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I said there were five groups early on. 

I mentioned only two of them. The two 
other groups that have common cause 
in moving to alternatives, one of those 
is the environmentalists that believe 
that our air is polluted enough; why 
would you want to burn more fossil 
fuels and pollute it more. The other is 
a group who is longing for a return to 
dominance in manufacturing. We are 
very creative. We could become a 
major exporter of the technology for 
exploiting these renewable alternative 
sources. 

So there are these five groups. I do 
not want to argue with whether we 
have global warming or not because 
what they want to do for global warm-
ing is exactly what we need to do for 
peak oil. It is exactly what we need to 
do for national security. It is exactly 
what we need to do to clean up our air. 
It is exactly what we need to do to 
have some manufacturing superiority 
again. So these five groups have com-
mon cause. 

We need to buy time by an aggressive 
conservation program. We need to use 
it wisely, to invest the time and energy 
in renewables that will pay off. The 
benefits, of course, I have indicated. 
We will now be a major exporting coun-
try again. 

The last chart, and I am sorry we do 
not have time to look at this more, but 
we are very much, and I will close with 
this, like the young couple that has 
gotten a big inheritance. Fifteen per-
cent of what they spend they earn, 85 
percent is from the inheritance, and it 
is going to run out. Fifteen percent of 
what we use, more than half of that nu-
clear power, is renewables. The 85 per-
cent is fossil fuels which will not last. 
So the big challenge is the challenge 
the young couple has. Obviously in the 
future they are going to have to either 
spend less or earn more, and that is ex-
actly the challenge we have. 

Last chart, and I really want to look 
at this one in the moments we have 
here. It is not like we are going to be 
living in a world that is not com-
fortable. Interesting chart here, it 
shows on the ordinate how satisfied 
you are with life. On the abscissa, it 
shows the amount of energy you con-
sume. We are way out there in the far 
right. We use more energy per capita 
than anybody else in the world. But no-
tice, all these countries, 20 some of 
them that use less energy than we, 
which are happier with their station in 
life than we are. You do not need to use 
the amount of energy we use to be 
happy. 

We have a really challenging future. 
I think we are up to it with proper 
leadership. 

f 

IMMIGRATION POLICY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

COHEN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
today was May Day, and there were 

demonstrations across America in 
favor of a more open immigration pol-
icy, an immigration policy that I 
might add has already resulted in 15 to 
20 million illegals being present in our 
society. The American people need to 
pay very close attention to this issue. 

Several weeks ago, the President of 
the United States took advantage with 
Congress being out of session to give a 
major immigration policy speech down 
along the border in Arizona. Flanked 
by dozens of border patrol officers, 
President Bush stuck to the usual 
script, securing the border, yes, but 
first a guest worker program must be 
set up that includes giving Social Secu-
rity benefits to illegals, to those people 
who have been working here illegally, 
and of course, part of the program 
must be to legalize the status of those 
millions of illegal immigrants who al-
ready reside in our country. 

I have observed in my 30 years in 
Washington that when a President ini-
tiates a major policy speech on a con-
troversial issue while Congress is in re-
cess, it usually is because what he is 
advocating is indefensible and that he 
is seeking to minimize criticism. 

While the President was posturing 
with the border patrol, we Members 
were back in our districts listening to 
the pleas of our constituents. The 
American people are begging their gov-
ernment to save their families from 
the onslaught of illegal immigration. 

Instead of meeting with America’s 
elite who live behind gates and work at 
corporate boardrooms and whose kids 
attend private schools, President Bush 
should be talking to people who are 
watching their children’s public 
schools, their community hospitals and 
the security of their own neighbor-
hoods being brought down by a massive 
flow of foreigners, illegally estab-
lishing themselves in our country. 

If this President pushes through his 
so-called comprehensive immigration 
plan, which will legalize the status of 
those who have broken our laws and 
are in this country illegally, America’s 
current 15 to 20 million illegal resi-
dents within a decade will mushroom 
to another 40 to 50 million. 

Wake up, America. We are about to 
lose our country. Wake up, America. 
The President and Congress are not 
watching out for you. 

The comprehensive immigration leg-
islation that is being bandied around 
town by this President and by Members 
of Congress will be a green light to 100 
million people throughout the world to 
do anything they can do to get to our 
country because we do not have the 
will to stop them. No matter how im-
penetrable the defense, no matter how 
diligent the border patrol, there will be 
no stopping them. Give them benefits, 
give them jobs, give them health care, 
give them every right to the treasures 
that belong to the citizens and legal 
immigrants who are in our country and 
they will come from overseas, and 
there will be nothing that we can do to 
stop them because we have given them 

the greatest incentive to come here, 
even though they are breaking our 
laws in doing so. 

Tens of millions of new illegals are 
bringing down the wages of our middle 
class, some carrying disease right into 
our schools and communities, some 
criminals, many in need of Social Se-
curity, education and health benefits, 
all to be taken, of course, from the re-
sources that are dedicated to Ameri-
cans so that our American people and 
legal immigrants will have these re-
sources available to them. That is 
where all of that is going to come from. 
Who is going to pay the price? The 
American people will pay the price, not 
the American elite, the American peo-
ple. 

Wake up, America. You are about to 
be assaulted, and your elected rep-
resentatives are not on your side. No 
one will stop the horde if this so-called 
comprehensive bill goes through. Who 
is going to stop them? Not the border 
patrol. 

And what about the border patrol, 
America’s most important defense in 
this battle against such an invasion? 
While the President stood with border 
patrol agents down in the Yuma sector 
in Arizona, praising them for their 
hard work, saying how proud he was of 
them, the border patrol agents were 
painfully aware that two of their fellow 
officers languish in Federal prisons. 
They are being held in solitary confine-
ment for doing their job, the job that 
the President claims he wants the bor-
der patrol agents to do. 

It is the President’s appointees who 
have perpetrated upon this border pa-
trol the worst miscarriage of justice 
that I have ever witnessed. Ignoring 
pleas for mercy and pleas for justice, 
ignoring the clear misconduct of his 
protégé, U.S. Attorney Johnny Sutton, 
the President has backed up his em-
ployees at the expense of border patrol 
agents, especially these two, Ramos 
and Compeon. 

