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the Doha Declaration, an agreement
that allows countries flexibility under
WTO rules to provide for public health.
Although the administration signed
the Doha Declaration, USTR has com-
pletely ignored Congress’ directive to
respect it.

Every trade pact negotiated since
2002 has contained stringent intellec-
tual property rules sought by the
major drug companies. By Kkeeping
medicine prices high, these rules in-
crease industry profits but restrict ac-
cess to needed medicines for citizens in
developing countries. Even in current
free trade mnegotiations, USTR con-
tinues to ignore the will of Congress to
respect the Doha Declaration.

That is why a new framework for
trade must include a stronger role for
Congress. The current model of non-
binding negotiating objectives permits
the President to ignore the wishes of
this Congress.

It is no surprise that the administra-
tion has favored large corporate inter-
ests at the expense of American work-
ers, the environment and global health.
But it is wrong. However, our new ma-
jority in Congress will respond to
workers who have been hurt by pre-
vious trade agreements. After all, trade
agreements have affected my home
State of Maine’s manufacturing, farm-
ing and service sectors.

Soon Congress may be asked to con-
sider renewing fast track authority. I
voted against the Trade Act of 2002,
which granted fast track authority to
the President. I urge my colleagues to
reject renewal of fast track in its cur-
rent form. It is vital that Congress con-
tinue to press for change, firmly and
constructively.

———

INJUSTICE AGAINST FORMER U.S.

BORDER PATROL AGENTS
RAMOS AND COMPEAN CON-
TINUES

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, today is the 69th day
since a great injustice took place in
this country. On January 17, 2007, two
U.S. Border Patrol agents entered Fed-
eral prison to begin serving 11 and 12
year sentences, respectively.

Agents Compean and Ramos were
convicted last spring for shooting a
Mexican drug smuggler who brought
743 pounds of marijuana across our bor-
der into Texas. These agents never
should have been prosecuted. The U.S.
Attorney’s Office prosecuted the agents
and granted immunity to the drug
smuggler, who claimed he was un-
armed. The illegal drug smuggler re-
ceived full medical care in El Paso,
Texas, was permitted to return to Mex-
ico, and is suing the Border Patrol for
$56 million for violating his civil rights.

Madam Speaker, he is not an Amer-
ican citizen. He is a criminal.

Madam Speaker, it is ironic that one
of the Federal prosecutors dismissed by
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the Justice Department, who never
should have been terminated, was criti-
cized for not doing more to try cases of
illegal immigration. Yet we have a
Federal prosecutor in western Texas,
Johnny Sutton, who, instead of pros-
ecuting an illegal alien, who was also a
known drug smuggler, decided to give
immunity to the illegal alien drug
smuggler and prosecuted the two His-
panic-American border agents who
tried to apprehend the smuggler.

Madam Speaker, this makes abso-
lutely no sense. Johnny Sutton also
prosecuted another law enforcement
agent, Deputy Sheriff Gilmer Her-
nandez. Hernandez was recently sen-
tenced to a year in jail for shooting the
tires of a car transporting illegal aliens
after the driver attempted to escape a
routine traffic stop by aiming the vehi-
cle at the deputy. Hernandez was
charged with violating the civil rights
of one of the passengers, an illegal
Mexican national, who was struck in
the lip by bullet or metal fragments.

Citizens across this country and
many of us in Congress want to know
why does the U.S. Attorney’s Office in
western Texas choose to go after law
enforcement officers while protecting
the illegal aliens who commit crimes?

The President has the power to im-
mediately reverse this injustice by
granting a pardon to these two men,
who were doing their jobs to protect
the American people. But, so far, the
President has refused to stand up for
justice in this case.

Madam Speaker, I hope the White
House will agree with many of us in
Congress who believe Mr. Sutton’s ac-
tions in prosecuting these agents raises
serious questions and need to be inves-
tigated.

I thank House Judiciary Chairman
JOHN CONYERS and his staff for their in-
terest in this situation involving the
two border agents, who should have
been commended instead of indicted. I
am hopeful that the House, under the
leadership of JOHN CONYERS, will soon
hold hearings to look into this injus-
tice.

