H3524

Let me just say that I applaud all my
Members for being here, because there
is one singular issue that I hear over
and over again in my Midwest district
in Ohio: we need to be the producers of
wealth. We need to build things here,
not just move wealth. And that is why
it is so important that we focus on put-
ting our country back on track, cre-
ating jobs that can’t be outsourced, in-
vesting in our green economy, invest-
ing in the infrastructure that is going
to make our country energy inde-
pendent, not only for the jobs that it
will create, but because it is a matter
of national security.

This Congress has gone on lightning
speed with great work to try to put
that message and drive that message
home in Midwest States like Ohio.

And let me just say the fruits of what
we have been trying to sow for the last
several months here—and you hear the
Just Say No crowd who get up and talk
about how they are against everything.
We know what they are against, but
what are you for? Are you for putting
people back to work in Ohio? Are you
for growing our economy? Are you for
putting our Nation on a path toward
security, with lessening our depend-
ence on foreign o0il? Those are the
things that we are standing for in this
Congress, and we want them to join us.
These answers aren’t Democrat or Re-
publican, they are not conservative or
liberal. They are American answers
that deserve American solutions.

So if you are just trying to score po-
litical points, if you don’t believe that
you should bet against America and
Americans, then join us, because we
want to put our country back on track.

Great things are happening in Ohio.
We are starting to see the rebirth of
our manufacturing sector after con-
secutive quarters of job loss and a stag-
nant economy that was handed to us.

I remind my colleagues, when we
took over in 2009, in the 111th Congress,
we were facing exploding deficits; $3.5
trillion was handed off to this Con-
gress, two unfunded undeclared wars,
an economy that was in free-fall. We
didn’t know where we were going to
land. We had greed on Wall Street and
banking chaos. This was a lot of work
that this Congress had try to get our
arms around, but we see that what we
have been able to do is begin to put our
country back on track.

Nine consecutive months of manufac-
turing growth, the best in the last 6
years, that’s a strong message. And
while we still need to do some work,
and we have a lot of work to do on un-
employment, this economy is growing
again.

And let me just remind, you don’t
hear this on the conservative talk
radio shows, you don’t hear this on the
conservative cable shows, but this is
the reality of what the Congress has
been dealing with: one Democratic
President in the last 20 years, and we
had a $5.6 trillion surplus that was
turned into an $11 trillion deficit by
the previous administration. You don’t
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hear that talked about. You don’t hear
about the fact that we were handed a
$3.5 trillion deficit just coming into of-
fice in 2009, but that is the facts and
that is the reality.

I want to tell you that we are begin-
ning to grow this economy and begin-
ning to put people back to work. Just
in my district alone, Barbasol Shaving
Company is expanding, adding new jobs
in Ashland, Ohio. We have the NuEarth
Corporation in my hometown of Alli-
ance, adding new jobs and expanding.
Luk Manufacturing is expanding, $40
million investment. TekFor in Worces-
ter ended up bringing back 200 workers.
These are real jobs that affect real
families in our community, and that’s
what we have got to champion.

Those are the things that we have
been fighting for here in the Congress,
and we want them to join us. We have
a message to the Just Say No crowd:
join us. Help us put America back on
track. We need you.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. BOCCIERI is right on
point. I believe that, to the messaging
out there, there could be those critics
that want to resort to phantom statis-
tics. But when you look at what is hap-
pening out there, there is no denying
that these bits of fact that we are shar-
ing here this evening are all recorded,
they are documented. And it is that
sort of fact, not fiction, that will rule
and guide the policies as we go forward.

The fact that factory orders have in-
creased by the largest amount in more
than 9 years is encouraging news. It is
back to the point that Representative
BOCCIERI made about people want to
produce, they want to create, they
want to manufacture in this Nation.
And the fact that these factory orders
are up beyond limits from 9 years back
in recordkeeping is encouraging news.
It tells us that there is confidence
again, there is optimism that is ruling
the day, and that the turnaround, that
huge U-turn of which Fortune Maga-
zine wrote is becoming more and more
real in the lives of people. Car sales ris-
ing by 20 percent. That is so important
to a region like that of Representative
BoOCCIERI that is so hooked to the auto
industry. Upstate New York in many of
its regional economies is directly
linked to that auto economy and to the
industry.
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So a 20 percent rise in sales for auto-
mobiles is an important stat that we
ought to look at.

So again, the repeated message here
this evening—and again, Representa-
tive WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, thank you
for bringing us together. The tone, the
theme that we have talked about, Rep-
resentative HEINRICH, is this wonderful
opportunity to continue along the
course of progress, or the reverse is to
hand over the keys to those who drove
the car into the ditch, and that pulling
the car out of the ditch took quite an
effort and it took a while.

We’re not where we want to be yet,
but we’re certainly moving in steps for-
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ward and upward that are taking us to
a new plateau and doing it in a way
that is investing in American workers,
investing in American business in a
way that allows us then to compete
more effectively in the global market-
place. That is a multitude of good that
we have embraced in the policies that
have been established and that are
being put into place and then now are
obviously working.

The proof is in the pudding, as they
say. The facts, only the facts, that’s
what we need to share here. Forget the
scare tactics. Forget the talk of doom
and gloom. Let’s look at what’s hap-
pening, and let’s embrace it with a
spirit of optimism and with that tre-
mendously characteristic sense of pio-
neer spirit that is part of the DNA of
America. Americans, through all ages,
have been about creating jobs and cre-
ating and discovering new opportuni-
ties. We won a space race four decades
ago. We need to enter in boldly and
armed to do what we can with this
clean energy race that is global also.

Mr. HEINRICH. Well, I think we
should show that one graph of jobs one
more time before we wrap up here to-
night, because there’s nothing more
important than, one, as you said, just
the facts, ma’am, and actually looking
at data and not rhetoric; and, two,
nothing’s more important than jobs.
We’ve seen our stock market recover.

