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against a great Butler Bulldog team
led by a great young coach, Coach Ste-
vens.

Again, congratulations to Coach Cal-
houn, who is a great leader in the State
of Connecticut and a great leader for
student athletes.

Go Huskies.

———

OUR FISCAL PROBLEMS

(Mr. LANKFORD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to discuss the debt we are dealing with
as a Nation. It is time to stop ignoring
the debt problem that we have in
America.

The budget we released this morning
is focused on solving our fiscal prob-
lems, not scoring political points. Key
elements: fiscal responsibility; under-
standing this is not our money; it’s
owned by the American people; finding
common ground with the President’s
debt commission and bipartisan CBO
proposals. We have some areas where
we’ve agreed, and those areas are in-
cluded.

Shocking as it may seem, conserv-
atives have also included some prac-
tical solutions to solve our long-term
systemic issues with entitlements and
welfare. Our focus was to protect pro-
grams that are working, encourage
work for every person who’s able to
work, and set a course for future eco-
nomic stability.

It’s also focused on cutting spending.
Raising taxes on Americans to fund
more government would be like a fam-
ily running up a huge credit card bill
and then going to their boss at work to
tell them they need a raise to pay off
their credit card. Their boss would
most likely respond, You don’t need a
raise. You’ll just spend more. You need
to get your family on a budget and you
need to cut your spending to what’s ab-
solutely mnecessary. That’s what we
must do.

Some in Congress have already called
this proposal extreme. Well, I'd have to
tell you, I agree. I think this budget is

extreme—extremely responsible, ex-
tremely forward-thinking, and ex-
tremely overdue.

—————

WE CAN’T SPEND MONEY WE
DON'T HAVE

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, despite the heated rhet-
oric over the fiscal year 2011 budget
and the failure to responsibly address
our Nation’s $14 trillion debt, there is
one simple truth that we should all
take away from this current budget
standoff: Washington can no longer fail
to deal with America’s looming debt
crisis as Americans continue to tighten
their belts and make ends meet.

Constitutionally, all spending bills
must originate in the House. In Feb-
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ruary, the House performed its duty
and passed a long-term spending bill
that represents tough but necessary
choices we must take. Even if we all
agree a program is efficient and need-
ed, we can’t spend money we don’t
have. At a time when the Federal Gov-
ernment is borrowing 40 cents of every
dollar, we must be responsible stewards
of the taxpayers’ dollars in a manner
that ensures the long-term promises
and commitments the government has
made to the American people are met
and fulfilled.

It’s time the Senate leadership do
what’s right. We still have a govern-
ment to run and cannot adequately
deal with a 2012 budget if last year’s
business is left hanging in the wind.

———

DRILLING FOR BRAZIL BUT NOT
FOR US

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
President says that he wants to cut the
country’s oil imports by one-third over
the next 10 years. Well, that’s fantastic
and well-timed for the announcement
of his reelection campaign yesterday.
But let’s face reality. Gasoline is up to
$4 a gallon. Americans don’t want to
hear about what’s going to happen 10
years from now.

The President’s answer to the energy
crisis and $4 gasoline is to give money
to Brazil while at the same time
stonewalling drilling in our gulf. Why
are we doing that?

Instead of propping up energy compa-
nies in Brazil and letting them drill off
their coast, let’s keep jobs and money
in America and drill off of our coasts
and on our land. Let’s develop our own
domestic energy instead of developing
Brazil’s.

Are you in for that, Mr. President?

And that’s just the way it is.

———

REMEMBERING JOHN ADLER

(Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in honor of our
departed colleague, John Adler of New
Jersey.

John Adler came into the Congress as
part of our freshman class in 2009. He
was an honorable public servant who
served 17 years in the New Jersey State
Senate and, before that, on the town
council of Cherry Hill, New Jersey.

John brought a wealth of knowledge,
legislative expertise, but good humor,
compassion, and a respect for his col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle. His
bipartisanship, his compassion, his
commitment to his community and es-
pecially to his family will be sorely
missed.

Our hearts go out to Shelley, his
wife, and his four children at this dif-
ficult time.
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COME TOGETHER FOR THE NEXT
GENERATION

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
ica is at a huge crossroads right now.
We’'re in a situation that whenever we
spend $1, 40 cents of it is borrowed. Our
national debt is about 95 percent of our
GDP. We are losing our edge as a global
leader. It hurts our job creation, it
smothers the private sector, and it de-
nies you and me of some of our basic
freedoms; because the bigger the gov-
ernment gets, the smaller your per-
sonal freedom gets.