NEW POLLS REGARDING VIEWS OF
IRAQI PEOPLE

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, on
the fourth anniversary of the invasion
of Iraq, several new polls looking at
the opinions of the Iraqi people were
released. It is important that we heed
this call and that we listen to their
choices, because it has been 4 years.

Some frightening stories were illumi-
nated by the new polls. For example,
one in four Iraqi adults have had a fam-
ily relative murdered in the last 3
years, while 23 percent of those living
in Baghdad have had a family relative
kidnapped in the last 3 years.
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More than half of Iraqis have a close
friend or relative who has been hurt or
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killed in the current violence. One in
six say someone in their own household
has been harmed. Eighty-six percent
worry about a loved one being hurt,
two-thirds worry deeply. Huge numbers
limit their daily activities to minimize
risk. Seven in 10 report multiple signs
of traumatic stress. The number of
Iraqis who describe their lives as good
has dropped from 71 percent 3 years ago
to under 40 percent today.

This is shameful, Madam Speaker.
Every day the evidence against Presi-
dent Bush’s so-called war plan mounts.
It makes one wonder if there is even a
plan at all. How much of the Bush Iraq
policy has been forced on the Iraqi peo-
ple? How much real involvement have
the Iraqi people had in deciding the fu-
ture of their own country. How are the
Bush policies affecting Iraqi families?

I voted against the authorization to
go to war. And Madam Speaker, I say
to my colleagues, whether they voted
“‘yes’ or ‘‘no,” now is the time to make
a change in direction. Let us empower
the Iraqi people; let us restore their
sovereignty.

Last week, I had the opportunity to
testify before the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee about my legislation, H.R. 508,
the Bring the Troops Home and Res-
toration of Iraq Sovereignty bill. This
bill is a comprehensive proposal. It has
49 cosponsors, and it will end the occu-
pation of Iraq within 6 months of en-
actment. It will accelerate the training
and equipping of Iraqi military and se-
curity forces, preparing the Iraqis to
take over their own security after U.S.
troops and contractors leave at the end
of the 6 months. It will fully fund the
health care commitment to our return-
ing veterans. It will make veterans
health care an entitlement, something
they deserve because, for heavens
sakes, they have done so much for us.

Additionally, the legislation revokes
the President’s Iraq war powers, it pre-
vents establishment of permanent
bases in Iraq, and it returns the oil
rights to the Iraqi people. Actually, it
gives Iraq back to the Iraqis.

Madam Speaker, our most solemn ob-
ligation is to the brave and capable
men and women who have been placed
in harm’s way. This legislation, as I
said, guarantees physical and mental
health care for U.S. veterans of mili-
tary operations in Iraq and other con-
flicts. It is the least we can do. It is the
very least we can do to show the grati-
tude of a grateful Nation.

H.R. 508 will fulfill our commitment
to our Nation’s brave troops and to the
Iraqi people. The polls here and the
polls in Iraq are clear: it is time to
bring our troops home.

To those who are watching and won-
dering about the future of our Iraq pol-
icy, I say I will not stop, I will not rest,
and I will not back down in my fight
until every single last soldier and ma-
rine is home safe with his or her fam-
ily.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY) is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

PRIVATE CLARENCE SPENCER
AND SERGEANT FIRST CLASS
ALLEN MOSTEIRO

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

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to honor one of the bravest
and most dedicated young heroes of
north Texas and of our Nation.

Army Private Clarence Spencer was
killed in Bilad, Iraq while fighting
against enemy forces in one of the
most important conflicts our Nation
has ever engaged in. Clarence Spencer
gallantly and selflessly gave his life for
his country while fighting alongside
his fellow soldiers of the 1st Cavalry
Division of Fort Hood, Texas.

Private Spencer is survived by his
mother and son and his loving wife,
Army Private Charlotte Spencer, who
has also devoted herself to our Nation’s
noble military profession.

Clarence Spencer served three tours
in Iraq, two of which were as a marine.
Wounded in Iraq on a previous tour, he
demonstrated tremendous courage by
deploying into harm’s way once again.
Private Clarence Spencer is gone, but
he will never be forgotten. His memory
lives in our hearts, and America is
eternally grateful for his spirit and his
dedication.