We’ve seen housing starts come back
and those kinds of indicators, but what
really matters to the American people
are jobs; and that precipitous decline
that we saw in the run-up to this hor-
rible recession and the irresponsible
activity that we saw within housing fi-
nance markets and within Wall Street
and the reversal with the Recovery Act
and new policies put in place by this
Congress to jump-start manufacturing
again, to jump-start real jobs where we
design it in the United States, we build
it in the United States, we install it in
the United States, and we put more
people back to work, and watching
that line go up and up to where now
we’re finally adding jobs at the kind of
rates that we need to turn our entire
country around.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And,
Mr. HEINRICH, as we wrap up, we really
want to talk about over the next weeks
and months the choices that the Amer-
ican people will have. Over the next
weeks and months, Madam Speaker,
we’ll be talking about those choices,
the choice that the American people
have to continue to go in the direction
where we’re nurturing our economy
and helping it thrive or the direction
that our colleagues on the other side of
the aisle would take us, which is to
strangle our recovery in the crib.
That’s a very stark contrast that we
will be presenting to the American peo-
ple over the next few weeks and
months, and we look forward to it.

———

THE U.S.-MEXICAN BORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
TITUS). Under the Speaker’s announced
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policy of January 6, 2009, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the minority leader.

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, I've
been coming up here on the first day of
each week that we’re back in session to
talk about the rule of law and how the
rule of law needs to apply to those of
us who serve here in Congress, those
who serve in the administration, and
that it is the glue that holds our soci-
ety together. And if we, in turn, are
going to circumvent the rules of law,
then we, in fact, are chipping away at
the very foundation of the American
culture.

Today we’re going to shift gears a lit-
tle bit because we’ve talked a lot about
what’s going on up here and some folks
that have had some problems following
the rules, but I don’t think we’ve ever
seen a more glaring example of a viola-
tion of the rule of law and the failure
to enforce the law than what is hap-
pening on the southern borders of the
United States.

You see right here on May 17, 2010,
Real Clear Politics, Threat on the Bor-
der with Mexico: Possible Terrorists
Entering the U.S., and it’s a picture of
people climbing over a barrier, a very
strange-looking barrier, to be honest
with you. It’s got a big hole in the mid-
dle of it. I don’t understand exactly
what it is. But we’ve had an issue, and
those of us who have been in this Con-
gress for a while have been very con-
cerned, and I, in particular, have been
very concerned about this situation
down on the Texas-Mexico border, the
New Mexico-, Arizona-, and California-
Mexico border.

So I want to go back with you for a
while to when I first went with parts of
the Homeland Security Subcommittee
of the Appropriations Committee to
look at the border between Texas and
Mexico. We’ve made trips. We’ve gone
all up and down that border. I happen
to have been on the one that was in my
home State down on the border. I went
with my colleague on the other side of

the aisle, HENRY CUELLAR, down to
Nuevo Laredo, Mexico, and Laredo,
Texas, across the border. And we

talked with the Border Patrol about
their issues, and that was way back in,
I believe, 2004, maybe 2005.

I sat out in the dark with a Border
Patrolman along the banks of the Rio
Grande with his surveillance equip-
ment, and it was in the wintertime, but
it wasn’t cold. It doesn’t get real cold
down in that part of Texas. ‘‘Cool”
would be the word. It was not a whole
lot colder than it is right now outside
in Washington, D.C. And he and I
watched, I think it was, 2 miles in ei-
ther direction of the border. Right
there, right next to what I would call
the city, because right across the road
was a housing project, were apart-
ments, were hundreds of people walk-
ing in the streets. It was 10 o’clock at
night, and there were people every-
where.

I talked to him about the illegal
crossings coming into this country, the
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danger. And it was a dangerous place.
In fact, while we were on the bridge be-
tween Nuevo Laredo and Laredo, JOHN
CULBERSON picked up a flattened bullet
head slug, if you will, from probably a
9-millimeter or something like that,
that had flattened out when it hit the
bridge, the international bridge be-
tween Mexico and the United States.
He carries it around in his pocket with
him now to remind people that this is
dangerous business that our Border Pa-
trol is dealing with down there.

Well, since that time, international
drug cartels have moved to the border
of the United States, and they are
fighting a border war just a stone’s
throw from the places where American
citizens live up and down the border
from Brownsville all the way across to
San Diego, to Tijuana. The crime will
take your breath away.

I spent 20 years in the judiciary.
Many of my colleagues did the same. I
have seen lots of crime. I have tried
lots of cases involving horrible situa-
tions. But while we were down there on
that trip with my friend HENRY
CUELLAR, we saw pictures in the Nuevo
Laredo newspaper of a woman who was
the wife of a police official in Laredo
who had been Kkidnapped and burned
alive, and she had been set down in a
business chair very much like these la-
dies sitting over here that are taking
down the minutes or are recording the
proceedings, sat in that chair, had
three tires full of gasoline shoved down
around her body, and she had been set
on fire and burned up alive.
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That was done as a threat to the po-
lice department in Laredo to either get
in line with what the criminal element
in Nuevo Laredo wanted to do or suffer
the consequences. That was a shocking
thing. I carried that back up here and
showed it to our committee members.
Some of them were ill from looking at
it. And I pointed out that this is a law-
less society we have created on this
border.

Now I have a theory, and I think my
theory is based on some pretty good
police discoveries we have made over
the last 25 years in police work. During
the time when they cleaned up New
York City and made it a safer place to
be, they discovered, and this was the
chief of police and the mayor, at that
time it was Rudy Giuliani, that a bad
criminal environment breeds crime. So
if you have a neighborhood where there
are old junk cars in the front yard,
there is trash in the front yard, they
haven’t taken things off the stoop, bro-
ken windows, that is a neighborhood
without pride, and the criminal ele-
ment breeds in that neighborhood. But
if you get the criminal element out of
there, you get the criminality of that
environment out of there, the neigh-
borhood improves. And you put a beat
cop there that allows them to know
that law enforcement is there, law en-
forcement is involved, then the public
can feel confident, and they start to
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take care of their neighborhood and in
turn make the crime move elsewhere.
And they cleaned up New York City
with that basic theory. They went back
to the old, walk-the-beat cop theory
that came out of the 19th century.

