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for the last 3 or 4 years; namely, that 
they are determined to maintain tens 
of thousands of American troops on 
permanent military bases in Iraq for 
many decades to come. To support this 
position, they draw an absurd compari-
son between the situation in Iraq and 
the situation in South Korea. South 
Korea, where U.S. troops have been 
stationed for more than 50 years. And 
then White House spokesman Tony 
Snow said U.S. troops may have to stay 
in Iraq indefinitely to perform what he 
called an over-the-horizon support role. 
Over-the-horizon support role. George 
Orwell couldn’t have said it any better. 
Call it what it really is, Tony: Occupa-
tion. 

Ever since the administration took 
us into Iraq, I have tried to get at the 
heart of what is wrong with this for-
eign policy, and I believe the answer is 
this: The administration’s foreign pol-
icy has failed. It has failed because it 
sells America short. The administra-
tion believes that the only weapon we 
have to fight terrorism is military 
power, but by relying on military 
power alone and ignoring our many 
other strengths, they have made Amer-
ica much weaker, not stronger. 

There is another answer: A much dif-
ferent look at diplomacy and foreign 
policy. First, we must reestablish our 
moral leadership and regain our stand-
ing in the global community by using 
diplomacy as our first and best resort, 
and war only as our last resort. Presi-
dent Roosevelt said that the Presi-
dency is preeminently a place of moral 
leadership, and that is something this 
administration must learn. 

Second, we must rebuild our inter-
national alliances. We may be a Super-
power, but we don’t have super powers 
like Spiderman. So, we need the help of 
other nations. International coopera-
tion is by far the best way to dismantle 
terrorist networks, manage 
globalization, stop the spread of dis-
ease and global warming, and fight the 
poverty that is the breeding ground of 
terrorism. 

Third, Mr. Speaker, we must stop 
using fear as an excuse to justify im-
moral wars, or as a bludgeon to crush 
dissent and trash our Constitution. 
Again, quoting President Roosevelt, 
the only thing we have to fear, he said, 
is fear itself. Well, this administration 
believes that without fear, they can’t 
move their agenda. 

Fourth, we must end our addiction to 
foreign oil that pumps billions of dol-
lars into autocratic regimes and props 
them up. Let’s get serious about sus-
tainable energy. And let’s export green 
technology instead of war. 

Next, we must renew our commit-
ment to nuclear nonproliferation. It is 
sheer hypocrisy to demand that Iran 
and North Korea halt their nuclear 
programs while we talk about devel-
oping new nuclear weapons of our very 
own. 

And finally, we must take the money 
we are investing in war and reinvest it 
in what makes us truly strong: edu-

cation, health care, jobs, child care, 
the environment, and nonviolent prob-
lem solving. 

I have offered a national security 
plan myself which rests on these broad 
principles. It’s called SMART, which 
stands for Sensible Multilateral Amer-
ican Response to Terrorism. SMART, 
H. Res. 227, is deadly serious about 
stopping acts of terrorism. It would 
beef-up our intelligence capabilities. It 
would enhance our efforts to cut off fi-
nancing for terrorist organizations. 

f 

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.) 

f 

REDEPLOY FOR A SECURE 
AMERICA 

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

Mr. SESTAK. Mr. Speaker, a little 
over 5 years ago, I was in the war in Af-
ghanistan, first on the ground for a 
very short period of time, and then I 
returned in charge of an aircraft car-
rier battle group. I saw a just war. 

Eighteen months later, I went back 
to Afghanistan, on the ground again, 
and saw what we had not accomplished 
because we had diverted our attention 
and our resources, our Special Forces, 
our Psychological Operation Forces, 
our Civil Affairs Forces, those and our 
attention were diverted to the tragic 
misadventure in Iraq. 

To me, Afghanistan is a poster child 
for what we have failed to do, and that 
is to remain engaged throughout this 
world, to be ready here at home in 
order to provide for a strong defense in 
support of our diplomacy of engage-
ment. 

I am not antiwar. I am pro-security. 
And that is my concern, that Iraq is 
every day seriously degrading the stra-
tegic security of America. It is why I 
believe that there is a different strat-
egy to redeploy from Iraq with a date 
that is certain, one that is out there in 
order to change the behavior of those 
nations in that region, give them a dif-
ferent incentive to work towards sta-
bility so that as we redeploy over a 
fixed timetable, we will leave behind a 
state that is fairly stable and that is 
not failing. 

I believe, having been in Iraq with 
Senator HAGEL and having traveled 
throughout that country, that my be-
lief is only reinforced that we can no 
longer provide the political and the 
military cover for the Iraqi leadership 
that has failed to step up to the plate, 
that has failed, being in control of 32 
ministries in Baghdad, to stop pursuing 
personal ambition, establishing per-
sonal fiefdom as our soldiers provide 
them not only the military, but the po-

litical cover, not to take the chal-
lenging decisions that they must take. 

But I also believe, beyond that it is 
wrong to double-down on a bad bet by 
putting more troops into what is a civil 
war and that our military cannot re-
solve, the best military in the world, I 
believe a date certain also changes the 
incentives, the structure of incentives 
to change the behavior of Iran and 
Syria. 

Everywhere Senator HAGEL and I 
went in Iraq we heard that Iran has 
undue influence. Yes, they do. We’re 
bleeding, bleeding profusely. But when 
I asked our senior political leader 
there, if we were to redeploy, does Iran 
want a failed state? The answer was, 
no, they don’t. With a date certain and 
the confidence the United States 
should have, having dealt with the So-
viet Union, having dealt with the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, bringing it into 
the world’s community, we should have 
the confidence to deal with Iran and 
Syria. Bring them together to work, 
with a date certain as their incentive 
toward working on the extreme ele-
ments in Iraq as we work in the center 
to bring about an unfailed state that 
can only be brought about by a date 
that is certain to redeploy. 