The President has permitted his Jus-
tice Department to throw the book at 
these two border patrol agents for stop-
ping a drug dealer, and perhaps, just 
perhaps, maybe there was some proce-
dural errors that they were involved in. 
This administration turned what is, at 
worst, procedural violations, that they 
did not file the reports, even though 
there are questions as to whether their 
supervisors should have filed the re-
ports or not; in fact, the rule states 
that the supervisors will file such re-
ports, that this administration has 
turned that lack of proper paperwork 
into felonies that have put Ramos and 
Compeon, two border patrol agents who 
have well-served our country, defended 
our families with their lives, they are 
now languishing in prison for 11 years 
of hard time. 

President Bush backs up his ap-
pointees who either incompetently or 
maliciously chose to prosecute our law 
enforcement officers, while at the same 
time, I might add, chose to grant im-
munity to the drug smuggler who they 
stopped. 
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U.S. Attorney Johnny Sutton claims 

that he had no choice in this matter, 
the biggest lie of all. U.S. Attorney 
Johnny Sutton had plenty of choices to 
make, and as a prosecutor, that is what 
prosecutors do. They make mistakes 
on who to prosecute. That is one of the 
fundamental decisions they have to 
make. He was faced with a decision, ei-
ther prosecute the drug dealer who had 
$1 million worth of drugs that he was 
smuggling into our country, or pros-
ecute the border patrol agents by turn-
ing their procedural mistakes into 
breaking the law, and thus, into felo-
nies for supposedly covering up the 
breaking of the law. 

Our U.S. Attorney chose to give im-
munity to the drug smuggler who was, 
of course, smuggling $1 million worth 
of drugs into our country, but not to 
give immunity to the border patrol 
agents for procedural missteps. 

b 2145 

That was his decision. He decided, 
our U.S. Attorney decided to back the 
drug smuggler and destroy the Border 
Patrol agents, and he knew exactly 
how that decision would affect the 
lives of Ramos and Compeon. 

Agents Ramos and Compeon should 
have been commended for their coura-
geous service in stopping an illegal 
drug smuggler from bringing in over $1 
million worth of drugs into our com-
munities. If they had stopped a ter-
rorist with a nuclear bomb, I am sure 
by now they would be national heroes. 
Instead, the President refuses to take a 
sober look at the facts of this case and 
issue pardons for these men, the par-
dons that justice demands and the 
American people are crying out for, 
and the Border Patrol, throughout this 
country, is looking at as a sign wheth-
er this President supports the job they 
are doing. 

But, of course, they won’t issue any 
pardon. Even to let these men out on 
bond pending their appeal would re-
quire an admission that some loyal 
Bush appointee was wrong. 

Instead, the President continues to 
back his long-time buddy at the Jus-
tice Department, Johnny Sutton, even 
though the decision he made, instead of 
going after the drug dealer, to go after 
the Border Patrol agents and destroy 
their lives, was obviously a bad call. 

The President has ignored the rotten 
smell that is coming from this case. He 
has ignored the fact that the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security operatives 
went to Congress and intentionally lied 
to Members of Congress on investiga-
tive subcommittees, claiming that 
Ramos and Compeon had joked about 
going out and shooting a Mexican the 
day they intercepted this drug dealer 
and the incident ensued. 

Ramos and Compeon are Mexican 
Americans. They are Americans of 
Mexican descent. Their wives are 
Americans of Mexican descent. Their 
children are Americans of Mexican de-
scent. Yet we had members of the De-
partment of Homeland Security from 

this administration lying to Congress 
saying these men wanted to go out and 
shoot Mexicans. They lied over and 
over again, and this administration has 
lied over and over again, dealing with 
the Ramos and Compean case. 

What we have here is a situation 
where the supervisors who were on the 
scene within minutes of them stopping 
this drug dealer, and when he escaped 
over the border, those supervisors did 
not ask Ramos and Compeon about the 
incident. Ramos and Compeon didn’t 
comment, because they knew that pro-
cedures were that they would have had 
to do 5 or 6 hours worth of more work, 
filling out more paperwork, bringing in 
the FBI. 

Both the supervisors and Ramos and 
Compeon knew that this would have 
just created a lot more work for them 
on their own time. They decided not to 
do it, because the guy had gotten away, 
so why report that shots were fired, 
and they didn’t even think they had hit 
him. 

Well, making it worse, of course, as 
we know, the supervisors, who were ac-
tually threatened by the U.S. attor-
neys, the prosecutors in this case, were 
threatened that if they did not testify 
against Ramos and Compeon, and 
claimed that, in fact, there was an at-
tempt to cover up this incident, rather 
than just being a case of where they 
were trying not to have to put them-
selves in a position where they were 
going to have to do all this more paper-
work, they threatened the supervisors 
to put them in jail. Of course, the su-
pervisors buckled. They didn’t want 
their lives to be destroyed. 

Well, let me put it this way. What we 
have got here, failure to report, to file 
a report, is a procedural violation. It is 
not a crime. This U.S. Attorney chose 
to go after the Border Patrol agents in-
stead of the drug dealer. He chose to 
make a procedural violation into a 
crime, into a felony. 

Again, threats were made against the 
supervisors, so what do you have there? 
A witness being threatened by the 
prosecution. We have seen this across 
our country. We know when prosecu-
tors try to get somebody and squeeze 
them to say what’s the truth or not the 
truth in order to protect themselves. 
They will stretch the truth. 

So either they went along, the super-
visors went along on the assault on 
Ramos or Compeon, or they too would 
be prosecuted. Everybody hears this, 
gets the picture. The whole thing 
stinks. Ramos and Compeon are taking 
a fall to demonstrate to all Border Pa-
trol agents that if they use their guns 
to secure our borders, even from drug 
smugglers, they will be destroyed. 
They will be targeted and destroyed by 
this administration because that is 
this administration’s policy. 

Yes. Now, what does that policy 
mean? Where did that come from? If 
Border Patrol agents can’t use their 
guns at the border, how can we control 
our borders? 

Now, of course, the Border Patrol 
agents are afraid, and, rightfully so, to 

get out of their car if they see a poten-
tial drug dealer driving across. What a 
horrible message, what a horrible deci-
sion. Yet this President has to stick 
with his appointees. 