Now, why do I mention that? Well,
people say to me why do you think the
cartels who were in Colombia and other
parts of the country, why did they
come and settle along the southern
border of this country? I thought about
it a lot. And it came to me that, you
know what, lawlessness breeds lawless-
ness. So what were we creating on the
border when we weren’t enforcing some
basic tenets of the law? We have laws
that say you can’t come into this coun-
try except legally. And millions of peo-
ple, whether for good purpose or bad,
and many, many for good purpose, I am
not saying it is not, just for a job, but
they were breaking our laws. And they
were coming into this country. And
where was this community of lawless-
ness? Along the Mexican border.

That community of lawlessness,
which was just sneaking people into
the country and people sneaking into
the country so, as many will tell you,
just so they can get a job to feed their
families. Of course there was a little
criminal element, and a little more
criminal element, and all of a sudden
we have estimates of four or five drug
cartels from Central and South Amer-
ica fighting a drug war from Browns-
ville to Tijuana, from Matamoros to
Tijuana on the other side of the border.
Twenty-three thousand people have
been killed in the last 18 months in
that war across the border. Mexico has
brought in every kind of resource that
they can afford to bring in to try to
stop this, but it is out of control and it
is bleeding across the border into my
State and the other States that border
Mexico.

We are having a great conversation
today in our country about a law that
was passed by the State of Arizona.
And I would argue that the State of Ar-
izona, that law has a real clear mes-
sage to the Federal Government: You
know what, we have been waiting 10 to
15 years for anybody to realize how bad
this is.

Now back in 2004 and 2005, we were
beefing up the Border Patrol and pour-
ing homeland security money into
building fence. We had resources that
were dedicated to trying to stop this
flood, but the flood was still coming.
But they were doing the best they
could, and they were catching a mil-
lion, million and a half a day, but the
estimate was for every one that got
caught, 10 got across. The flood was on-
going.

There are many reasons and faults
you can lay upon that: employers were
hiring these people and maybe they
shouldn’t; we didn’t have a good identi-
fication system for people to know
whether or not someone was an illegal
alien in this country; and the argu-
ment goes on and on. But the reality
was we were creating a lawless border
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from Matamoros to Tijuana. And that
lawlessness drew in organized crime in
the form of these cartels, and those
cartels are slaughtering people, fight-
ing it out on the streets. Sometimes
gunfire is as prevalent on the border
towns across the river from Texas as it
is in Iraq or Afghanistan. Just re-
cently, 35 people were killed in a shoot-
out in Juarez, across the border from
El Paso, in one day. Many of those
were Federal officers of the Mexican
federal police force and the army.

You say well, what does that have to
do with us? Phoenix, Arizona, one of
the places where a lot of folks up north
go to get some warm weather in the
wintertime, a really wonderful town. I
have been there, it is a great town. It
reminds you of a cross between the
west of New Mexico and the west of
California blending together there. It
was a laid-back group of people. They
enjoyed life. But now they are the kid-
nap capital of the United States. And it
is not Americans kidnapping Ameri-
cans, it is illegal people coming across
our border and starting a big business
of kidnapping people. They Kkidnap
them and hold them for ransom, and if
they don’t get the ransom on time,
they send them a hand or an arm, and
ultimately maybe a head of their loved
one to let them know that they didn’t
pay the money, and that is what hap-
pened to their loved one. We don’t live
with that kind of horror in this coun-
try, but there it is right there in Phoe-
nix, Arizona. And that means that this
lawlessness that exists on the border of
this country, the southern border of
this country, is bleeding over into the
United States. We have got to do some-
thing about it.

So the Arizona folks, they wrote
themselves a law. And they basically
said, they basically defined some stuff
that Federal officers have had the abil-
ity to do for a long time. And they
talked about the fact that if Wash-
ington is not going to do something, we
are going to do something to try to
find out who these people are who are
coming across our border illegally. We
have international people talking
about us. We have the United Nations
talking about a law in Arizona.

Well, I want to throw something out,
and I see the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
BisHOP) is here. And I am happy to
have my colleague and classmate to
join me tonight. It pleases me to no
end, but I want to start off this con-
versation by pointing out something.
Mr. LAMAR SMITH, who serves on the
Judiciary Committee, told to a group
of us last week, a statistic that he pro-
duced, which is very eye opening. We
are criticized by the United Nations.
We are criticized by China. We are
being criticized by Russia. We are
being criticized by EU countries over
there about our horrible immigration
policy.

Over the past year, we have brought
in legally through the legal process in
this country over 1 million immi-
grants. By the way, that number and
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more has been going on for just about
as far as you can look back in time and
see in this country. More than 1 mil-
lion came into this country last year.
You say, why do I mention that? What
is the big deal about that number? I
have news for you, my colleagues, here
it is: That number equals more immi-
gration than all the rest of the world
combined. So these people that are
criticizing the United States and our
citizens, who are acting like we should
look to some others as example, there
are no other great examples of people
who welcome immigrants but the
United States because the United
States by itself welcomes more than all
the rest of the world put together.
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Now, that ought to make us stop
looking at ourselves as evil people. We,
through a legal process, bring in more
immigrants to our country and wel-
come them to be law-abiding citizens
and come here and help make our coun-
try what it’s always been, the great
melting pot of America; and we do it
legally. And they wait their turn. They
get in line. They fill out the paper-
work. They pay the fees. They do all
that it takes to get here legally, and
they are legal immigrants, and there
are more of them than all the rest of
the world combined has in their coun-
tries, added together.

With that as our premise, that we are
not evil people, we are people who care
about immigrants, I'd like to yield
such time as my friend, ROB BISHOP
from Utah, would like to spend in dis-
cussing this matter.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER) for
introducing this issue and yielding the
time.

Madam Speaker and the gentleman
from Texas, I think there are three
terms I want to kind of emphasize over
and over because it is the crux of the
concern we have on our southern bor-
der: once again, it is illegal drugs. The
bulk of the illegal drugs coming into
this country are coming over on Fed-
eral lands in our southern border;

The second one is human trafficking.
And all the violence, especially the vio-
lence against women that is assumed
with that concept of human trafficking
coming across our border;

And the fact that we have gaping
holes in our border security, which is
almost an open invitation for potential
terrorists to come into this country.