It took us 6 months to redeploy from 
Somalia, a much smaller contingency 
of forces. We have over 100,000 civilians 
in Iraq, in addition to our troops. I be-
lieve that the Democratic leadership, 
working with the Republicans, should 
work towards what the President said. 
We will not have an open-ended com-
mitment. With a date certain, working 
together, we can, on an authorization 
bill, a bill that establishes a date be-
yond which no funding would be per-
mitted for troops within Iraq, while we 
use appropriations bills to continue to 
fund our forces so that we do not ever 
again, as we did in the last month, 
place those forces, those whom we 
serve with, wearing the cloth of our 
Nation that we sent to war, that we 
never again play a game of chicken be-
tween us and the President. 

Being in the military is a dangerous 
business. It has, as someone said, the 
dignity of danger. It does not, however, 
have to be unsafe. Fund them fully 
with a date that is certain in our au-
thorization bill by which we must rede-
ploy, with enough timeline that the na-
tions there can be brought together 
under U.S. leadership to bring about, 
by the only possible means that it can 
be done, diplomacy, strong diplomacy, 
as we remain in the region on our bases 
in Amman, Qatar, Bahrain, carrier bat-
tle groups, disengage, reengage in Af-
ghanistan as well as here at home and 
elsewhere around this world in order to 
bring about a stronger security for 
America. 

f 

THE BUSH-KENNEDY AMNESTY 
BILL 

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

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, it 
was a great victory for the American 
people when the Bush-Kennedy am-
nesty bill was withdrawn from consid-
eration in the Senate 2 weeks ago with 
such a stinging rebuke from the voters, 
because we understand that the voters 
had contacted their elected Represent-
atives in such number that the bill was 
no longer tenable. After that rebuke 
from the voters, one would think that 
the White House and the congressional 
leadership would have listened to the 
American people and concentrated on 
securing our borders and moving for-
ward with those activities to secure 
our country, and forget about legal-
izing the status of 15 to 20 million peo-
ple who are in our country illegally. 
Well, how wrong we were. Like a bad 
horror movie, the monster you thought 
had been killed is somehow being 
brought back to life. It’s rearing its 
ugly head again in the sequel. Well, 
here it is, Nightmare on North Capitol 
Street, part two, starring the Bush- 
Kennedy amnesty bill. This time we 
need to drive a stake into the heart of 
this monstrous threat to the American 
people. 

And what threat am I talking about? 
It is about time that the Washington 
elite and the elite of America’s busi-
ness community understand what im-
pact this massive flow of immigration 
into our society has had on the life of 
the American people. 

What we face in California and now 
throughout the country is a disintegra-
tion of our education system. Our 
schools, for which our children are de-
pendent on their education and the fu-
ture of their lives, are being dimin-
ished in terms of their capability of 
educating our children because there is 
a massive influx of children into our 
school systems, children who should 
not even be in this country. 

We have a health care system that is 
in crisis. Today, we see in California 
and we see in other States as well the 
closing of emergency rooms. So Amer-
ican citizens whose children are out on 
the highways, if there is an accident, 
may now not be able to go to emer-
gency rooms to get treated, to have 
their lives saved, where only a few 
short years ago, maybe 10 or 15 years 
ago, there was an emergency room to 
service that. 

Why are these emergency rooms clos-
ing? Why is the health care system in 
our country breaking down? This mas-
sive influx of immigrants, illegal immi-
grants, into our society. In fact, many 
people today are not able to pay for 
their health care insurance. And why is 
health care so high? One of the major 
reasons health care insurance is so 
high is when American citizens go to 
hospitals in order to be treated, their 
health care policy, which is massively 
expensive, also has to take care of 
those people who have no health care 
insurance, many of whom, a large num-
ber of whom are of course illegal immi-
grants. 

And what about our criminal justice 
system? Our criminal justice system in 
California is breaking down. It’s being 
crowded to the point where if someone 
does commit a misdemeanor or a 
crime, even a violent crime at times, 
they are let out on bond or sometimes 
they are let out on their own recog-
nizance because there is no place to put 
them. These criminals, many of whom 
have come here illegally into our coun-
try, end up coming here because they 
know the punishment here is nothing 
as compared to the countries from 
which they are coming from. 

Our criminal justice system is not 
protecting our citizens. If someone in 
your family is raped or murdered or 
robbed or run down by a drunk driver, 
well, now it is highly likely that, or I 
should say that the chances are very 
good that the person who is victimizing 
our family is here illegally and should 
never be in the country in the first 
place. 

And what about the wages of ordi-
nary Americans? Ordinary Americans 
now find that, yes, when they get out 
of school, they expect to get good jobs 
and good paying jobs. But, no. What we 
have is, with the massive influx of peo-
ple into our country who will work far 
below the wages that Americans will 
work for, they have bid down the wages 
of our people. Now, that may not mean 
too much to the top 10 percent or the 
elite of the business community, but 
that means everything, everything, to 
ordinary Americans who are struggling 
to make ends meet. Our elite has not 
been hurt, our elite has not been vic-
timized, but ordinary Americans find 
themselves not being able to get the 
paying jobs that will help them pay 
what is necessary to be in a middle- 
class existence in this country. 

b 1915 

At the same time, unfortunately, we 
see an unfortunate trend among cor-
porate executives, especially among 
the CEOs of companies, in paying 
themselves 10, 20, 30, even $100 million 
in compensation at the same time that 
the wage level of average Americans is 
under attack by a massive influx of 
illegals which is supported by the busi-
ness elite. 

Whose side is our government on? Is 
it on the side of the business elite that 
is willing to lay their own workers off, 
giving themselves huge salaries, and 
then bringing on illegals or sending 
their manufacturing to China so that 
slave labor can do the job and then giv-
ing themselves huge corporate sala-
ries? Are we on the side of people who 
are coming here from other countries 
who, yes, they are benefited by coming 
here at the expense of ordinary Ameri-
cans? 

It is no mistake that this is hap-
pening. All of these dire consequences 
that are going on is not something that 
just happened. It was not something 
that was unavoidable. What is hap-
pening is a product of bad policy, pol-
icy that is not something that has been 

a mistake in policy, but an intentional 
policy that has been in place for 20 
years. 

We now have 15 to 20 million illegal 
immigrants in our country. And that is 
not just something that happened. It 
happened because it was planned by 
those people who are making the policy 
in the last 20 years, people who were 
paying attention to the corporate elite, 
who want to bid down wages, and also 
to the liberal left wing of the Demo-
cratic Party which controls the Demo-
cratic Party who think that with huge 
numbers of immigrants coming into 
our country, they can change America. 

