigration
policies.

We have a policy in the United States
in many cities called safe havens, cre-
ated by sanctuary laws. These laws ba-
sically prevent police from arresting
individuals that they come across who
are illegally in the United States for no
other reason than they have crossed
paths and that they find out that they
are here illegally.

Not only that, these sanctuary laws
and these sanctuary hideouts prevent
and prohibit police officers from, and I
quote the law that first started in Los
Angeles, initiating any police action
where the objective is to discover the
alien status of the individual. It just
seems to me, and common sense would
dictate, that the police should know
who is in the United States legally and
illegally.

These cities obviously have not heard
of the war on terror. This policy has
created an absurdity by allowing these
individuals who have come here ille-
gally to basically have sanctuary hide-
outs and prevent the police from ar-
resting them because they are here il-
legally.

To further demonstrate the problem
with these sanctuary hideouts, and it is
also detrimental to national security,
we need to mention the violent MS-13
gang that has spread across the United
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States. MS-13 is a gang of criminals,
drug dealers from Ecuador, Guatemala,
Honduras, and some from Mexico. They
live in our prisons, those that have
been captured; but they also live out-
side the United States, and they live in
the United States. They have gotten so
out of control that prospective mem-
bers must commit a violent act against
a community, usually a community in
the United States, to become a member
of the MS-13 gang.

MS-13 and other gangs like this share
two things in common: they are regu-
larly arrested for committing crimes,
they do time, they are deported and
they come back to the United States.
The second thing these gangs have in
common is that once they are back in
the United States, they are often ig-
nored by the police because, even
though the police know they are ille-
gally here, they know that they cannot
stop them for just being illegally in the
United States. This occurs in many of
our larger cities.

Of course, these gang members not
only deal in drug trafficking but they
have organized so well they know how
to come into the United States. Ac-
cording to recent reports, MS-13 has
made contacts with terrorist groups
such as al Qaeda. Because these gangs
are so adept at evading our border pa-
trol and so knowledgeable about sanc-
tuary laws, al Qaeda seeks them out as
guides. When it comes down to it, we
cannot afford to continue sanctuary
hideouts in the United States. They
give safe haven to gang members, and
they destroy our streets and corrupt
our neighborhoods. They even allow
now our worst enemies to ally with
those individuals who have come here
illegally.

So we really have two terrorist
groups in the United States. We have a
domestic terrorist group, MS-13 and
their likewise gang members who deal
in drug trafficking, and we have an
international terrorist group that we
all know about. We must now have to
deal with both of those.

Mr. Speaker, there are about 800,000
local law enforcement officials in the
United States, and they take a pledge
to protect and serve every day, the
task of enforcing our laws and making
our communities safe. They watch out
for our country and our kids and our
families in this great land. We must
allow those State and local law en-
forcement authorities the authority to
arrest people that are here illegally
and deal with them through the Fed-
eral process. The police are on the
front lines every day, and they should
be allies with the Federal Government
in assisting to protect and serve and
protect the borders.

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. POE. I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. NORWOOD. In the gentleman’s
experience in the justice system, would
you conclude that people who are in
law enforcement do it for the love of
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it? They want to enforce the law. And
those that are not today are being held
back by politicians in some cities
around the country that really will not
even let them enforce the law. Do I
have a misreading of that, or is that
correct?

Mr. POE. The gentleman from Geor-
gia is exactly correct. I know a lot of
police officers. Some rookies, some
have been around, some have retired.
They do it for the reason that they
want to help the community protect
the neighborhoods and enforce the rule
of law. They, too, are frustrated about
these sanctuary laws throughout the
United States that basically give them
a hands-off policy in dealing with
illegals. They want to work with the
Federal authorities. Of course they
know the consequences of enforcing the
law. Some of them have been threat-
ened with being terminated if they ar-
rest people who have been illegally in
the United States for no other purpose.