Clearly, border security is not a pri-
ority for this administration. There 
may be well some other priority at 
work, some other agenda that we don’t 
know about. Granting immunity to 
this drug smuggler, granting immunity 
to the people who smuggle drugs, 
human traffickers, which happened in 
another case, I might add, where an-
other law enforcement officer ended up 
in jail, doing this, while granting im-
munity to the human traffickers and 
the drug smugglers, suggests the bi-
zarre nature of this administration’s 
border and immigration policy. 

If anybody denies it or defies it who 
works for the Border Patrol or anyone 
else in the government, this adminis-
tration, through Ramos and Compeon, 
through his prosecutors, have made it 
clear that anyone who defies their poli-
cies will be vilified and destroyed. 
Note, U.S. Attorney Johnny Sutton, 
Johnny Sutton, the U.S. Attorney la-
beled Ramos and Compeon in the media 
as ‘‘corrupt.’’ There are quotes around 
corrupt. 

This is the U.S. Attorney himself, 
not the prosecutors who were filing or 
arguing the case. The U.S. Attorney la-
beled Ramos and Compeon corrupt, a 
clear lie. Neither of these two agents 
have ever been accused of corruption. 

Ramos, a 10-year veteran of the Bor-
der Patrol, an officer in the Naval Re-
serve, had been nominated Border Pa-
trol agent of the year. He was nomi-
nated for that award. To be considered 
for that award, just prior to this inci-
dent, this is a corrupt officer? Ramos 
and Compeon are clean. They have 
never been accused of that. Yet the 
U.S. Attorney is on the radio calling 
them corrupt. 

Something stinks about that situa-
tion, doesn’t it. U.S. Attorney Johnny 
Sutton lied and claimed that Ramos 
and Compeon were corrupt, and then he 
threw the book at them. 

At the same time, he gave a profes-
sional drug smuggler a ‘‘get out of jail 
free’’ card and had his prosecutors lie 
to the jury telling them that the drug 
smuggler was a novice who was only 
trying to raise money to buy medicine 
for his sick mother. That’s what the 
jury was told when the prosecutors at 
that time knew, they made that argu-
ment to the jury, that this was a nov-
ice at one time to raise money for a 
sick mother, they knew that drug 
smuggler had already been involved in 
a second drug smuggling incident that 
they knew of. 

This is while he was under immunity 
for the load that he had been inter-
cepted for bringing into the country by 
Ramos and Compeon. By the way, it’s 
not just Ramos and Compeon, of 
course. We are talking about a border 
and immigration policy by this admin-
istration that is bizarre, that is incom-
prehensible, that is totally confused 
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and leads to many, many questions. 
Why is, for example, why is this Presi-
dent, if, yes, Border Patrol and immi-
gration control issues are important to 
him? Why is the President holding the 
security of our borders hostage to, ba-
sically, making sure that we can’t pro-
ceed with defense and other border se-
curity measures unless we also pass a 
bill that includes the provision of le-
galizing the status of 15 to 20 million 
people who are already in this country 
illegally? 

What do those two issues have to do 
with one another? If he believes in the 
security of the border, why is he de-
manding also that in order to secure 
the border we have to legalize the sta-
tus of 15 to 20 million illegals, by the 
way, which will lead to a massive 
hoard of new illegals, of course, that no 
fence will stop. No one is being fooled 
by this call for a comprehensive re-
form. 

It is a code word for amnesty, legal-
izing the status of those who are here 
illegally. The President has destroyed 
his own credibility by playing such 
word games as defining amnesty in a 
way such that nobody accepts the defi-
nition. It is a totally unacceptable and 
irrational definition of the word ‘‘am-
nesty.’’ 

Why the President has chosen over 
and over again to try to play that kind 
of word game, I don’t know. The cha-
otic and confused picture of this com-
prehensive border policy, and the 
things that are going on in our border, 
suggests that there are other forces 
that are at play. What are those forces? 
There are certainly very powerful in-
terest groups that play here in Wash-
ington, and there may well be a hidden 
agenda that is being foisted on the 
American people. 

The President’s own words suggest 
this. During the February 14, 2007, 
press conference, President Bush said 
the following, ‘‘I believe that in order 
to enforce the borders, we need a tem-
porary worker program so that people 
don’t try to sneak into the country to 
work, that they can come in an orderly 
fashion and take the pressure off the 
Border Patrol agents that we have got 
here so that the Border Patrol doesn’t 
focus on workers that are doing their 
jobs that Americans won’t do, but are 
focusing on terrorists and criminal ele-
ments, gun runners, et cetera, to keep 
the country, both of our countries, 
safe, Mexico and the United States, 
safe.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I am not really sure 
that it’s the responsibility of the 
United States government, to have a 
high priority of keeping Mexico safe. 
Just what is being proposed, how will 
that affect Mexico at the expense of 
the American people? 

Just whose interest is our govern-
ment representing? During his Yuma 
speech, the President proclaimed the 
border ‘‘should be open to trade and 
lawful immigration and shut down to 
criminals and drug dealers and terror-
ists and coyotes and smugglers and 
people who prey upon innocent life.’’ 

How does that square with the Presi-
dent’s U.S. Attorney and long-time 
friend and protege, Johnny Sutton, 
who he backs to the hilt, throwing the 
book at our Border Patrol agents and 
other law enforcement officers over 
procedural errors, but at the same time 
letting drug smugglers go, letting peo-
ple who are smuggling illegal immigra-
tions into our country go? 

Of course, that is not the only thing, 
Ramos and Compeon and what’s going 
on with our law enforcement. The poli-
cies themselves are incomprehensible. 

According to a recent AP story, 98 
percent of all illegal border crossers 
are not even prosecuted, 98 percent. Be-
tween October 1 of 2000 and September 
30 of 2006, nearly 5.3 million illegals 
were simply escorted back across the 
Rio Grande and turned loose. Well, no 
wonder they don’t give up, and they 
end up coming back a second or third 
or fourth time. 

The Justice Department claims it 
has ‘‘higher priorities than going after 
ordinary illegal immigrants.’’ They 
said they elected to pursue a more elec-
tive strategy going after drug smug-
glers and criminals. Really? Tell that 
to Border Patrol agents Ramos and 
Compeon, who are languishing right 
now, right now as we speak, in solitary 
confinement in Federal prisons, all be-
cause U.S. Attorney Johnny Sutton, 
close friend and protege of the Presi-
dent, decided to grant immunity to the 
drug smuggler in order to testify 
against the Border Patrol agents. 