Now, the same issue, I need to be
very clear, of our southern border is a
concern in our northern border. But for
the purposes of discussion today, I
want to talk about the southern border
and those three concepts: illegal drugs,
human trafficking, and potential ter-
rorists coming into this country. Be-
cause the bottom line is, Madam
Speaker, Border Patrol is working.
They’re doing a great job. They are
successful in urban areas, which means
that most of the illegal traffic, the
drug cartels, the human traffickers, po-
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tential terrorists, are now coming in
rural areas along our southern borders
because simply it is much easier.

You can look at this map from Cali-
fornia to El Paso, Texas. Everything
that is colored is land owned by the
Federal Government. Over 40 percent of
the land along our southern border is
Federal land. And 4.3 million acres of
that Federal land is in wilderness cat-
egory. This is the area in which we are
having the illegal drugs and the human
traffickers and potential terrorists
coming because, flat out, it is easier to
do that. And it’s easier simply because
our own Department of the Interior,
which controls this land, to a lesser ex-
tent the Forest Service because they
control lesser of the land, have simply
placed as their number one policy for
control of the land, realizing or pro-
tecting endangered species and wilder-
ness categories, which simply means
they are looking at the law very lit-
erally and, basically, hiding behind it.

And one of the documents sent by the
Interior Department says, Federal
agencies are mandated to comply with
a variety of land use laws, and compli-
ance with that law, meaning wilderness
and endangered species, both insulates
those entities and agencies from legal
liability.

Now, what we’re asking people to do
is simply what I think should be com-
mon sense. But, unfortunately, the In-
terior Department and, to a lesser ex-
tent, the Forest Service, don’t use
common sense. They’re hiding behind
legal niceties.

We realize that Homeland Security,
which is in charge of our Border Pa-
trol, gets this point. I was reading in
the paper just today of a farm in
Vermont that is now under potential
threat of eminent domain by Homeland
Security to take it over to beef up our
border security along the north, which
is so ironic because in the south that
same entity that wants to beef up the
security in Vermont is prohibited by
another agency of government to do so.

It is ironic because, as you see in this
picture, this is part of the Federal land
we have in the south, and you can
there are vehicle barriers that are
placed in this land. I want you to know
those vehicle barriers are not to stop
the drug cartels from coming in or the
human traffickers. Those barriers are
to protect against the Border Patrol
driving into endangered species area
and wilderness designation. It is to
stop us from doing our job.

Now, once again, I'm trying to em-
phasize again, we’re talking about the
illegal drugs coming in here, the vio-
lence and human trafficking and the
potential, once again, of terrorists
coming into this land.

One of the eight entities along our
southern border, and I read this in the
paper on Sunday, it’s the brown piece,
if you can see it in Arizona—I hope I
pronounce it properly—the Tohono
O’odham tribe in Arizona, roughly
about 70 miles of that border, recently
participated for the first time, their
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tribal police and the FBI on Saturday
of last week with the largest drug en-
forcement operation in tribal history.

What they said when they raided
homes to stop illegal drugs from com-
ing in is that no longer is the tribe sat-
isfied with having a corridor for the
drug cartel coming into this country
through tribal lands. They were setting
down a marker that the tribe was
going to enforce the border against il-
legal drugs coming into this country,
which is the exact same thing, the mes-
sage that should be sent out, but unfor-
tunately the Federal Government isn’t.
The Department of the Interior, Forest
Service, are not sending that same
message out. Instead, as was men-
tioned by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CARTER), Department of the Inte-
rior is holding Homeland Security for
hostage, demanding money.

Now, this is one of those strange co-
incidences. The Congress appropriates
money both to Interior and to Home-
land Security; and then all of a sudden
we find negotiations between the two.
Interior is demanding mitigation fees
from Homeland Security. It’s all com-
ing from the same pot. Common sense
would say we work that out ahead of
time. But since 2007, at least $9 million
have gone from Homeland Security
over to Interior as mitigation fees. And
apparently they have agreed to $50 mil-
lion to do more than that, to try and
protect these wilderness designations
against incursion by Border Patrol be-
cause of all the damage they may do.

Look, this is where the irony takes
place. This is the wilderness we are
trying to protect by keeping Border
Patrol out. The trash you see in here
was not made by Americans visiting
this wilderness area. It was not made
by the Border Patrol trying to protect
the border and security. It was made
by the illegal drug cartels and, once
again, the human traffickers coming
through and leaving the litter behind.
In our effort to protect the land, we are
destroying the very land we are trying
to protect. And once again, this is just,
flat out, not common sense.

I could give you some quotes from
Secretary Napolitano, a letter she sent
out at one time. She said, One of the
issues affecting the efficacy of the Bor-
der Patrol operations within wilderness
is the prohibition against mechanical
conveyance. The Border Patrol regu-
larly depends upon these conveyances,
and the removal of such advantage is
detrimental to the ability to accom-
plish national security missions. While
the Border Patrol recognizes the im-
portance and value of wilderness area
designations, they can have a signifi-
cant impact on Border Patrol oper-
ations in border areas.

For example, it may be inadvisable
for officers’ safety to wait for the ar-
rival of horses to pursue, for pursuit
purposes.

One of the major challenges in de-
ploying our SBInet technology to re-
mote locations along the border is en-
suring compliance with environmental
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regulations. Environmental regula-
tions may be subject to varied inter-
pretations, depending on what level of
the agency or the organization is in-
volved. The removal of cross-border
violators from public lands is a value
to the environment, as well as to the
mission to land managers. That’s what
we should be doing.

Here is also where the human ele-
ment comes in here.
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2002, Park Ranger Kris Eggle was
shot and killed while in the line of
duty while pursuing a member of the
drug cartel who had crossed into the
U.S. border illegally through one of
those areas.

In 2008, Border Patrol Agent Luis
Aguilar killed in the line of duty after
being intentionally hit by a vehicle
that had illegally crossed into the
United States through Federal lands
again.

Rob Krentz, a long-time pioneer
down in the Arizona area. This is an el-
derly gentleman who just had his back
fused and had one hip replacement and
was scheduled for another, so the abil-
ity to either fight or flee was not in his
vocabulary. He was murdered along
with his dog, once again by a member
of the drug cartel who came across on
Federal lands which prohibits the Bor-
der Patrol from going into those lands
because of endangered species. And
when the murder took place, he went a
long, circuitous route to get back to
Mexico, going once again through
those exact same lands that are not
open to the border security.