Mr. NORWOOD. If the gentleman will
yield one more time, part of the prob-
lem of this is that groups like La Raza
and others make it their business to
try to sue cities, county commissions,
law enforcement when they do enforce
Federal law because the present law is
just written in such a way that they
can get away with some of that. Does
that deter a city like Houston, Texas,
from encouraging its law enforcement
officials to help obey the law, help en-
force the law, or is that why they are
saying to their officials, Hey, don’t
help anything with this. We may get
sued?

Mr. POE. I think part of the reason is
exactly that. Cities and communities
are afraid of those lawsuits and being
tied up in court on enforcing the rule
of law. How silly has this all become
where cities cannot enforce the rule of
law in the United States for fear of
being sued by some other entity. As my
colleague well knows, this needs to be
cleared up so that these authorities
can have the proper legal authority to
arrest individuals that are here ille-
gally and have them dealt with
through Federal immigration policy. It
is a very frustrating thing, and we see
that occur. We hear police officers talk
about that very problem on numerous
occasions.

Let me mention, Mr. Speaker, a few
more matters before I conclude here.
This is a national security issue. It is
an immigration issue. It is protecting
the borders and making sure that we
keep our borders safe for the Ameri-
cans who live in the United States. As
the gentleman from Georgia has point-
ed out, we only have about 2,000 offi-
cials in the whole United States that
are actually seeking out people ille-
gally in the United States once they
cross the border.

One of the solutions maybe is to re-
quire a passport for people coming into
the United States from Mexico and
from Canada. Immigration officials
have to look at hundreds of different
types of documents to verify someone’s
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legal status or who they are, their
identity, before they come into the
United States. Maybe we should re-
evaluate that policy. A passport policy
would certainly not discriminate as we
seem to do now on entry into the
United States, and requiring individ-
uals to have those passports to come
and go from the United States would
certainly help identify the true iden-
tity of these individuals.

So often people who come to the
United States have already obtained a
false identification. I experienced even
in my time at the courthouse that indi-
viduals were sometimes using one So-
cial Security card and there were seven
or eight people using the same Social
Security card to work in the United
States. That Social Security card to
begin with was fraudulent and a for-
gery. Maybe the passport idea is some-
thing that we need to evaluate and
something that we certainly need to do
as soon as we can to ensure the quality
and safety of our borders.

I have received, as all Members of
Congress receive, numerous letters
from constituents about many issues.
The comments I receive the most have
to do with immigration and safety of
the United States and national secu-
rity and homeland security. It all cen-
ters around the borders. I had a senior
citizen who contacts my office on a
regular basis who sent me this letter,
and with this last letter I will close.

However, before doing so, I yield to
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas, and I appreciate
the gentleman yielding. I have been
watching the gentleman on C-SPAN
from my office. I was compelled to
come over here. I want to compliment
you for your leadership and the fact
that you are down here on a regular
basis carrying this message that the
American people need to hear. It needs
to echo across all this land, the border
States that are well represented in this
presentation here today, but also
throughout the heartland of America.

It is an intense issue. I know that the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
HAYWORTH) talked about a 9 to 1 survey
that they want tighter border controls
in Arizona. Your statistics, I think,
would be close to that. We put out a
survey a year ago last March to 10,000
of my constituents in a random mail-
ing that went into these households,
Democrats and Republicans alike. It
was all on immigration. The question
that was the most significant was: On a
scale of 1 to 10, with 10 being the most
intense, how intensely do you agree
with this statement: We should reduce
legal immigration and eliminate all il-
legal immigration. If you counted the
6s, Ts, 8s, 9s and 10s as being agreeing in
intensity, 97 percent of my constitu-
ents said we want to have less legal
and no more illegal immigration.

I wanted to tell you that we stand
with you in Iowa, we stand with you in
the Midwest, we stand together as
American citizens. It is time to defend
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our borders and protect our sov-
ereignty. If you do not have a border
that you control, you cannot have a
nation. It is the core of this country.
Law and order and respect for the rule
of law is an essential component of any
nation. I sit on the Immigration Sub-
committee of the House Judiciary
Committee, and I am pledged to going
forward on this same cause. I look for-
ward to locking arms with you and doz-
ens of Members of this Congress as we
move forward into this national debate
that is so long awaited on immigra-
tion.