Not only did Sutton allow this crimi-
nal to get away with it once, as I stat-
ed, this very same drug smuggler was 
involved with a second shipment. He 
has probably been involved with many 
more shipments of drugs. 

But, they knew that he was involved 
with a second shipment even before 
Ramos and Compeon went to trial, and 
that information was kept from the 
jury. Let me repeat that, information 
that the very same drug smuggler that 
had been stopped by Ramos and 
Compeon, that very same man who now 
Ramos and Compeon are being tried for 
at that moment for violating proce-
dures because he was just a novice, a 
man who had never done this before, 
this was his first attempt at drug 
smuggling. The fact that they knew of 
a second load that would have already 
happened by the time of the trial, that 
was kept from the jury. 

The jury was presented by the pros-
ecutor, a lie, that this man was obvi-
ously a novice, and had never been in-
volved in drug smuggling before. The 
jury was told the drug smuggler was, as 
I say, first-time novice, to pay for his 
mother’s medicine. 

b 2200 
And the U.S. Attorney knew that he 

had already been involved in a second 
drug load, and that was kept from the 
jury. Something really stinks about 
this case. This is the same U.S. Attor-
ney that has been claiming all along, 
along with the prosecutors, that the 
drug smuggler wasn’t armed. 

Now, we know that both of the Bor-
der Patrol agents suggest that as the 
drug smuggler is running away from 
them to get across the border, he 
turned in a way that appeared to be 
aiming something in their direction, 
and they didn’t have much time to 
think about it and they fired their 
weapons. Now, whether or not he had a 
gun is impossible to prove. He got 
away. He went across the border. We 
have only the word of the drug smug-
gler that he was not armed. And, again, 
the drug smuggler is not only believed, 
but his story is backed up by the U.S. 
prosecutors over the word of two vet-
eran law enforcement officers, one who 
served this country for 10 years in the 
Border Patrol, the other 5 years, both 
of them veterans of our military. And 
they believed the drug dealer, in order 
to destroy the Border Patrol agents. 
And then, again, we hear over and over 
again, and presented in trial, that the 
drug smuggler was unarmed. Yet it is 
only his word that suggests that. And I 
might add this; the drug smuggler’s 
family has stated to journalists that 
this drug smuggler had always been 
armed when smuggling drugs, and he 
had been doing so since he was 14 years 
old. 

Now, let’s put that in perspective. 
Does anyone really believe that a drug 
smuggler in that area is going to be in 
possession of a $1 million asset, these 
drugs, and he won’t have anything 
there to defend those assets on either 
side of the border? Our U.S. Attorney 
believes the drug smuggler when he 
says he is unarmed, and destroys the 
Border Patrol agents when they say 
they thought he was aiming something 
at them. To this day, the smuggler is 
free from prosecution. He has never 
been charged with a crime, and is 
awaiting a potential settlement in his 
$5 million lawsuit against the Border 
Patrol. 

Now, let’s recap. Two Border Patrol 
agents are languishing in solitary con-
finement in Federal prisons for 11 
years, while the illegal drug smuggler 
whose van was abandoned contained $1 
million worth of narcotics, he was 
granted immunity; he has been given 
free medical care, and provided an un-
conditional border crossing card, which 
was more than likely used when he 
smuggled a second stash of drugs into 
the United States before Ramos and 
Compean went to prison. And we are 
supposed to believe that this President 
wants to free up our Border Patrol 
agents from just normal duties so they 
can go after the real criminals? 

By the way, at Ramos and Compean’s 
trial the prosecutor belittled the Bor-
der Patrol agents for thinking that 
they should be out trying to stop drug 
smugglers. And that prosecutor, belit-
tling them in front of the jury, said if 
they wanted to stop drug dealers, they 
should have joined the DEA, the Drug 
Enforcement Agency. This is our pros-
ecutor that is supposed to be rep-
resenting us belittling these two men 
for stopping a drug dealer with $1 mil-
lion worth of drugs, saying that they 
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should have gone and joined the DEA if 
they wanted to stop drug dealers. To 
suggest all of this represents a con-
fused, chaotic, and contradictory bor-
der strategy and immigration policy is 
to put it mildly. 

During the Ramos and Compean 
trial, the lead prosecutor bragged how 
section 1325 cases are not even pros-
ecuted. What are 1325 cases? Improper 
entry by an alien. It states any alien 
who enters or attempts to enter the 
United States at any time or any other 
than as designated by Immigration of-
ficers shall be fined under title XVIII 
or imprisoned for not more than 2 
years, or both. 

The law is clear, but the law is not 
being enforced. The law isn’t being en-
forced. Our Border Patrol agents are 
under attack even if they stop drug 
dealers, much less other people. The 
other people who are just coming 
across, we are not enforcing that. Mil-
lions have been returned without hav-
ing to pay any penalty at all. So why 
not come back a second and third time 
until they succeed? 

And why isn’t the law being en-
forced? And because the law hasn’t 
been enforced, the situation at the bor-
der is out of control. Surprise, surprise. 
If you don’t enforce the law at the bor-
der, it’s out of control. Tens of millions 
of people are here who shouldn’t be 
here. 

Now, who is to blame? Yes, I think 
the top person in our government and 
all the people in our government who 
have been supporting these policies are 
to blame. Whether it is President Bush, 
President Clinton, or Members of lead-
ership in Congress, the law hasn’t been 
enforced, and it has been very clear 
that it has not been enforced. This has 
not been an accident that we have 15 
million to 20 million illegals in our 
country creating horrible situations 
for driving down wages, destroying 
education, et cetera, et cetera. More 
and more people are coming across our 
borders without any type of con-
sequence because it has been a policy 
not to enforce that law, the policy of 
this administration for the last 6 years. 
Of course, who did they prosecute but 
the Border Patrol agents if they didn’t 
do their paperwork right. 

Well, what is going, of course, we 
have more and more people crossing 
the border. Those who are here and get 
here illegally begin to realize that they 
are able to find work, and they are ac-
tually getting jobs that pay them more 
money than they would have in the 
countries from which they come, Gua-
temala, Mexico, El Salvador, China, 
and elsewhere. So they realize they can 
get work here and get paid more. And 
they also realize that they are able to 
get free services from the Federal, 
State, and local government. The tax-
payers of the United States are going 
to provide them services they could 
never get at home, health care, edu-
cation, housing, et cetera. It is a bo-
nanza for these people. 