Neither one of those two groups of 
people who have such enormous influ-
ence in the Capitol of the United 
States are representing or watching 
out for the American people. 

Well, what we have done is given re-
wards to those people who have come 
here illegally. And then we wonder why 
they come here. They say, ‘‘Give it and 
they will come.’’ Well, there is no 
doubt about it; we give a reward to 
people who live in poverty, abject pov-
erty, in different countries. If we let 
them know they can have education 
benefits that should be going to Ameri-
cans, but they now can get them for 
their children; if they know their chil-
dren and their families will be given 
health care and health treatment with 
money that should be going to Ameri-
cans; if they know that if they break 
the law that the penalties they face 
here are actually much lower than in 
the countries they are in; and if they 
know even if they are caught crossing 
our border and caught here illegally, 
they will not be punished, why 
wouldn’t they come here? 

This is not something that was un-
predictable. We have 15 to 20 million 
people bidding down our wages, de-
stroying our education system, de-
stroying our health care system, mak-
ing our streets and our communities 
not safe for our own families; and their 
presence here was not a mistake. It 
was planned out. Because people knew 
that if we give the benefits of jobs, 
good jobs, and the benefits that I just 
described that should be going to 
Americans, that people will come here 
from other countries. 

No border protection will stop the 
massive flow of illegal immigrants into 
our country if we continue to give huge 
rewards, a treasure house of rewards, 
to those people who are coming here. 
Don’t say that you want to strengthen 
the border because you really are seri-
ous about trying to stop illegal immi-
gration if you are unwilling to cut off 
the benefits that are the lure, which 
are the magnet that bring people here. 

Of course, there are those who claim 
that, who would like to say, well, yes, 
we really are concerned about this, and 
we’re going to strengthen the Border 
Patrol. Let’s just note that the Ken-
nedy-Bush amnesty bill that was in the 
Senate suggested that they were going 
to strengthen the Border Patrol en-
forcement and enforcement mecha-
nisms. Yet, everything in that bill that 
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dealt with enforcement; strengthening 
the Border Patrol, strengthening the 
fence, strengthening the ability of em-
ployers to be held accountable if they 
hire illegals; all of those things are al-
ready law but have not been enforced. 

In fact, it is even worse that they 
haven’t been enforced. This adminis-
tration has actually undermined the ef-
fort to try to enforce the laws against 
illegal immigration, and they have 
done everything they can. While the 
bill suggests they want to strengthen 
them, and the President has had his 
picture taken many times on the bor-
der with Border Patrol agents saying 
how important they are, yet there has 
been no other administration that has 
so demoralized and attacks our Border 
Patrol agents in doing their duty. 

By now, most Americans understand 
that there are two Border Patrol 
agents that are languishing in prison 
as I give this speech. But there are 
many such Border Patrol agents, there 
are many such law enforcement offi-
cers, who this administration has 
thrown the book at in order to send a 
message to those law enforcement offi-
cers and those Border Patrol agents 
who are there on the border trying to 
deflect this massive invasion from our 
southern border, and this administra-
tion has thrown the book at them if 
they make any mistake. A police offi-
cer who makes a mistake, a Border Pa-
trol officer who makes a mistake, now 
understands that he or she will be pros-
ecuted to the extent of the law, and the 
benefit of the doubt will be given to the 
illegal alien, even if the illegal alien is 
a criminal involved in such things as 
drug smuggling. 

What of course is brought to mind is 
the case of Ramos and Compean. As I 
speak today, Ramos and Compean lan-
guish in Federal penitentiaries, where 
they have been held for 133 days in soli-
tary confinement. 

Mr. and Mrs. America, do you under-
stand that the people who went out 
there to protect our families have been 
prosecuted to the fullest extent of the 
law, while a drug dealer who they were 
trying to stop was given immunity in 
order to convict them of mistakes? And 
those mistakes were turned into what? 
Into felonies by this administration. 

Johnny Sutton, who is the U.S. at-
torney, has a long-time relationship 
with our President. One might even 
call him a crony, or some might call 
him a member of the Bush family in 
that sense, that he has been with him 
for a long time. He is a protege of our 
President. This man determined that 
Ramos and Compean would be pros-
ecuted to the fullest extent of the law 
and that the drug dealer that they 
stopped on the Mexican-American bor-
der would be granted immunity and 
that his word would be taken over the 
word of the Border Patrol agents. 

What happened was that 2 years ago, 
these two Border Patrol agents who 
have unblemished records, these two 
Border Patrol agents who have 15 years 
of experience at the Border Patrol be-

tween them and a pristine on-the-job 
record, both of them U.S. military vet-
erans, one of them a 10-year veteran of 
the Naval Reserves, these men were on 
the job and they saw a truck that had 
clearly come across the border. They 
tried to stop it. The man in the truck 
ran out. They intercepted him. A scuf-
fle ensued. The man then, after being 
involved in a physical altercation with 
a police officer, began to run toward 
the border. 

His version is they immediately shot 
him in the back. Of course, the U.S. at-
torney has repeated over and over 
again the lie that two U.S. Border Pa-
trol agents shot a man in the back as 
he was running away. How many times 
have we heard Mr. Sutton say that? 
And then he also insinuated that the 
two Border Patrol agents are corrupt, 
using the word ‘‘corrupt.’’ 

This administration has backed up 
their prosecutor who used that rhet-
oric, who threw the book at the Border 
Patrol agents, even though the Border 
Patrol agents suggested there had been 
a physical altercation; that the man 
who was actually involved with them 
at that moment trying to smuggle $1 
million worth of drugs into our coun-
try was turning, and the two Border 
Patrol agents suggested they thought 
they saw him turning with an object in 
his hand. The seconds were passing just 
like this. What do you think when you 
see someone who is trying to smuggle 
things across the border? You assume 
they are armed. 

The Border Patrol agents, Ramos and 
Compean, shot at him, thinking that 
he was armed, and he got away. They 
didn’t know if they had hit him or not. 
Well, the U.S. attorney took the word 
of the drug dealer that he didn’t have a 
gun. 