As Clarence’s Dunbar High School
football coach said about Clarence, ‘I
have coached faster, stronger and more
talented students, but I've never
coached anyone I was more proud of.”
That is precisely the way that the Fort
Worth community and our Nation feel
about soldiers such as Private Clarence
Spencer, a true American hero.

Madam Speaker, I also rise to honor
a second hero of the Fort Worth com-
munity and of our Nation. A graduate
of Fort Worth’s Eastern Hills High
School, Sergeant First Class Allan
Mosteiro was an 18-year veteran of the
Army, who was assigned as a scout
leader in the 1st Cavalry Division based
at Fort Hood, Texas. He gallantly and
selflessly gave his life for his country
as a result of wounds he received dur-
ing a fire fight against enemy forces in
Taji, Iraq on February 13, 2007.

Sergeant Mosteiro is survived by his
loving wife, son, parents, one brother
and three sisters.

The American people recognize their
sacrifice and honor the Mosteiro fam-
ily’s patriotism. As a career soldier and
senior noncommissioned officer, Ser-
geant Mosteiro’s leadership was instru-
mental in developing younger soldiers,
and he did not take his responsibility
lightly. A veteran of Operation Desert
Storm and of the current war, Allan
Mosteiro dedicated his life to securing
the freedoms that all Americans so
rightfully cherish.

Sergeant First Class Allan Mosteiro
is gone, but he will never be forgotten.
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His memory lives on through the won-
derful family that he left behind and
the dedicated soldiers he so ably led.

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

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

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

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. McCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

——

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 addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 56 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment concurrent resolutions of
the House of the following titles:

H. Con. Res. 44. Concurrent resolution hon-
oring and praising the National Association
for the Advancement of Colored People on
the occasion of its 98th anniversary.

H. Con. Res. 66. Concurrent resolution per-
mitting the use of the Rotunda of the Cap-
itol for a ceremony as part of the commemo-
ration of the days of remembrance of victims
of the Holocaust.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 100-696, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the United States
Capitol Preservation commission:

The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-
BIN).

The Senator from Louisiana (Ms.
LANDRIEU).

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 100-696, the
Chair, on behalf of the Republican
Leader, announced the appointment of
the Senator from Colorado (Mr. AL-
LARD) as a member of the TUnited
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States Capitol Preservation Commis-
sion.

FAILED TRADE POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from
Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. MICHAUD. Thank you very
much, Madam Speaker.

I rise with my colleagues here this
evening to talk about our failed trade
policy.

As a former mill worker at Great
Northern Paper Company in East
Millinocket, Maine, I know firsthand
how these trade deals have crippled our
manufacturing base in the State of
Maine.

When I ran for Congress, I told the
people of the State of Maine I would
fight for them, for their jobs and for
their families every single day.
Mainers know that these trade deals
have left them behind. You can go al-
most anywhere in my district and find
an abandoned mill or a vacant factory.
They are painful reminders of what was
and is no longer to be. Their jobs have
been outsourced to countries that pay
slave wages. How can we compete when
our own workforce has been left be-
hind?

The election results proved that the
American public is sick and tired of
their jobs being outsourced. They want
a Congress that fights for our workers
and businesses. They want this country
to move in a new direction. They want
this Congress to move in a new direc-
tion.

I will be the first to say that I am
concerned when I am hearing from my
fellow colleagues that we can’t cut side
deals on trade agreements. Some say
maybe we can make a few concessions
on both sides and a deal is cut. The
American workforce is sick of these
trade deals, these side deals being cut.
They don’t want more trade adjust-
ment assistance; they want their jobs.

Some say that the pending free trade
agreements, that we should do a side
letter to appease labor, or maybe a
couple tiny provisions that fix the en-
vironment. My mom always told me,
you can’t fix what’s broken. Our trade
policies are broken.

It is time to start from the ground
up. It is time to renegotiate the Peru,
the Colombia and the Panama Free
Trade Agreements. With the TPA dead-
lines quickly approaching, we cannot
rush something through. The American
public deserves to have the new major-
ity renegotiate these trade deals.

This election sent a strong message.
It is to change course in what the Bush
administration has done with our
failed trade policies. There is no quick
fix to this solution, not when these
agreements are based on a flawed
model. These agreements compromise
our port security, they privatize Social
Security, they threaten our intellec-
tual property rights, they undermine
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