Now, they are not bad people. Let me 
state for the record and be very em-

phatic about this. A huge proportion, 
maybe 90 percent of all illegal immi-
grants coming to this country are like-
ly to be wonderful human beings. If we 
were in their spot, we would be coming 
across the border, too. They are not at 
fault for wanting to come here, and 
they are not at fault for coming here to 
better the lives of their families, to 
better their own lives. That’s not their 
fault. We don’t dislike them for that at 
all. The people to blame here, the peo-
ple to be upset with are the policy-
makers who permitted this massive 
flow of people into our country; be-
cause, even though these are good peo-
ple coming in, they are having a hor-
rible impact on our society. A horrible 
impact. And it is up to us to represent 
the interests of the people of the 
United States, even though these good 
people who would like to come here by 
the tens of millions all around the 
world are good people. And my heart 
goes out to them. But my job and our 
job should be to protect the interests of 
the people of the United States. And 
there is nothing wrong with that. 
There is nothing selfish with that. 
There is nothing selfish with wanting 
to protect our children and make sure 
the health care and resources go to our 
children and our families. 

But the word has gone out all over 
the world that they can get jobs, they 
can get benefits. And I will tell you 
this. If the word goes out that we are 
going to legalize and we end up legal-
izing the status of those who are here 
illegally, the flow of illegals that is 
now coming into our country will turn 
into a tidal wave. We have trouble con-
trolling our borders now. If we legalize 
the status of 10 million to 15 million 
illegals in our country as what is being 
advocated in this supposed comprehen-
sive immigration plan, it will make the 
situation so much worse, so much more 
out of control, it will be a catastrophe 
for this country. Ten years from now, 
we will have lost our country to tens of 
millions of new people who are con-
suming all of the resources we put 
aside for our elderly, for our young 
people, for our children, for our fami-
lies. 

Wake up, America. You are being be-
trayed. We are being told that our Bor-
der Patrol agents are going to secure 
our borders: Just pass the comprehen-
sive bill, then we will secure the bor-
ders. Well, first of all, those are two 
unrelated issues. But then, on top of it, 
we know now that our government is 
prosecuting the Border Patrol agents 
or anyone else who gets in the way of 
the hordes of illegals that are now 
flooding into our country at this level. 
This is total insanity and is already 
doing, as I say, great harm to the peo-
ple of our country. And no doubt, even 
though the President was there with 
our Border Patrol agents, our defenders 
in the Border Patrol and elsewhere are 
demoralized. 

And it is not just Ramos and 
Compean why our defenders are demor-
alized. What about the case of Edwards 

County, Texas? Deputy Sheriff Gilmer 
Hernandez, another American of Mexi-
can descent. 

b 2210 

He too was prosecuted and impris-
oned under the direction of Johnny 
Sutton. Anybody catch a pattern here? 

In this case, Deputy Hernandez tried 
to protect himself from a van full of 
illegals who tried to run him over after 
a routine traffic stop. He shot out the 
tires, and in the process, an illegal hid-
ing behind the van’s wheel well sus-
tained a minor injury. 

Once again, our government chose to 
ignore the immigration crime there of 
human trafficking. You had human 
trafficking laws that were being vio-
lated by those illegals who were driv-
ing that van and taking those people 
in. And our U.S. attorney chose to go 
after the deputy. Not only did the 
coyotes get away, the injured illegals 
have already been rewarded with 
$100,000 and green cards to match. 

Deputy Hernandez now sits in prison. 
The illegals are now living in Austin, 
Texas, $100,000 richer. This is bizarre. 
This is twilight zone stuff. 

These aren’t idiots that have de-
signed this policy. These are people 
who have the wrong goals in mind, who 
are not representing the interests of 
the people of the United States, and 
are certainly not appreciative of our 
defenders. 

We’re being told that the Justice De-
partment’s priority is to pursue crimi-
nals and human traffickers, yet we 
hear about that case that I just men-
tioned. 

Our defenders are afraid to defend us. 
And they’re not afraid to defend us. 
That’s not just a policy that just hap-
pened. It’s not just happening that 
they are afraid to defend us. This ad-
ministration and the powers that be 
have set out to intimidate the Border 
Patrol and to make them fearful to en-
force the law. 

At the same time we are emboldening 
those who would break our laws. So it’s 
been the policy, perhaps for a decade, 
perhaps more than a decade, but cer-
tainly during this entire administra-
tion, to intimidate those who are de-
fending us at the border and embolden 
those who would cross the border ille-
gally. 

By the way, in both of the aforemen-
tioned cases, our Justice Department 
determined that the illegal aliens com-
ing across this country, one, a drug 
smuggler, the others coyotes smug-
gling illegals across the country, that 
their civil rights were violated. 

There’s something wrong with this 
picture when our government is pro-
tecting the so-called civil rights of peo-
ple who are smuggling drugs into our 
country and carrying loads of illegal 
immigrants into our country in viola-
tion of our law. Something is totally 
wrong with this picture. 

If controlling the borders is a pri-
ority, why is this President, again, 
using border security as a wedge to 
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achieve other goals? And his other 
goals, of course, amnesty to those who 
are here illegally and setting up a 
guest workers program. 

Again, whose interest is our govern-
ment representing? 

Economist Robert Samuels pointed 
out some of the horrible impact of this 
policy that we have had that has 
brought so many illegals into our coun-
try. He claims that what we are doing, 
you know, some people say we are 
bringing in cheap labor, but he sug-
gests we are importing poverty, and 
that that importation of poverty is 
having a dramatically negative impact 
on our country. If this country con-
tinues to allow uneducated, unskilled 
workers to come here illegally, it will 
bankrupt America, and we are in the 
process of bankrupting America. 

According to a report released by the 
Heritage Foundation, 50 to 60 percent 
of illegal immigrants are high school 
dropouts. 4.6 million U.S. households 
are headed up by immigrant dropouts. 
The Pew Hispanic Institute Center es-
timates that 49 percent of high school 
dropouts are illegal immigrants. 