Now, first of all, how do we know 
that the drug dealer didn’t have a gun? 
He had $1 million worth of drugs. Was 
he thus trying to smuggle all those 
very expensive drugs, was he trying to 
do this unarmed? Is that what the drug 
cartel does? No. If you have got a valu-
able shipment, generally the Border 
Patrol agents understand that people 
who are smuggling drugs are armed be-
cause they have something of great 
value. Their drugs were worth $1 mil-
lion in this case. Should we assume 
that this man had a gun? I think that 
was a logical assumption. 

What is more important is the only 
word that we have that he didn’t have 
a gun was that the drug smuggler him-
self made that claim. Should we be-
lieve the drug smuggler over the two 
Border Patrol agents? That is what our 
prosecutor did. 

That is the policy of this administra-
tion. This administration gave total 
immunity to the drug dealer and threw 
the book at the Border Patrol agents, 
who have risked their lives to protect 
our families. If they had been stopping 
a terrorist who had a truckload of nu-
clear material, a dirty bomb aimed at 
El Paso or some other city, these two 
Border Patrol agents would have been 

heralded as heroes. Instead, it was a 
Mexican, instead of an Arab terrorist, 
and the Mexican drug dealer was given 
immunity, and the Border Patrol 
agents are now languishing in prison, 
having been charged with attempted 
murder. 

The jury in that trial, by the way, 
was lied to. They were told that the 
drug dealer had never done this before, 
even though newspaper accounts sug-
gest that his family said he had been 
hauling drugs for a long time, since he 
was 14 years old, and that he indeed 
carried a gun many times when he was 
smuggling drugs. 

This administration decided that 
they were going to prosecute not only 
the Border Patrol agents, but they 
were going to lie to the jury and por-
tray the drug dealer as this is the only 
time he ever did it, and, guess what? 
He only did it because he needed to 
make money for his sick mother’s med-
icine. That type of tripe was allowed to 
be told to the jury. 

And let us note that three of the ju-
rors after this was over broke down in 
tears when they were told that they 
could have actually voted not guilty, 
the foreman of their jury told them 
that if the majority voted guilty, they 
had to vote guilty. 

Johnny Sutton, our U.S. Attorney, 
claims that he didn’t have a choice. He 
did have a choice, and it reflects on 
this administration, and that choice 
was to prosecute our defenders and give 
the benefit of the doubt and immunity 
to a Mexican drug dealer. He had a 
choice of who to prosecute. 

They also had a choice of whether 
they were going to tell the jury that 
this same drug dealer had been fingered 
for a second drug shipment, even after 
the Ramos-Compean incident, before 
they went to trial. But that was kept 
from the jury as well. 

The U.S. attorney claims that Ramos 
and Compean were corrupt. Now he de-
fends that saying, well, anybody who 
would shoot an unarmed man is cor-
rupt. Well, let me tell you this, another 
bit of lawyer-like legalese that the 
American people can understand: The 
Border Patrol agents have no corrup-
tion in their background whatsoever. 
Yet the U.S. attorney is calling them 
corrupt. 

b 1930 

Department of Homeland Security 
briefers who briefed Members of Con-
gress on these two Border Patrol 
agents claimed they said ‘‘we are going 
to go out today and shoot some Mexi-
cans.’’ And kept that up for months 
and then had to admit it was a total 
lie. 

Something is dreadfully wrong here. 
What is dreadfully wrong is we have a 
President who is trying to send a mes-
sage to the Border Patrol agents that 
they should not use their weapons or 
they are going to be prosecuted. Well, 
if you can’t use your weapons on the 
border, how are we going to protect the 
border? No drug dealer or smuggler or 
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terrorist is going to stop. If a Border 
Patrol agent says stop, but I can’t use 
my weapon, you have lost control of 
the borders over a nonsensical policy 
and it has resulted in two of our heroes 
languishing in solitary confinement. 

This administration is so mean-spir-
ited and so nasty that when one of the 
Border Patrol agents was beaten up by 
a Mexican gang in prison, they refused 
to even consider asking the judge to let 
them out on appeal, which even com-
mon criminals are let out on appeal. 
No, they went into solitary confine-
ment, quote, ‘‘for their own protec-
tion.’’ 

My staff visited Agent Ramos who 
has been in solitary confinement for 
133 days. He has lost 25–35 pounds. They 
are not giving him proper medical care. 
This man, who was part of the Naval 
Reserve for 10 years, who risked his life 
for us, put his life on the border trying 
to stop drug dealers from bringing 
drugs into our communities, and this 
President refused to even consider ask-
ing the judge to let them out on bond 
until their appeal is heard. 

Why is that? My guess is the Presi-
dent has made an agreement with the 
Mexican Government that there will be 
no use of weapons on our border, and 
this is part of a bigger picture, bigger 
understanding, bigger vision of our 
President, that we should have an open 
border with Mexico so we can have a 
country sort of like the border between 
Belgium and France in the future. 

How do we know that the President 
has bigger visions that he doesn’t let 
us know about? He made an agreement 
with the Mexican Government to pro-
vide Social Security benefits to illegals 
who have worked here if we indeed ever 
legalize the status of those people who 
are illegally working in our country. 
So yes, we are going to provide Social 
Security. That is part of the total-
ization agreement. And for 2 years we 
couldn’t get that information about 
that secret understanding between our 
President and Mexico until Freedom of 
Information Act lawsuits forced them 
to disclose that. 

What other agreements do we have? 
One must be that we are not going to 
use our weapons on the border unless 
our people are shot at first. What does 
that do to control of the border? That 
means we have lost total control. The 
Border Patrol agents understand this. 
They have never been more demor-
alized. And you tell me that we should 
believe that the President is serious 
about this issue and that Senator KEN-
NEDY and President Bush will indeed 
strengthen the Border Patrol when 
they have done everything in their 
power to demoralize the Border Patrol? 

The bill that was being proposed in 
the Senate, that was withdrawn, had 
one purpose and one purpose only. It 
was not to strengthen enforcement or 
strengthen the Border Patrol or in-
crease the number of beds for detention 
for illegal immigrants. All of those 
things were already done by law. And 
the bill that was being proposed actu-

ally decreased the amount of enforce-
ment already mandated by law. 