For example, I showed you the pic-
ture of the barricades. Well, this is the
area in which the murderer entered
this country and exited the country.
Now, once again, those barricades are
not to stop the drug cartels and the
murderers from coming in. Those stop
the Border Patrol from having mechan-
ical access to these particular areas.

The Krentz family sent out a release
that said, ‘“‘The disregard of our re-
peated pleas and warnings for impend-
ing violence towards our community
fell on deaf ears that are shrouded in
political correctness, and as a result we
have paid the ultimate price for their
negligence in credibly securing our
border lands.”

Because this family came and testi-
fied before Congress in 2007, these are
the words they told Congress at that
time. ‘“The Border Patrol should not be
excluded, nor should the national secu-
rity of the United States be sacrificed,
in order to create a wilderness area
that is not even roadless, as required
by law. It has almost produced a state
of war on drugs. It is now too dan-
gerous to hike. There are break-ins,
high-speed chases, fatal and nonfatal
shootings. The pristine areas of the
proposed wilderness areas have already
been trashed. Drug smugglers should
not take precedence over honest, hard-
working Americans who recreate and
whose livelihood is damaged.”” They es-
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timated $6.2 million in damage to their
ranch and water lines because of illegal
foot traffic.

And finally, they gave a plea that
was not heard. “We are in fear of our
lives and safety and health of ourselves
and that of our families and friends.
Please defend the law and our rights.
We live it. We have been refused legal
protection for our property and our
lives when dealing with border issues
and illegals. We are the victims.”

Mr. Krentz is no longer here, once
again, because we put a higher priority
on the sacredness of the wilderness
characteristic of land and endangered
species than we did on simple common
sense of controlling the border to stop
the drug cartels, the human traffickers
and the rape trees that go along with
them, and the potential of terrorists.

A couple of weeks ago, once again, a
deputy was wounded on wilderness land
where he was forced to leave his vehi-
cle and walk into the wilderness area,
by the rules of how we handle this
land, where he walked into an ambush,
again by a drug cartel. He lives, but he
was wounded for it.

We have an area down in Arizona
called the Organ Pipe National Monu-
ment, one of those creations of execu-
tive fiat that we did so well with. Two-
thirds of that national monument
within the United States is off limits
to Americans because we do not con-
trol it. The drug cartel controls that
territory. We are talking about the
sovereignty of the United States. We
are giving it up along the southern bor-
der to the bad guys.

These are people who aren’t picking
tomatoes or milking cows. These are
drug runners. These are human traf-
fickers. These are people who create vi-
olence of unspeakable levels against
women at all times. These are the po-
tential terrorists. And we, because of
our inaction, are giving up vast
stretches of American property to the
drug cartel so that not even Americans
can go into these national monuments.
There is no common sense. No rational
person would ever say this should be
our policy. But indeed, we have come
to that particular policy.

I am very disgusted with our Sec-
retary of the Interior who talks very
good about this issue, but has yet to
change the policies, and people are get-
ting shot and killed down there. We
mentioned the Arizona law. I think if
the law that has been proposed by the
ranking Republican on both Judiciary
and Homeland Security and Natural
Resources and myself, who is the rank-
ing member on the Public Lands Sub-
committee, if we were to have that pol-
icy, it would have eliminated a great
deal of the fear and anxiety that was
the primary motivation of this par-
ticular law.

If people realized the priority of this
Congress and this Nation is to secure
the border to stop the bad people from
coming in, to stop the drug runners and
the human traffickers and the terror-
ists, perhaps there wouldn’t be the
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need to create some kind of State enti-
ty. But that’s what we should be doing.
And what is so sad in this Congress is
during this past year both Houses of
Congress have recognized that.

The Senate added language to an ap-
propriations bill that said, despite our
other rules, border security and the se-
curing of our southern border will be
the highest priority on our southern
border. It was passed in the Senate,
stripped in committee before it came
to the floor, and therefore was not
added to our law.

We here in the House took another
bill, and on a motion to recommit, we
added almost the exact same language;
overwhelmingly passed here in the
House in a bill that now sits in the
Senate and is now going nowhere. Both
Houses, bipartisan, have recognized
that this is common sense, this should
be our joint policy, but as of yet, we
have yet to move forward on that.

Secretary Salazar at one time went
to the southern border. We issued four
challenges to him. I would like to re-
issue those challenges:

End the Interior Department’s policy
of having Homeland Security and Bor-
der Patrol having to gain permission
for access to all territory;

Two, acknowledge that environ-
mental damage and destruction is hap-
pening by all these illegal crossings;

Three, stop impeding the Border Pa-
trol’s access both electronically and on
foot to these particular areas, and;

Number four, end the Interior De-
partment’s practice of extorting miti-
gation funds from Homeland Security.

Those are four things that could be
done administratively and should be
done administratively today. If we
could do that, we would know that we
would put a great dent on the illegal
drugs that are destroying this country,
the illegal violence that is taking place
on that border, and the potential of
terrorists, as we simply have gaping
holes in our southern border—and,
ironically enough, in our northern bor-
der—that need to be stopped simply by
saying our number one goal in the
southern border is to stop this illegal
activity by securing the border. And
after that, after that, then we can
move on to other issues.

But if a nation is going to be sov-
ereign, we must control all our lands
and we must control our border. And
there is nothing that should stop us
from doing it. Common sense tells us
that. Unfortunately, common sense is
not the rule today. It must be the rule
today.

I yield back to the gentleman from
Texas.

Mr. CARTER. And I thank my friend.
Reclaiming my time, I thank you very
much for that explanation. And, in
fact, I learned a lot from the expla-
nation.

One of the questions that I was al-
ways curious about and should have
asked is these vehicle barriers that
they kept talking about were part of
the fence, and they weren’t really
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building a fence, but they were build-
ing vehicle barriers where the vehicles
couldn’t get back in there. And it was
my impression from what I had learned
from law enforcement that vehicles
weren’t their problem; it was foot traf-
fic that was their problem. Now I learn
the vehicles kept law enforcement’s ve-
hicles out.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. If the gen-
tleman would yield?