The Heritage report estimates that 
the cost to the American taxpayer over 
the lifetime of a high school dropout is 
$1.1 million per dropout. Because of the 
government benefits they receive 
versus what they pay back into the 
system in taxes, the net cost, per year, 
for all of these illegal alien dropouts 
that are coming here, high school drop-
outs, these poverty-stricken people, 
the net cost to us per year is $397 bil-
lion, almost $400 billion a year. 

Put that in perspective. Of all the 
things we try to finance in this Con-
gress and can’t find an extra $25 mil-
lion for breast cancer research. 

Put it into the context with the mil-
lions of illegals who are working here 
in the United States off the books, who 
do not pay their share of the taxes, but 
will still reap the benefits of govern-
ment programs, from welfare to health 
care to Social Security to public 
schools and housing. 

This is a catastrophe, a catastrophe 
not just in the making, but a catas-
trophe in reality that we are living 
right now. I see it happening in my 
own Southern California district every 
day. 

And what are those consequences? 
Let’s just note. In my area, the 
schools, the quality of education is 
going down. For the ordinary people 
who depend on public schools, their 
kids are getting shortchanged. The 
emergency rooms in hospitals are clos-
ing up and health care’s going down. 

Our criminal justice system is being 
inundated and, we have, I’m not sure 
the exact number. I think it’s 50 per-
cent of all the felons, it might be 75 
percent of all the felons where there 
are warrants of felons that they are 
looking for are illegal immigrant fel-
ons. 

It’s breaking down our criminal jus-
tice system. If you get raped or mur-
dered or run over by a drunk in Cali-

fornia in my area, it’s likely it’s been 
done by someone who should never 
have been there legally in the first 
place. 

Our government is betraying the in-
terest of our people. It’s not protecting 
our people. Yet, politically, our govern-
ment is dominated by powerful forces 
who want these high levels of immigra-
tion, legal or illegal. 

This has been no mistake. People 
didn’t just close their eyes and say, oh 
my gosh; there’s 15 to 20 million people 
here illegally. No, it has been a policy 
decision made by people that we will 
support, that they will support the 
policies that have created this mon-
strous threat. 

It is not an accident. It is not some-
thing that just happened. The policy 
decisions were made by an elite, but 
the American people were kept in the 
dark about these decisions. 

Now, who was it? Who’s behind this 
flow into our country? 

First of all, business wants cheap 
labor. When I say that, that doesn’t 
mean that they just want cheap labor 
from people who are coming here ille-
gally. That means they want the peo-
ple who are coming here illegally to 
bid down the wages of our own people. 

So not only are the illegals working 
for less money, but now the American 
working people have to take less 
money, because their job will be given 
to an illegal. So big business wants 
cheap labor. They want the illegals to 
depress wages. That is a very powerful 
force. 

The liberal left coalition, which runs 
the Democratic party, wants more 
illegals as well. They want the polit-
ical clout that a massive influx of low 
class and highly manipulated immi-
grants will provide their power struc-
ture. So you’ve got big business inter-
ests and business interests and the lib-
eral left democratic establishment. 
Now, that is a one heck of a tough coa-
lition. And it’s about as tough as it 
gets. 

And yes, the political and economic 
elites have benefited from this. Yeah. 
The democratic elites have got their 
political tools. And the businessmen 
have the people who cut their lawns, be 
nannies to their children, change the 
sheets in their hotels, do everything 
that they need to have done at a much 
lower wage, and give them the oppor-
tunity to give themselves huge pay 
raises. They give themselves levels of 
pay that CEOs never would have gotten 
years ago. 

You know, CEOs used to get about 10 
times as much as working people in 
their companies. Now they give them-
selves hundreds, if not thousands of 
times more than the people working in 
their company. 

But of course the people in their 
company can’t really push too hard be-
cause they can be replaced, many of 
them, by people from overseas. We can 
get H1B visas and flood the market 
with Pakistanis or Indians to do com-
puter work. If our people won’t accept 

50 or $60,000 we can flood the market 
with H1B visas and we can make sure 
that the computer people from our 
country, you know, that they are going 
to have to accept lower wages, or we’ll 
give it to the Pakistani or the Indian. 

b 2220 
That is illegal. What about the legal 

people who come here who even work 
for less than that Pakistani or Indian 
who comes in with an H-B1 visa? 

These elites who, as I say, live behind 
closed gates and don’t have their kids 
in public schools, they are doing things 
that destroy the well-being of their fel-
low citizens. 

We see cities that are not only turn-
ing a blind eye to illegals, but they are 
welcoming illegals into our country. 
Recently, San Francisco Mayor Gavin 
Newsom vowed to maintain San Fran-
cisco as a ‘‘sanctuary city’’ for illegals, 
and he will do everything he can to 
provide sanctuary for those illegals. He 
is discouraging Federal authorities 
from conducting any immigration 
raids. Well, in whose interest is this 
mayor watching out for and the others 
who talk about these sanctuary cities? 
There are hundreds of these sanctuary 
cities across our country. The employ-
ers know it. Rental companies know it. 
The illegals know it. The word is going 
out all over the world. There are sanc-
tuary cities. If you can make it there, 
you have got it made. And there will be 
a treasure of benefits for you as well, 
and the local government is going to 
protect you. Well, by proclaiming their 
moral superiority in protecting 
illegals, what are they doing? They are 
in reality committing a monstrous 
crime not just against the American 
people but against all those people 
overseas, perhaps 100 million people 
now waiting in line overseas to come 
here legally. They are waiting in line 
to come here legally, but yet we have 
got the mayor of San Francisco who is 
siding with the guys who cut in line in 
front of those people who are waiting 
to respect our laws and to come here to 
be Americans in the legal way. 

If the people who are here illegally 
have their status legalized and if we 
have people protecting those people 
who are here illegally, what does that 
tell the millions of people who are 
waiting overseas? It tells them they 
had better not wait. They are fools. 
This mayor of the city of San Fran-
cisco isn’t protecting illegals. He is ac-
tually accosting, actually committing 
a crime against the people who are 
waiting in line overseas. He is favoring 
those people to break the law over 
those who stand in line and wait to 
obey the law. He is siding with the 
lawbreakers rather than siding with 
those immigrants from overseas who 
would like to come here and follow our 
laws. He is not just protecting the un-
fortunate people of the world. He is sid-
ing with that group of people over 
those unfortunate people who would 
obey our laws and come here. 