There was one purpose and that pur-
pose was to legalize the status of 15–20 
million people who are in our country 
illegally. The enhancement provisions 
of that bill were fraudulent because 
those provisions were already man-
dated by laws that have already passed 
and are not being enforced by this ad-
ministration. 

So the American people when they 
heard this and understood what was 
being presented to them, and we kept 
hearing we have to have a comprehen-
sive bill. A ‘‘comprehensive bill’’ only 
means legalization. Enhancement is 
there to cover up the fact that legaliza-
tion is what is going on. 

The American people when they fi-
nally understood that, and thank God 
we have people on talk radio shows 
around this country who alerted the 
American people to the legislative 
threat that was coming down the pike, 
the American people rose up in a right-
eous rage and made sure that their 
Members of Congress and Members of 
the Senate were alerted to the fact 
they would not put up with this be-
trayal of their interests. 

But the American people are up 
against an incredibly powerful adver-
sary in Washington. It is an unholy al-
liance between business and the liberal 
left that controls the Democratic 
Party. The business community wants 
lower wages. The business community 
wants to bid down not only the wages 
of the illegal immigrants that are com-
ing over, and not only will they pay 
fewer wages to them, but they actually 
can pay lower wages to the American 
people because having the presence of 
20 million people here actually brings 
down the wage level that they have to 
pay to get the job done. 

So you have the business community 
pushing for policies that will not in-
hibit the massive flow of immigrants 
into our society, and you have the lib-
eral left who really believe that they 
want to change the fundamentals of 
America and that a massive flow of 
illegals into our country, or at least a 
presence of a large number of immi-
grants, is going to help them change 
America. 

Well, the businessmen of course don’t 
say that. That is not what officially is 
the reason. That is not officially how 
they can claim that they want to bring 
in people from other countries. They 
are claiming that they can’t find 
Americans to do jobs. Before it was 
there are no Americans who will work 
at these jobs, and now they have 
changed the word that there aren’t 
Americans who are working at these 
jobs. 

Let me note that I believe the Amer-
ican people will work on any job as 
long as the pay is right. We have 60 
million Americans of working age who 
are not working in this country. But 
we are being told by the business com-
munity we can’t find anybody to do 
these jobs. The hotel industry, for ex-

ample, tells us they can’t find people to 
change the sheets and clean up the 
rooms at hotels. What we need to do is 
take a picture in our mind of these big 
hotels and how many people they em-
ploy and realize where these hotels are 
located. They are located mainly in 
urban areas. There are millions upon 
millions of American women, and also 
men, I might add, who would love to 
have a job that would permit them to 
drop their kids off at school at 8:00 or 
9:00 in the morning and come back at 
3:00 in the afternoon and pick them up. 
That just happens to be the time when 
you need people to work in those ho-
tels. 

But you know what, those American 
people who would love to take care of 
their children and increase the take- 
home pay of their family, they are not 
going to work for a pittance. What hap-
pens with the illegals that come in, 
they work for a pittance. The hotels 
don’t have to give them health insur-
ance, and the American people are 
taxed or their health insurance has to 
pay for those illegals and they won’t 
take the jobs because the jobs are pay-
ing so little. 

Yes, I believe we have plenty of peo-
ple to clean those hotel rooms. Let’s 
pay them a decent wage. There is noth-
ing wrong in believing that people who 
clean hotel rooms should have a mid-
dle-class income. 

We are told that we can’t find people 
to work on the farms. The farmers say 
there is not enough labor. There is a 
large number of people who labor on 
farms, but there is, yes, a component of 
people that we have brought in from 
other countries. We don’t need to bring 
in these people from other countries. 
But every time I mention there is an 
alternative, people scream and yell. 
There is a big smoke screen that comes 
up because everybody refuses to look 
at an idea honestly. Instead, they want 
to negate the argument without actu-
ally confronting the idea because there 
are millions of young men in particular 
who are able to work on the farms; and 
millions, by the way, are in prison. 

I look to see where the prisons are lo-
cated in this country, and they are al-
most all in farm areas. Is there any 
reason in the world that we should just 
have prisoners beefing up at the gym-
nasium and watching TV, that we can’t 
also have them earning money that 
otherwise would be going to foreigners, 
let them earn the money. Let them pay 
half of it to pay for their keep so it 
brings down the cost to the taxpayers, 
and let them walk out of prison 5 years 
later with half of the money that they 
have made being paid a market value 
for helping pick fruits and vegetables. 

I have talked to prisoners and people 
who work in the prisons. They all love 
this idea, but every time you bring it 
up in the Congress, no, you don’t hear 
a logical argument against it. You just 
hear no, no, no, we can’t do that. 

I’m sorry, just raising your voice and 
saying that can’t be considered is not 
good enough. The American people un-
derstand that prisoners can work. And 
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we don’t have to bring in millions of 
people from overseas to take those 
jobs. 

Also, we, of course, understand that 
it is not just low-level jobs with mas-
sive numbers of immigrants coming 
into our society. The business commu-
nity also tells us these are the jobs 
people won’t take, supposedly. We need 
to bring in hundreds of thousands of 
people with H–1B visas to run computer 
systems and to be technical people. 
What’s the matter, Americans won’t do 
those jobs? 

I went to a function a few years ago 
and I will never forget it. A middle- 
aged person stopped me, and said, Con-
gressman, I came here because I want-
ed to talk to you. I wanted to thank 
you because you were the only one who 
really stood up and argued against the 
H–1B visas which brought in hundreds 
of thousands of people from the Indian 
subcontinent to do these computer 
jobs. He said, you said it is going to 
bring down the wages of the American 
people, and I have the newspaper quote. 
And he said, you know what, I was a 
computer operator in Orange County 
earning $80,000 a year. They laid me off 
and a year later when they called me 
back to the company, they said they 
were going to pay me $50,000. He said, I 
had the same job and I was earning 
$80,000. And they said take the job be-
cause we can get an H–1B visa person 
from India to take this job for $40,000 if 
you won’t take it for $50,000. He said, I 
took the job. 

And he said, Do you know, Congress-
man, what the difference between earn-
ing $50,000 and $80,000 is? When you 
earn $50,000 a year in Orange County, 
you never dream of owning your own 
home. 