Mr. CARTER. I certainly do.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. It is one of
those peculiarities that has happened
that some of the barriers that used to
be used and are now surplus because a
bigger fence is now in place have now
been put into other areas. And indeed,
it’s been a barrier to stop Americans
and the Border Patrol from going into
road areas in these particular areas.

It is not necessary for us to have a
fixed fence along the entire border. But
where we do not have a fixed fence, we
need to have the electronic devices
necessary for monitoring that area, es-
pecially the hilly areas, the very moun-
tainous areas along the southern bor-
der. That makes a whole lot more
sense. The problem is, if once again
you have identified wilderness charac-
teristics in that land, you may not put
the electronic recording devices on wil-
derness land. Therefore, the Border Pa-
trol is forced to move their recording
devices area, which once again creates
these huge gaps in the security. That’s
what we are trying to say.

There is nothing wrong with trying
to protect the wilderness, trying to
protect endangered species, but first of
all, we have to stop the drugs. We have
to stop the human trafficking. We have
to close these gaping holes for poten-
tial terrorists coming in here. If we
can’t do that, the wilderness char-
acteristic has no meaning. It has no
value to us. That has to be our number
one priority. Common sense tells you
that.

That’s why I am proud that on the
bill that we have, Representative KING
from Homeland Security, Representa-
tive SMITH from Judiciary, Representa-
tive HASTINGS from Resources joined
together, along with 40 other cospon-
sors, to try to push this through again
and make clear that what we are doing
is simply what common people would
say is the right thing to do.

I yield back again.

0O 2140

Mr. CARTER. I think common sense
is more in short supply in this place
than any place else on Earth. If we had
more common sense that makes sense,
and you know you mentioned some-
thing that—I don’t like to use shock
value when talking to the American
citizens but they ought to know when
we say lawlessness on the border, you
mentioned something that is a horrible
thing. The rape trees.

Now, with all of your imagination
just think about this. These are like
monuments to women who have been
brought across the border from the
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other side of the border, and then the
people who brought them rape them be-
fore they move on, and they hang their
undergarments on the tree as a monu-
ment to that rape. And our folks who
patrol the border call those ‘‘rape
trees.”

Now, if that doesn’t get your atten-
tion about lawlessness, I don’t know
what’s going to. But when I learned
about that, you know—and then I
talked to a man from Rock Springs—
which is a pretty darned good ways
from the border in Texas—and the in-
teresting thing is, if you look at that
map that Mr. BISHOP laid up there, you
didn’t see any Federal lands in Texas.
Texas is the only State that entered
the Union retaining its public lands.

But it even makes for more problems
for us, too, because all of the land
along the Rio Grande River in Texas
belongs to Texans—ranchers and farm-
ers and so forth. And we start dealing
with barriers. That even creates a big-
ger problem in some ways by—because
these folks, it’s their private land and
you have to deal with them.

So whatever you do, the issues of our
law, they stay in the way. But putting
up barriers to interfere with the en-
forcement of the law I think is aiding
and abetting criminal activity. But
then I wouldn’t mind taking it to a
jury. I think it would be an interesting
argument.

But the stories that you just related
to me—JOHN CULBERSON, also a Mem-
ber from Texas, related that he had
seen in New Mexico and Arizona look-
out posts that are established on the
Indian reservations and on the public
lands where they sit up there and look
for the Border Patrol so they can radio
back and bring people across at various
areas. It’s like they own that. It’s like
that’s their ranchero. That’s their
place on the border. We are having our
country invaded. And it’s bad enough
to talk about people coming over, all of
these poor people coming over to get a
job. True. Absolutely. Some great folks
coming over trying to get a job. But we
could do better. We could figure out a
way to get them over here without this
lawlessness on the border, because if
you’re not going to defend your coun-
try, then what good are you? What
good is this place if we’re not going to
defend our country?

And your description—in our land.
They are invading our land that be-
longs to the United States of America.
My Lord. We ought to be willing to de-
fend that land.

I yield back to my friend

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. If I could just
amplify that point in some small de-
gree. And once again, as the gentleman
from Texas recognized, as you notice,
there’s only one national park along
the Texas side. Everything else—which
is an added benefit because Texas now
cooperates a whole lot easier than un-
fortunately some of the Federal agen-
cies do that are from New Mexico
through to the Pacific Coast. But
you’re right.
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There are, within these drug cartels,
they do have lookout spots with night
vision, machine guns. They have all of
the equipment that’s necessary as they
now are engaged in a war amongst
themselves.

The deputy who was recently shot
was the 12th shooting that took place
in this area. The bulk of those shoot-
ings are not necessarily against Ameri-
cans but cartel versus cartel. The dif-
ference was this is the first one that
actually got hit with one of these
shootings. And what is more illus-
trative of this situation, as this deputy
was basically lulled into an ambush,
and especially as our good friend, the
rancher down there, who was doing
nothing more than simply traveling on
his land in a cart because he did not
have the ability to move very freely, in
the past drug cartels when approached
would disappear. What we’re finding
out now is there’s a change of attitude.
All of a sudden now they are not run-
ning away. They stood their ground,
and they shot the rancher, and they
shot his dog. They stood their ground,
and they lured the deputy into an am-
bush and shot him.

There is a change in the attitude
that is taking place there. And as the
gentleman from Texas said, this is a
change that’s not taking place in Mex-
ico—which would be bad enough—this
is taking place in the United States.
And still the Federal Government does
not change its policies and procedures
to combat that.

We seem as if there are land man-
agers who are satisfied with making
sure that drug cartels control our ter-
ritory.

In Oregon Pipe National Monument,
indeed the land manager down there,
Mr. Baiza, seemed to be more con-
cerned about the fact that the Border
Patrol, instead of doing a Y to back up
and go around, was going in a circular
pattern on his land than he was about
the fact that two-thirds of his land is
controlled by the drug cartel, and
Americans cannot go there unless they
are escorted with an armed escort. And
even then—it is amazing that as part of
our publicity to attract people to visit
public lands, we tell them, You can’t
g0 here. That seems like a bizarre con-
cept, and it certainly doesn’t define
sovereignty as I thought sovereignty
was defined.