Mr. POE. I thank my friend from
Iowa. We hopefully will deal with this
issue as a body in September, come up
with a commonsense immigration pol-
icy and plan that works. But any plan
that we come up with has to start with
the basic premise that we have to se-
cure the borders and make sure that
people in other nations respect the rule
of law in the United States. As you
mentioned and alluded to, we have peo-
ple that come here legally. The process
of coming here legally is taking so
long, it discourages legal immigration
and encourages those people to go
around the rule of law and come into
the United States illegally. A common-
sense immigration policy that is fair to
Americans, puts America first, is some-
thing that we need to deal with.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like
to read a short letter from a senior cit-
izen down in east Texas. There is that
east Texas wit and common sense that
sometimes we do not see throughout
other portions of the United States. He
starts out his letter: ‘““There is an ice-
berg in the national bathtub. Illegal
immigration and our current govern-
ment’s nonresponse to it is jeopard-
izing our national security, our State’s
security and our local security. With
these 25 million illegal immigrants
comes a huge problem and even larger
risks.

O 1300

‘“We have more than likely allowed
several terrorists and their weapons
into the country. We all but rolled out
the red carpet. The social welfare costs
are damning. The disease and height-
ened risk from an epidemic increase
every day. The threats to our law and
order are real as crime rates attrib-
utable to certain gangs and the human
smugglers is intolerable.

“The most telling tale of neglect and
dereliction of duty is the Minute Men,
having to do the job the Federal Gov-
ernment refuses to do. I am joining
these individuals with my vote. No one
will ever get my vote unless this cart
and horse is turned around 180 degrees
in the next election cycle. I am sick of
excuses and political statements and
rhetoric and all of these fake hands
across the border. We have got to seal
the borders, get control, and fix our
immigration laws and the rule of law
at this time.”

Mr. Speaker, the members of our
community seem to get it. I do not
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know why the Federal Government
does not seem to get it. Mr. Speaker,
this ought not to be. We have to deal
with this immigration issue as a body,
set a plan, and enforce the law.

———

URGING JOHN BOLTON TO WITH-
DRAW HIS NAME FROM CONSID-
ERATION AS AMBASSADOR TO
THE U.N.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PRICE of Georgia). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this morn-
ing’s Washington Post reported that
President Bush’s choice to the United
Nations, Ambassador John Bolton,
made a false statement to Congress,
stating on a written questionnaire that
he had not been questioned in recent
years by investigators in an official in-
quiry.

In fact, the State Department ac-
knowledged yesterday that Mr. Bolton
had been interviewed on July 18, 2003,
by the State Department’s Inspector
General about possible Iraqi attempts
to procure uranium from Niger. Mr.
Bolton stated he did not recall the In-
spector General’s inquiry and his form
was inaccurate in this regard and that
he will correct the form.

Mr. Speaker, with all the attention
given to the leak of CIA operative Val-
erie Plame’s identity, it seems to me
that it is almost inconceivable that an
event that important could inadvert-
ently be overlooked.

Mr. Speaker, this revelation comes
on the heels of a barrage of negative re-
ports about Mr. Bolton from those who
work most closely with him. It has be-
come apparent, as members of his own
parties have spoken and have very seri-
ous concerns about his temperament
and his integrity to fill one of the most
important positions in some of the
most important times in our history.

The time has come for Mr. Bolton to
voluntarily withdraw his name from
consideration to be United States Am-
bassador to the U.N. Members of both
bodies have urged his defeat, and I
commend a Republican Senator from
Ohio who passionately said that he is
the wrong person at the wrong time.

As a member of the House Committee
on International Relations and a con-
gressional representative to the United
Nations, I believe that there are many
excellent candidates that President
Bush could choose for this critical posi-
tion.

Again, I urge John Bolton to do the
honorable thing and withdraw. Our Na-
tion is bigger than an individual. Our
Nation’s needs supersede that of an in-
dividual. At this time we need the best
and the brightest, one who will unite
and gather support for our Nation in a
strong, clear, but diplomatic way.