Why are we betraying people like 
this? Why are we bringing in hundreds 
of thousands of people from overseas 
rather than have the industry pay 
more money? No, no, they are keeping 
the wages down, bringing in people who 
will work for a pittance while the CEOs 
of these companies are paying them-
selves tens of millions of dollars a year. 
There is nothing wrong with paying a 
CEO a good salary, but you are doing 
that by destroying the middle class of 
our country by taking it out of the 
mouths of working people, honest 
Americans who are willing to work, 
but now you want them to work as if 
they are peons and people of lower in-
come are coming from all over the 
world? 

Well, I was just confronted by this 
again in the health care industry. Peo-
ple want me to agree to bring in 100,000 
Filipino nurses or 100,000 Indian or 
Pakistani nurses into our country. 
Nurses make $65,000–$70,000 a year. Our 
junior college system in California, 
you know, how many nurses are we 
graduating from there? No, in my own 
city we have a junior college that has 
25,000 students and they graduate 185 
people from their nursing program a 
year, and they think that is a great 
thing. What about those other thou-

sands of kids? They are getting pre-
pared to do what, sell clothes at Nord-
strom’s, so they can be an assistant 
manager at a 7–Eleven store and earn 
$35,000? 

We need to remold our educational 
efforts to make sure that our kids are 
equipped to do these jobs, whether it is 
in computers or whether it is health 
care, rather than bringing in hundreds 
of thousands of people from overseas. It 
is our kids who should be getting the 
jobs for $65,000 a year when they start. 
But no, our system would prefer, be-
cause the people in our system are 
lazy. They don’t want to go through 
the heartache of trying to reform the 
structure because a lot of college pro-
fessors, by the way, who teach soci-
ology in junior colleges, refuse to let 
the people who are teaching health 
care to our nurses to make more 
money than they make, and of course a 
nurse makes more money than a soci-
ology professor, but they can’t do it in 
our schools. So instead of reforming 
our education system so we can have 
more nursing people, rather than going 
overseas, instead we are just going to 
go overseas and bring hundreds of 
thousands of Filipinos and Pakistanis 
and Indians in. 

This is horrible. H–1B visas are noth-
ing more than an excuse by big busi-
ness to keep wages down and give these 
opportunities to foreigners rather than 
our own American people. 

b 1945 

Our American people, especially the 
young people, are being betrayed by 
this type of policy and this type of 
thinking. 

There is a war that is being waged on 
the middle class in this country. It’s a 
war that’s being waged, yes, by people 
on the liberal left who have a radical 
agenda, never believed in the American 
way of life in the first place, and yes, 
in the business community that has no 
loyalty to their American workers 
whatsoever. 

We see it in the China policy, where 
businesses will go overseas and basi-
cally participate in slave labor in order 
to make a 20 percent profit rather than 
a 5 or 6 percent profit here in the 
United States paying people decent 
wages. 

We end up having a government pol-
icy that subsidizes these businessmen 
to go overseas, especially in China. 
There are loan guarantee programs for 
people who invest in manufacturing fa-
cilities in China. This is outrageous. 
We transfer our technology and our 
skills to the Chinese people when their 
government is a dictatorship that is 
opposed to everything we believe in 
and represses their own people, espe-
cially the religious people. 

But yet, we let our American busi-
ness community ship our jobs and our 
technology over there at what? The 
businessmen make a lot of money. The 
business elite make their money for a 
few years, and in the end, the Amer-
ican people suffer. Their high-paying 

manufacturing jobs are gone, again, 
subsidized by the American taxpayer. 

We can see it in the China policy. We 
can see it in our immigration policy. 
There is a war being conducted on the 
American middle class. And what do we 
have here? Our people work hard, and 
they have fought the battles for free-
dom, and they have fought the battles 
to make sure that the businessmen in 
this country have a right to private 
property. Yet, those people who send 
the jobs to China are bringing illegal 
immigrants to bring down wages. They 
do not care about the American people. 

It is our job, supposedly our job, to 
watch out for the American people. 
However, we have various powerful in-
terests at play right here in the Con-
gress that are stirring us away from 
watching out for their interests. As 
I’ve said, we’ve got our health care sys-
tem and our education system and our 
legal system are all under attack. Our 
Social Security system is under at-
tack, and we are called bigots and hate 
mongers because we want to watch out 
for the American people. 

There was some suggestions by very 
high government officials and high po-
litical people here that those of us who 
were opposed to this comprehensive 
amnesty bill that, in some way, we’re 
not for doing right for America or that 
our hearts are filled with hate. Well, 
let me note this. It is not selfish for 
the American people to demand that 
the resources that we have in our coun-
try be used for their benefit and the 
benefit of their families. That’s not 
selfishness. 

If being an American citizen means 
nothing, it means nothing, how can we 
ever expect the people to go and defend 
our country? How can we expect the 
American people to think that there’s 
something special about being an 
American if we give every benefit that 
belongs to them to someone who’s 
come here illegally? 

And let us note this. We don’t hate 
the people who come here illegally. In 
fact, we have to note, yes, there are 
criminals that come here illegally. 
There are drug dealers, but 90 percent 
of the people who come here are prob-
ably very wonderful people. We would 
come here, too, but it is the job of the 
United States Government not to help 
good people who need help and would 
come here from all over the world. Our 
job is to watch out for the interests of 
the American people, and if that 
doesn’t mean anything, why should the 
American people be loyal to us if we’re 
not being loyal to them? 

We’re not saying that illegals are bad 
people. We just know that if they drain 
the education system, the health care 
system, if they come in and they’re 
poor, they’re going to take $100,000 in 
their lifetime more out of Social Secu-
rity than they put in. It’s going to 
bankrupt Social Security. Is there any-
thing wrong with saying that we’re 
going to watch out for our people first, 
our people being the people who are 
citizens of the United States and peo-
ple who have come here legally? 
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And again, let me note this. Not only 

do we not think poorly of illegals, be-
cause we have to protect ourselves 
against diseases that are coming in, 
criminals that are coming in, yes, but 
by and large, illegal immigrants are 
trying to come here to better their 
families, but they’re doing it at the ex-
pense of the American people. 