I yield back to the gentleman who
was spot-on in that observation.

Mr. CARTER. Here’s another thing.
We’'re talking about the rural areas,
which, you know, one time we were
having a hearing in Homeland Secu-
rity; we were talking about heli-
copters, and we were talking about
drones. And many people were asking
about it. So I asked them, Okay, Now,
there’s at least some people that—we
had DUNCAN HUNTER at that time who
was saying we not only needed a double
fence for the entire border, but we
needed a high-speed highway in be-
tween it so that the Border Patrol
could respond quickly.
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And so I asked this guy about these
helicopters. I said, Okay, what do you
use these helicopters for? He said Well,
we go out and we spot these large
groups of immigrants that are crossing
in Arizona and New Mexico and some
in California. I said, Oh, so if our elec-
tronic equipment gives you a signal
that there’s something there, you go
out there and you look at them from
your helicopter and you swoop down.
No, no, no. We don’t swoop down. We
check to see if they have adequate
water and food supplies. And if they
don’t, we drop them water and food
supplies so they don’t die in the desert.

Well, that’s very compassionate. But
now I hear from my friend in Rock
Springs who was talking about sitting
on his back porch of his ranch looking
down into sort of a drawdown behind
his place, and his wife said, Look there.
That looks like 20 illegals crossing our
property. Get in the truck and go down
and run them off. And he said, Mama,
wait a minute. And he picked up his
binoculars and looked, and he saw at
least the two at the front of that line
of folks had automatic weapons over
their shoulder, and the two at the end
of the line had automatic weapons over
their shoulder. And all of them had
large backpacks on their back, obvi-
ously carrying drugs.

And he said, Mama, you don’t shoo
those people off. They’ll kill you. We’ll
call the Border Patrol. Hopefully they
will do something about it. He called
them. They didn’t get there. They tried
but they didn’t get there. They were
too far away.

But here’s something from CNN. This
was May 18, 2010. Tuesday, May 18.
That’s pretty current. Twenty-five peo-
ple have been killed over this weekend
in drug-related violence in the Mexican
border city of Ciudad Juarez. Among
those slain were 30 Federal police per-
sonnel, including three officers who
had been engaged in controlling the
ever-increasing spate of violence in the
north Mexican City. Ciudad Juarez in
Tijuana state is now the world’s mur-
der capital with near a thousand mur-
ders occurring since January 2010.

This city lying close to the border
with Texas of the United States has
witnessed a surge of violence in recent
times over control of the key drug
smuggling routes to the U.S. between
rival gangs of Sinaloa and Juarez car-
tels.

That’s a clip out of the newspaper.
That’s day before yesterday, right? Or
today. That’s yesterday. Yeah. No, it’s
today. That’s today. That’s out of to-
day’s newspaper. But that’s about this
last weekend.

Now, we can’t stand still and let this
happen on our border. We are sending
soldiers into harm’s way in places
around the world to stop violence and
23,000 people have died across the bor-
der in a place where, by the way, by
Texas standpoint, many of us call—
used to be one of the places that we
dearly loved to visit. We have friends
that we know of across the border. In
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my lifetime, I’ve been across that bor-
der more than a hundred times, prob-
ably 500 times.

So although there were places you
didn’t want to go over there, there still
was—they were still a sister city. Peo-
ple forget that El Paso-Juarez is a city
of I think almost 3 million people. It’s
a huge metropolitan area. That’s a big
city over there across the border. And
look at the violence that took place
this weekend.

We see the shows on television with
the gangs shooting at each other. But
they are happening across the border
from major cities like El Paso.

I yield back.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate
that, and I understand we do have some
sensitivity to the issues that are tak-
ing place in Mexico, and I am proud
that the Mexican government is start-
ing to crack down on the illegal drug
cartels on their side of the border. And
it is a violence that is spilling over.
And in some respects, we don’t have
the ability to control that.

But where we do have the ability to
control—and once again I have to go
back to the fact that our land policy is
now the prime area in which the vio-
lence is taking place, in which the drug
cartels are trying to go, where we do
have the ability to control, it is simply
wrong for us not to do that. It is wrong
for us to have as our national policy—
it’s wrong for us to have any other na-
tional priority than securing our
southern border for the safety of our
people.

And once again, what we are talking
about is the worst kinds of people we
want to keep out of here. We’re not
talking about stopping, as you men-
tioned very early on, stopping all im-
migration in this country. There are
certain kinds of entrepreneurial spirits
we want to have in this Nation. The
drug cartels are not that person. The
human traffickers are not that person,
are not that. Those who are bringing in
potential prostitutes are mnot that.
Those who are actually doing the rape
trees with the monuments—just un-
thinkable violence—those are not the
kind we’re after. And the potential ter-
rorists carrying a bomb or any other
kind of device is now something that
we must have as uppermost in our con-
sideration.

And that’s why when we have the op-
portunity at least to establish policy
and procedures on the Federal level
that deal specifically with Federal
land, it is just flat out wrong of us not
to insist that we do that.

O 2150

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman would
yield for a moment. Question: When
America retains or takes public land,
aren’t we as a body of Americans stew-
ards of that land for this Nation? Isn’t
it our job to take care of the property
that the Federal Government has? Isn’t
that the job of the Interior Depart-
ment, to be a good steward of that
land, to make sure that land thrives
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and it is safe and it is a part of the
body politic of the whole country’s
ownership?

Now, how can they possible think
that it is for the well-being of the
American populace to have our land
that we own as a body politic full of
drug dealers, rapists, and prostitute
smugglers? Why in the world won’t
they open the roads up to our law en-
forcement to go in there and stop this?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. The gentleman,
if T may, asks a pertinent question, a
two-part question. First, I wish the
Federal Government didn’t own quite
so much land; I would be happier with
that. But if they are going to take con-
trol of that land, they have to take
control of that land.