The prosecution of Ramos and 
Compean has not gone unnoticed, as 
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well as the sanctuary cities I am talk-
ing about, the actions of the mayor of 
San Francisco. Yes, couple that with 
the prosecution of Ramos and 
Compean, and what we have got is 
there are good people all over the world 
as well as some bad people, but good 
people even who are saying that they 
can come here now. Let’s get to the 
United States because the United 
States doesn’t have the will to stop us. 
These are good people, but they will 
consume our resources that we should 
have for our own people, and they will 
depress the wages of the American 
worker, and they will bring diseases 
right into our schools that we have a 
long time ago conquered. And the 
breakdown of our borders will have 
been lost not only just to the good peo-
ple who will flood across and be out of 
control but to drug dealers who have 
noticed Ramos and Compean and the 
Border Patrol agents and also to ter-
rorists. You can bet that the terrorists 
around the world have noticed the 
chaos on our southern border. 

Mr. Speaker, in the coming weeks, 
Congress will begin debate on the 
Flake-Gutierrez bill. This flawed bill 
almost guarantees a legalization of the 
status from 12 to 15 million illegal im-
migrants already in the United States. 
The bill requires illegals to pay fines 
and sit through English classes in 
order to claim that it doesn’t qualify 
as an amnesty. However, the 1986 Im-
migration Reform Act required the 
exact same thing: a waiting period, 
fines, mandatory English classes. And 
no one can deny that that was an am-
nesty bill. 

The bottom line is the Flake-Gutier-
rez bill, if it passes, you can skip the 
line, skip it totally, all those people 
waiting in line overseas, and buy your 
citizenship for a whopping $2,500. Under 
this legislation right now, illegals who 
seek amnesty do not have to pay back 
taxes nor do they have to wait the cur-
rent 10-year period before re-entry into 
this country after they have been 
caught here illegally. Flake-Gutierrez 
will permit the newly minted residents, 
legal residents now because they have 
now been made legal residents, to 
apply for billions of dollars in public 
assistance. The Heritage Foundation 
estimates the fiscal cost to the tax-
payers of such an amnesty will be $30 
billion a year. Newly legitimized resi-
dents, legalized residents, will also re-
ceive Social Security benefits based on 
their work while they have been here 
illegally. Since most illegal immi-
grants worked under fake Social Secu-
rity numbers or stolen ones, it will cre-
ate unknown costs to the Social Secu-
rity Administration. 

And, of course, President Bush has 
already made a secret agreement with 
Mexico that we had to dig out of the 
administration with Freedom of Infor-
mation requests. That secret agree-
ment was that any new legalization of 
status will include giving those illegal 
Mexicans who worked in the United 
States Social Security benefits for 

their time when they have worked in 
the United States, but that has been 
kept hush hush. 

By the way, Social Security isn’t just 
a retirement plan. It is also a sur-
vivors’ benefit. And you can imagine 
how many morticians from around the 
world are going to be sending their let-
ter into Social Security, saying some-
body worked in your country illegally 
for this year. He died and please start 
sending your thousand dollar checks to 
his children at this address. This is a 
catastrophe not only in the making. 
This is a catastrophe that is already 
before us. This bill could pass and de-
stroy our Social Security system. 

Perhaps the worst element in this is 
that, contrary to claims otherwise, the 
bill does not send illegals back to the 
back of the line. Currently, there are 
over 3 million aliens who have already 
been approved for green cards but are 
still waiting overseas, waiting for 
sometimes up to 23 years, to come here 
legally. Under this bill millions of 
illegals who claim to have been here il-
legally since 2006 can keep working le-
gally now in the U.S. and will be eligi-
ble for permanent residence. So they 
will be here legally, and then they can 
apply for permanent residence in 8 
years. People who have played by the 
rules will still have to wait for their 
green cards oversees. So why should 
they wait in line at all? 

As I say, this is going to give us tens 
of millions of new illegals pouring into 
our country, destroying our social in-
frastructure, our schools, our hos-
pitals, our retirement systems. The 
last amnesty in 1986 resulted in 15 to 20 
million new illegals pouring into our 
country. This amnesty will give us 50 
million or more. The Heritage Founda-
tion estimates that 100 million new 
people will be here after 10 years as a 
result of this immigration reform. 
Wake up, America. We are losing our 
country. We are being betrayed. Who is 
representing the interest of the Amer-
ican people? 

The President has often mentioned 
the reason most illegals come here is 
to do work that most Americans won’t 
do. However, Flake-Gutierrez specifi-
cally allows employers to lay off Amer-
icans and replace them with new for-
eign workers as long as those Ameri-
cans were laid off 90 days before they 
decided to bring the new people in. Em-
ployers are also absolved of any form of 
civil or criminal liability related to the 
prior employment of illegals. And as 
long as the incentive to work and bene-
fits exist, illegals will flood into our 
country. 

I have been a consistent advocate for 
tough employer sanctions. Yet Flake- 
Gutierrez prohibits State and local 
governments from punishing employers 
who have hired illegal immigrants or 
from requiring them to use an employ-
ment verification system or from re-
quiring that that system be used to 
verify the legal status of renters or 
public benefits applicants or people 
who are undergoing background 
checks. 

b 2230 
It dramatically reduces the civil pen-

alties for employers who knowingly 
hire or continue to employ illegals, or 
who fail to comply with the employ-
ment verification system already ap-
proved by the last Congress. As a mat-
ter of fact, section 301 of the bill, em-
ployers can avoid using the verification 
system altogether simply by saying 
they are hiring private contractors. 

This legislation is tantamount to the 
surrender of America’s ability to con-
trol our territory from any foreigner 
who wants to come here. It is an immi-
gration catastrophe, a nightmare for 
America’s most vulnerable, our vulner-
able middle class, a nightmare. Fright-
eningly, President Bush is supportive, 
as are many corporate-minded Repub-
licans, and almost every Democrat 
that I know, although there are a few, 
hopefully, coming over to our side who 
understand how this is hurting their 
constituents. As I say, a handful of 
Democrats have signed on to the bill to 
pardon Ramos and Compean. 

But by and large, the Republican 
leadership, the President, the Demo-
cratic leadership, the Democratic 
Party and most Members of Congress 
are in favor of this type of ‘‘com-
prehensive bill’’ and have not been 
helpful in saving Ramos and Compean. 