However, let us note that the people 
who are the worst hurt on this are the 
legal immigrants. I had a telephonic 
town hall meeting last night, and the 
number of the people who called in to 
complain about illegal immigration are 
the people who came here legally, who 
are in this country legally, most of 
whom have become citizens. 

This flood of illegals into our society 
is the worst threat to people who have 
come here legally, and once we legalize 
the status of the 15 to 20 million who 
have come here illegally, it is an insult 
and a slap at the legal people, also the 
people who are waiting overseas by the 
tens of millions to come here legally. 

Now, we are not being bigoted. We’re 
not being selfish. We’re watching out 
for the interests of the American peo-
ple, and there’s nothing wrong with 
that, and the legal immigrants who are 
here fully understand, and we are not 
in any way anti-legal immigrant. 

Well, what’s happening, of course, 
the Americans who are worst hit are at 
the bottom end of the scale. Those peo-
ple who are struggling in the black 
community to get these jobs and would 
like good paying jobs are being edged 
out by illegals. American citizens who 
happen to be black should pay atten-
tion to how their elected officials are 
voting on this illegal immigration 
issue. There’s nothing more damaging 
to the black community than illegal 
immigration that denies benefits and 
jobs to our own citizens. 

Also, the Mexican American commu-
nity, proud Americans who happen to 
be of Mexican descent, they are being 
hurt because they’re being stigmatized 
by a massive influx of illegals into our 
country from Mexico. It is wrong and 
they know that. Americans of Mexican 
descent are proud and patriotic people. 
They have earned more medals in de-
fending our country than any other 
ethnic group in the United States. 
They are being hard hit. These are the 
people who would be the hardest hit by 
the Bush-Kennedy so-called com-
prehensive immigration reform bill. 

What it is, of course, again is an im-
migration bill that the enforcement 
part is just a facade and a fraud, but 
the real purpose is to immediately le-
galize the status of 15 to 20 million peo-
ple who are in our country illegally. 

Let’s note, in that bill what was pro-
posed, and we have no idea what 
they’re going to bring back at us, a Z 
visa would have had to have been 
issued to any illegal immigrant who 
was applying to get this visa that 
would give them a temporary status, 
but the temporary status would be a 
legal status, and they could renew that 
visa as many times as they want. 

There’s no limit on how long they 
could stay here on a ‘‘temporary’’ visa, 
but the legal status permitted them to 
get all these benefits that legal citi-
zens would get except for voting. 

And what would happen? The people 
of our government were going to give 
only 24 hours to give a person who had 
applied to give them Z visas. How 
many tens of thousands of criminals, of 
people who are ill with communicable 
diseases, of terrorists would have been 
allowed to come into our country on a 
temporary status but renewably for-
ever, had that happened, thank God 
that bill was held back. But that bill 
will come back again and is coming 
back again unless we rise up again and 
make our voices heard, because they 
are trying to bring back the illegal im-
migration bill that would have given 
amnesty to those 15 to 20 million 
illegals. 

Now, let me note that there has been 
a bill that has been submitted by 
LAMAR SMITH, BRIAN BILBRAY and oth-
ers that is a bill here in the House that 
is an example of the type of immigra-
tion reform that is real reform, which 
is aimed at enforcement, which is 
aimed at trying to make sure that em-
ployers can verify whether or not 
someone who’s applying for a job is an 
illegal immigrant or not, and strength-
ening the border patrol and the agents 
and building a fence. This is in LAMAR 
SMITH’s bill. That is a real bill. That is 
a bill we need. 

And I would hope that the American 
people say we don’t need a comprehen-
sive bill, we need an enforcement bill. 
As I say, unless the American people 
are paying attention, and becoming in-
volved in the process, those powerful 
interest works that are at play here, 
working against their well-being, will 
carry the day. That bill will come 
back. Unless we express our anger and 
our outrage over this betrayal of the 
interests of average Americans, it will 
pass, just as it was on line to pass be-
fore. Yet another attempt to try to get 
a bill through without the American 
people understanding what is in that 
bill and how threatening it is. 

There is, of course, a lot of examples 
where the interests of our people are 
not being watched here in this Con-
gress, and there’s no doubt that there 
are interests at work. Unless the Amer-
ican people pay attention, those special 
interests will succeed. 

One of the powerful influences in 
Washington right now is based on the 
concept of globalism. That’s why we’re 
trying to build up the economy of 
China, because this strategy is that 
we’re going to have a global system of 
government and of trade and of eco-
nomics. And that global system is a 
dream that is a driving force behind 
many of the policies that are so detri-
mental to our American people. Be-
cause if you watch out for the globe, 
that means that you’re going to be 
taking from the American people. 

By definition, our people, being in 
the richest country of the world, are 

going to be the targets that are se-
lected to try to extract benefits from 
them and the wealth from them in 
order to have a better globe, a better 
world. Well, I want there to be a better 
world, but I’m not going to do it by 
taking away from the rights and the 
well-being of the American people. 

What we’ve got here in the immigra-
tion bill and our China policies is a 
fight between those with a globalist ap-
proach versus a patriotic approach. It’s 
the patriots versus the globalists. Now, 
we care about the other people in the 
world. Because we want to protect the 
interests of the American people 
doesn’t mean that we are nasty and 
that we hate people. 

But the people of the United States 
of America have a very special role to 
play in this world. We’re people who 
come here from every race and every 
religion, every part of the world, and 
we have come here. We are living to-
gether, trying to live together in peace 
and harmony, trying to say to the 
world, as our Founding Fathers meant 
us to say in the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, that people have rights of 
life, liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness and that we are here to show a 
better way. 

If we diminish the well-being of the 
people of the United States of America, 
we take away from their opportunity 
in order to build up others. In order to 
build a vision of the globe, it will be a 
great disservice not only to the Amer-
ican people but to the people of the 
world. 

It has been the American people that 
set the standard. It’s been the Amer-
ican people who stepped out and de-
feated Japanese militarism and Nazism 
when it threatened the world. It’s been 
the American people who have stepped 
out and defeated communism and de-
terred the communist expansion until 
that evil atheistic system had a chance 
to disintegrate. It is the American peo-
ple now who bear the brunt of the war 
on radical Islam that would create Is-
lamic dictatorships and treat women 
all over the world as cattle. 