In deference to some within the De-
partment of the Interior and Forest
Service, because once again I think
common sense would say if people were
of like mind and people were of good
purposes, they should be able to sit
down and work these situations out.
This is not rocket science. This should
be common sense. But in deference to
some of them, the law to which they
look for guidance says they have to
manage it for wilderness designation
and endangered species aspects first.
That is the way they are interpreting
it. I personally think they could rein-
terpret that very easily administra-
tively if they chose. But that is the in-
terpretation, which is one of the other
reasons I think the law that we have
proposed, the law that passed in the
Senate but didn’t get over here, that
we passed over here but didn’t pass in
the Senate, needs to be put in place so
we make it very, very clear that on
these public lands, indeed, public secu-
rity is the number one priority, and
that we want to stop the drugs and the
violence from coming across here.

Mr. CARTER. And to yield to an-
other question: Isn’t it a fact that the
kind of people that they are letting in
there without any law enforcement
being able to stop them are not what
you would call good citizens for taking
care of the wilderness nor good citizens
for protecting endangered species?

Look at that picture you are holding
up there: bottles, cans, clothing. It
looks like the city dump outside of the
city here. Now, is that protecting our
wilderness?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. That’s the
irony of the situation in which we find
ourselves. The very land we are trying
to protect is the land that is being de-
stroyed by people who don’t care about
the quality and purpose of the land.
And this is what we must stop. This is,
unfortunately, what the reality of
today is. And that is sad. And it should
be one of the reasons why our policies
should be very clear and very open, and
why, when you talk to people, they
shake their heads in amazement, be-
cause this just does not make common
sense.

I think you may have some statistics
about that.

Mr. CARTER. Just real quickly, we
have this issue with the Arizona law.
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And I think everyone says that the Ari-
zona law really is an outcry from Ari-
zonans saying: if you are not going to
do it, we are all going to get involved.

But maybe the administration is set-
ting a policy or a mindset here that is
causing some of these things, because
public opinion versus the opinion of
our Speaker and our President seem to
go in opposite directions.

Public opinion, and I believe that
after they heard what you said tonight,
they would even say it louder, they
would say: my Lord, if we are not en-
forcing our borders and all this hor-
rible stuff is happening down there,
somebody has got to. And I don’t blame
Arizona for saying we want to have the
right to ask questions.

So look at these polls: 51 percent,
Gallup 59 approved; McClatchy News-
paper 61 approved; Fox News 61 ap-
prove. And yet President Obama; At-
torney General Eric Holder; the Sec-
retary of State, Posner; and the De-
partment spokeswoman, P.J. Crowley,
all seem to take the position that this
is some horrible infringement upon
goodness and mercy and the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

Well, maybe we have got to get our
minds set straight. We have got to
start realizing that our job as Members
of this Congress, this whole body, we
take an oath to preserve, protect, and
defend the Constitution. And in that
Constitution, it tells us one of our re-
sponsibilities is to defend our Nation
against all enemies.

These are enemies of our country. If
you don’t believe it, I will be glad to
take you down to places in Texas
where the abuse of the drugs that are
killing our children are clear to be seen
on the streets, and you tell me if that’s
not an attack on our country for those
drugs to come pouring in here. And you
tell me the rapes are not an attack.
Maybe it is happening to poor innocent
people from foreign lands getting
smuggled in here, but the rapes are
taking place in the United States; and
that aggravated sexual assault is tak-
ing place on those hundreds of women.
That is a serious felony offense in
every jurisdiction in this country. And
we know it is going on, and we are
using regulations to hold the hands of
those who would protect those inno-
cents. It drives you nuts to listen to
this stuff.

O 2200

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate
your emphasis on the public attitude
there. I do not have a window into the
hearts of what Arizona legislators may
or may not have done. But in the back
of my mind, I cannot keep telling my-
self, or I cannot keep wondering, that
if we as a Federal Government had ac-
tually taken charge of our southern
border and our northern border, if we
as a Federal Government had stopped
the most heinous of individuals who
are freely coming in here now, perhaps
the anxiety level or the anger level
would not have made necessary the
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particular Arizona statute. Now, that’s
pure speculation on my part as well.
But I cannot help thinking that if we
were doing our jobs and getting all of
the government agencies—Interior, Ag,
Forest Service, and Homeland Secu-
rity—to work together and do the right
thing for people, just to take a com-
monsense approach, that we would
lower at least the rhetoric of the dis-
cussion, and we would raise the secu-
rity feeling of people, and maybe peo-
ple like Rob Krentz would be alive
today to be with his family.

Mr. CARTER. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for coming down here and actu-
ally enlightening me on some facts
that I was not aware of because, like I
say, we retain our public lands in
Texas. So we look at Texas, the
issues—it’s just as serious on the Texas
border, but it’s a different issue on the
Texas border. But they’re all serious.
The incursions into Texas, New Mex-
ico, Arizona, and California are getting
worse every time they occur, and it’s
time for us to unite and defend our bor-
ders.

We need an immigration policy that
works. I'm for that. I think everyone
is. But I'm not for rewarding criminal
behavior. I will never be rewarding
criminal behavior. We need to stop the
border and seal it up and then come up
with an immigration policy that is fair
and takes into mind that the law has a
purpose in this country. It is the glue
that holds this society together.

I thank my friend for coming and
joining me.

———

THE OIL SPILL HAS NOT REACHED
FLORIDA’S COAST

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DRIEHAUS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) is
recognized for half the remaining time
until midnight.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
it’s an honor to come before the House,
and as you know, I am no stranger to
the floor when it comes down to ad-
dressing the House about issues that
are not only facing the State of Florida
but also facing the country.

You know that we have had a number
of incidents that have taken place in
the gulf in recent years, Hurricane
Katrina and other storms like it, and
now we have a threat to not only our
environment but also the economy of
the Gulf States. Tonight I have come
to address some of the issues that are
facing the State of Florida right now.

Everyone knows of the effects of the
Deepwater Horizon oil spill. They also
understand what they see on the news
every night of not only environmental-
ists but also scientists and responders
to the incident and what they’re doing.
America is being educated on what’s
going on. Our water is deep. It’s 5,000
feet.

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, I just re-
cently left the gulf coast area. I had an
opportunity in my own State to be in
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