Who is watching out for the Amer-
ican people? Well, it is up to us, the 
United States. And what we can do is 
make sure that everyone talks to their 
representative and talks to their Sen-
ator, and does so aggressively, not in a 
low voice, but in an aggressive voice 
because you’re protecting your families 
and your children and you’re pro-
tecting your country in the future. 

We are up against a powerful polit-
ical coalition. They are using examples 
saying, oh, we need these illegal aliens 
to work; there are jobs Americans 
won’t take. There are jobs that Ameri-
cans won’t take at the pay level that 
these big businessmen want to give 
them. And don’t tell me that if we paid 
janitors more money, that we can’t 
find people to be janitors. I was a jan-
itor years ago. You go back, and jani-
tors are making the same amount of 
money as I made when I was a janitor 
40 years ago, yet the income of our 
country, the GNP, has quadrupled. 
They have been left out because a 
horde of illegals have come into this 
country and bid down their wages. 

Now, why is it that people who are 
janitors or people who work with their 
hands, people who work in regular mid-
dle-class jobs shouldn’t be able to enjoy 
the fruits of our country, that their 
wages should be depressed, they should 
be frozen out of having a better living 
for their family? Then they say, well, 
there are jobs they won’t even do, like 
picking fruits and vegetables. We’ve 
got more people between the ages of 18 
and 40, young, healthy men housed in 
prisons in the middle of our agricul-
tural areas who could profit by work-
ing. They could earn enough money to 
pay for their own incarceration and 
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pay for a little restitution. But those 
ideas are too creative. No, no, no. In-
stead, let’s just bring the illegals 
across, that will keep everybody’s 
wages down and we can control them 
and they will be off the chart. 

Well, let me suggest this; we’ve been 
given a false dichotomy saying that we 
have to offer a legalization status, an 
amnesty, or we have to have massive 
deportations. It’s either legalization or 
deportation. That is the most serious 
of all of the lies that are being told 
today about immigration because that 
is not true. We do have an alternative; 
there is an alternative to just deport-
ing. We don’t want to have sweeps of 
law enforcement through foreign 
neighborhoods, but we can just make 
sure that we have ID cards, we have 
Social Security cards, that we have ID 
cards that can’t be tampered with so 
we can prove who we are dealing with. 
We can have a verification system so 
that employers will know who they’re 
employing and we can hold those em-
ployers accountable. And we can also 
make sure that illegals who don’t have 
the benefits cards, these identities that 
show they are eligible, cannot get the 
health care, the education, the hous-
ing, the Social Security and retirement 
benefits that are due to American citi-
zens and people who are here legally. 

If we do not give the jobs and the 
benefits to people who are here ille-
gally, they will go home. Just as soon 
as you give it to them, they will come. 
If you don’t give it to them and they 
find trouble earning a living, sup-
porting their families, they will go 
home. It’s called attrition. That is the 
decision we have to make. Creating a 
false dichotomy, saying it’s either 
going to be legalization or deportation, 
that’s the type of word game that is 
unfair in this debate. It’s just like call-
ing amnesty something that it isn’t, 
saying that this is not an amnesty 
when it clearly is. 

We must be able to say no to people 
who are using the scarce resources that 
are meant for our people. These re-
sources belong to the American people, 
whether it is our education establish-
ment, our health care, job training, 
housing, retirement benefits, these are 
things that belong to the American 
people. We must protect the interests 
of our people and say no to people who 
would consume those things that are 
meant for our own people. 

This is not mean-spirited selfishness. 
And probably that is the greatest de-
bate of all, because people are playing 
on it as if we’re trying to push us into 
letting more and more illegals come in 
here and destroying our system, like 
just to say, if you try to stop it, you’re 
being mean-spirited and nasty. Ameri-
cans don’t like that. Americans don’t 
like it at all, of course they don’t. We 
are as generous as any people in the 
world. But it is not selfish to take care 
of your own family. It is not selfish to 
take care of your own community. It is 
not selfish to take care of your own 
country before you expend the re-

sources and take care of people else-
where in the world. It is not selfish, it 
is being responsible. 

And we, as representatives of the 
people of the United States, owe it to 
the people of the United States to be 
watching out for them, watching out 
for their interests. If we don’t do it, no 
one is going to watch out for the inter-
ests of our people. I am afraid that to-
night it’s up to us, the people. Either 
we will speak out; we will rise with a 
righteous rage and oppose this immi-
gration travesty that is about to be 
foisted upon us or we will suffer grave 
consequences. Within 10 years, our 
country will have been lost. Ten, 20, 30, 
40, 100 million new people here, some of 
them terrorists, some of them crimi-
nals, most of them good people, but 
still, people who don’t deserve to be 
consuming those resources that we 
have built and saved and created for 
our own people. 

So with that, I close and ask the 
American people to wake up and pay 
attention. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COHEN). All Members are reminded that 
personal abuse, innuendo, or ridicule of 
the President is not permitted. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. ENGEL (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of a family med-
ical need. 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today and May 2 on account 
of personal health. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. KUCINICH, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. WESTMORELAND) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, for 5 min-
utes, today. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, for 5 
minutes, today and May 2. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes, 
May 2. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, May 7 and 8. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

May 2 and 3. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 1591. An act making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2007, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 37 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, May 2, 2007, at 10 
a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1408. A letter from the Chief Administra-
tive Officer, United States Capitol Police, 
transmitting the semiannual report of re-
ceipts and expenditures of appropriations 
and other funds for the period October 1, 2006 
through March 31, 2007 as compiled by the 
Chief Administrative Officer, pursuant to 
Public Law 109–55, section 1005; (H. Doc. No. 
110–28); to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration and ordered to be printed. 

1409. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Native American 
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act Reg-
ulations — Future Applicability (RIN: 1024- 
AC84) received March 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

1410. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Glacier Bay Na-
tional Park, Vessel Management Plan Regu-
lations (RIN: 1024-AD25) received March 27, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

1411. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Land and Minerals Management, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Oil, Gas, and Sulfur 
Operations in the Outer Continental Shelf 
(OCS) — Plans and Information — Protection 
of Marine Mammals and Threatened and En-
dangered Species (RIN: 1010-AD10) received 
April 13, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

1412. A letter from the Director, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Final Rule Designating the Western 
Great Lakes Populations of Gray Wolves as a 
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