We are the ones who are protecting 
the world against these evils, and if the 
American people ever come to the 
point where they lose faith in our sys-
tem because we have not been watch-
ing out for their interests, yes, it will 
be a horrible, a horrible outcome, not 
only for the people, not only for our 
country, but for the entire planet be-
cause the planet, the good and decent 
people of this planet, depend on us to 
show the way. 

We cannot just forget that the Social 
Security benefits of our people will be 
damaged and be put in jeopardy if we 
allow poverty stricken people to flood 
into our country. We can’t forget what 
it’s going to do to the American people, 
what it will do to the United States. 
What is the United States? The United 
States is us, U.S. 

In 1986, we, us, the United States, the 
people of the United States, were told 
that by granting amnesty to 3 million 
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illegals, that would end the problem 
because there would be enforcement on 
employers and that would then stop 
this problem, and there was an irrita-
tion of having 3 million people here il-
legally. 

b 2000 

Well, today, we are told there are 11 
million. Most of us believe it is more 
like 15 to 20 million illegals who live 
among us. What that means is that if 
we end up now, giving them legal sta-
tus, we will have 50 million to 60 mil-
lion illegals here win 10 years. We will 
have lost our country. America will be 
lost to people who have come here ille-
gally from other countries. 

Wake up, America. We are losing our 
country, and it is not just a mistake. 
There have been policies that have en-
couraged this invasion. 

Now, we are told that those who are 
opposing this invasion of illegals into 
this country have no alternative. Oh, 
you are saying, well, you were opposed 
to legalization status. 

Well, what’s your option? There is an 
option. The most dishonest argument 
that has been presented is that we have 
to either legalize the status with am-
nesty, or we have to have massive de-
portation. That was the most dishonest 
approach that I have heard, except for 
someone who is trying to claim that 
the word ‘‘amnesty’’ doesn’t mean 
what amnesty means. 

Well, there is an alternative to mass 
deportation or just giving amnesty or 
legalization. It’s called attrition. It 
means that when people come here, we 
should not provide them free edu-
cation, free health care, free services. 
If their child is born here, they 
shouldn’t become a U.S. citizen auto-
matically, because, by the way when 
they do, automatically they get hous-
ing subsidies and everything else based 
on the idea that they have got a U.S. 
citizen in their household. 

No, if you deny them those things 
and you deny them jobs, first of all, 
people will hear that overseas and they 
will quit coming. Those who are al-
ready here illegally will find it hard to 
get by, and eventually, slowly but sure-
ly they will eventually go home. It’s 
called attrition. There is nothing 
wrong with that approach. It is not 
massive deportation, it is not legaliza-
tion. It is the one thing that will work. 
It is an alternative. 

Those people who present the so- 
called comprehensive plan have only 
one thing in mind, legalizing the status 
of those who are already here illegally, 
and that will result in 50 to 100 million 
more illegals coming to work for our 
country. Thus, what is the alternative? 
The only alternative is to strengthen 
our border, yes, strengthen our border, 
strengthen our visa system. 

Most people don’t understand that 40 
percent of all illegals don’t come from 
our southern border, 40 percent of them 
are coming in with visa ands just over-
staying their visa. Again it was a con-
scious decision not to reform our visa 

system so we would know if someone 
who had come in has left. 

Our system, right now, we don’t 
know if they have left and gone home 
or not. We could have reformed that. 
But, instead, we did not because it was 
policy to bring in these illegals. Those 
who are talking about comprehensive 
approach, they are the ones who back 
that policy. 

Now, we have an alternative. The al-
ternative, attrition, the alternative is 
making sure that we strengthen the 
border, but then we deny benefits and 
jobs to those who are here. We can do 
this. This is a job that is not beyond 
our ability in this Congress to do. We 
could certainly build a fence, and we 
can certainly have enforcement mecha-
nisms done right away, which is what 
the bill LAMAR SMITH has recently 
placed in the hopper. 

Now, Americans need to pay atten-
tion to what’s going on. They need to 
know the arguments. They need to 
know people, the arguments that peo-
ple are making, who are trying to fool 
them, and they need to speak up. There 
needs to be the same kind of outcry 
that we heard about a month ago, be-
cause that’s when the powers that be 
were back down on the Senate side 
with that amnesty, with the Bush-Ken-
nedy amnesty legalization bill. 

It’s time to step up. We cannot count 
on the government to protect our in-
terest, the elected officials. We all have 
to participate. 

This is the United States of America 
versus those people who do not have 
the interests of the American people at 
heart. It’s time for the patriots to be 
heard. We will lose this fight unless the 
patriots are heard. 

I would now like to thank the Chair 
for permitting me this time and would 
call on the American people to be ac-
tive, be patriots, and I am proud to 
serve them here in the United States 
Congress. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (at the re-
quest of Mr. HOYER) for today. 

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 Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Ms. KILPATRICK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas for 5 min-
utes, today. 

Ms. CLARKE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. RUSH, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, June 26. 
Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, June 20. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, June 26. 
The following Member (at his own re-

quest) to revise and extend his remarks 
and include extraneous material:) 

Mr. SESTAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 57. An act to repeal certain sections of 
the Act of May 26, 1936, pertaining to the 
Virgin Islands. 

H.R. 692. An act to amend title 4, United 
States Code, to authorize the Governor of a 
State, territory, or possession of the United 
States to order that the National flag be 
flown at half-staff in that State, territory, or 
possession in the event of the death of a 
member of the Armed Forces from that 
State, territory, or possession who dies while 
serving on active duty. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.), 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, June 20, 2007, at 10:00 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: 

2254. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting a 
report to Congress on the use of Aviation 
Continuation Pay (ACP) for Fiscal Year 2006, 
pursuant to 37 U.S.C. 301b(i); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

2255. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s annual report, cov-
ering the fiscal year from October 1, 2005, 
through September 30, 2006, pursuant to 16 
U.S.C. 797(d); to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

2256. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2257. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Industry and Security, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting a report that the De-
partment intends to impose new foreign pol-
icy-based export controls on exports of cer-
tain items under the authority of Section 6 
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