I ask Mr. Bolton to do the right thing
for our wonderful Nation and offer his
withdrawal.
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ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION, NATIONAL
SECURITY

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

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker,
an ominous threat looms over the secu-
rity of America today, and I stand in
this well to ask responsiveness from
this body to the situation at our bor-
ders, which today still remain unse-
cured. My home State of Arizona has
become a gateway to the Nation for
drugs, syndicated crime, and arms and
sex trafficking; and they are intrinsi-
cally related to illegal immigration.

In 2004 in Cochise County, Arizona
alone, over 235,000 people were appre-
hended by the border patrol after they
crossed the border illegally. The border
patrol estimates that three to four peo-
ple cross the border undetected for
every person that they apprehend.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
do the math. By conservative esti-
mates, over 700,000 people crossed into
this country illegally last year who
were not apprehended. This is through
Cochise County, Arizona alone, one
county in Arizona.

Mr. Speaker, our first priority re-
lated to our borders should be first to
protect them against terrorists with
chemical, biological, or even nuclear
materials. We do not know who the
thousands of people are that stream
across our unsecured borders every
day. We do not know what they are
bringing into this country with them.
We do know that members of the MS—
13 gang have been apprehended enter-
ing this country illegally.

The MS-13 gang, Mr. Speaker, from
South America are professed friends of
al Qaeda. And for these reasons alone,
we cannot allow our borders to remain
unsecured. This is an unacceptable
level of national security risk in a
post-9/11 world.

Mr. Speaker, it is the duty of the
Federal Government to protect our
borders; and, sir, we are failing that
duty.

In response to government ineffec-
tiveness, individuals have organized
themselves into citizen watch and bor-
der patrol groups, and this is at great
sacrifice to themselves. There is some-
thing seriously wrong in this country
when America’s grandmothers feel
compelled to sit at the border with bin-
oculars to report illegal activity to au-
thorities.

Mr. Speaker, it is indeed a significant
day in which we live. It is a dangerous
world in which we live. And an unse-
cured American border risks a disaster
of catastrophic scope. We are jeopard-
izing everything we hold in our hearts
dear: our families, our friends, and the
American way of life itself. We must
take action to secure our borders now
before this Nation again finds itself
heart broken by tragedy and those of
us in this body are left trying to ex-
plain to the American people why we
did not do all that could have been
done to prevent it.
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FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate agrees to the
report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the bill (H.R. 2361) ‘““‘An Act mak-
ing appropriations for the Department
of the Interior, environment, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2006, and for other
purposes.”.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2985) ‘““‘An Act making appropriations
for the Legislative Branch for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2006, and
for other purposes.’’.

———

THE WAY FORWARD IN IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, our country is facing a dif-
ficult, even desperate, situation in Iraq
with an insurgency that seems to be
gaining strength, a reconstruction ef-
fort that is lagging, and an inter-
national coalition that is deterio-
rating.

President Bush seems determined to
put the best face on the situation, but
the American people are increasingly
pessimistic and distrustful of what
they hear. We are overdue for a major
course correction. It is my intent
today to make the case for such a cor-
rection and to outline what its major
elements should be.

What are our objectives in Iraq? A
careful reading of the President’s Fort
Bragg speech of June 28 reveals a shift
of emphasis, from standing up an inde-
pendently functioning democracy to
preventing Iraq from becoming a bas-
ing point for international terrorism.
That is ironic, for most analysts, in-
cluding the 9/11 Commission, agree that
the Iraqi regime had no discernable
link to the perpetrators of 9/11. It is our
invasion and its chaotic aftermath that
have attracted al Qaeda and other
international terrorists to Iraq.

In any event, by whatever definition
of the American mission one chooses,
our effort is falling short, dangerously
short, of what it will take for Iraq to
achieve self-rule and the capability of
self-defense and for the American occu-
pation to end.

The news of recent days leaves little
doubt that the insurgency, which Vice
President CHENEY described as in its
“last throes,” is anything but. In the
last 2 weeks, insurgent attacks have
intensified again, killing more than 200
people in Baghdad and towns to the
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