That’s why the budget that has been
introduced today is so worthy of a
strong debate by both of us—both par-
ties, that is. This is about the next gen-
eration, not about the next election. I
urge my Democrat friends and my Re-
publican friends to come together and
do the best thing for the United States
of America, not just for partisan poli-
tics of the day.

We are Americans. We can do better.
We can get this job done, and we must
get this job done.

———
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REVERSE ROBIN HOOD

(Ms. BROWN of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
today in the VA we had a hearing on
how would the shutdown affect the vet-
erans. You know, you can tell some-
thing about a country or an organiza-
tion as to how they spend their money.

In December, when we gave $700 bil-
lion tax breaks to the richest people in
the world, then we are worrying about
in 2 or 3 months whether or not we are
going to have money to pay for the vet-
erans’ pensions or their health care, it
is unacceptable. It is unacceptable that
we continue to practice what I call re-
verse Robin Hood, robbing from the
poor and working people to give tax
breaks to the rich. Unacceptable, Mr.
Speaker.

————
CATCH EM IF YOU CAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RIBBLE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the majority leader.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
want to address the third front that
the United States is engaged in, and I
am not talking about the war in Libya.
I am talking about the border war on
our southern front between the United
States and Mexico, the war with the
narcoterrorist gangs that are coming
into the United States daily, bringing
their wares into this country.

Secretary of Homeland Security
Janet Napolitano recently said that
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the border now is better than it ever
has been. I take issue with that com-
ment for a lot of reasons. One, I have
been to the southern border of the
United States, primarily in Texas with
the border with Mexico. Been there nu-
merous times. I just recently got back
from the border at Arizona and Mexico.
What I saw does not look like a secure
border. Of course, she said it was better
than it ever has been, but that’s not
the question.

The question is, is the border of the
United States secure? And the answer
to that question, in my opinion, is, no,
it is not secure. Let’s talk about this
issue. This issue has been around for a
long time. There seems to be a lot said
about it. But as my grandfather used to
say, when all is said and done, more is
said than done. And the border between
the United States and Mexico is not se-
cure. I don’t know that it’s better than
it ever has been.

There are problems on both sides of
the border. In my visits to the border,
it is not just the people in Mexico who
live in concern and fear for their own
safety about the narcoterrorists run-
ning up and down the border with auto-
matic weapons, but it is people on the
American side as well.

The National Border Patrol Council,
that’s the group that represents the
Border Patrol agents, recently made
the comment if the border was better
now than it ever has been, Agent Brian
Terry would not have been brutally
murdered by heavily armed Mexican
criminals operating over 13 miles in-
side the United States. That makes
quite the point.

Just recently, in the last 24 hours,
two Americans that live in Mexico but
work in the United States and have
worked in the United States for some
years were legally crossing at a regular
port of entry, and they were gunned
down in Mexico while they were wait-
ing to cross into the United States.
Two Americans murdered. Of course,
when an American is murdered in Mex-
ico the chances of anybody in Mexico
being prosecuted are almost non-
existent.

Last year, 656 Americans were mur-
dered in Mexico. I know of no case
where anybody in Mexico was held ac-
countable for those crimes, because the
crimes are out of control in Mexico.
And to think that it does not affect the
United States is living in never-never
land.

This map here, I want to show some
statistics about the border counties in
Texas with Mexico. There are 14 border
counties in Texas that border Mexico.
Every so often I will call the sheriffs of
those 14 border counties and ask them
this simple question: How many peobple
in your jail are foreign nationals? I am
not asking the question how many are
legally or illegally in the TUnited
States. You know, we can’t ask that
question in States. We can only find
out if the person is in the United
States from a foreign country.

So recently, 2 weeks ago, I called the
sheriffs, the 14 border sheriffs in Texas,
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and asked them that question: How
many people in your jail are foreign
nationals charged with crimes? That
would be a State misdemeanor or a fel-
ony crime. This does not include immi-
gration violations. That’s a whole dif-
ferent group of people.

So how many people are in your jail,
not people charged with immigration
violations, but they are just charged
with cross-border crime? And the an-
swer is 34 percent are foreign nationals,
34.5 percent to be exact. Now, think
about that number. Thirty-four per-
cent of the people in a local jail are
from foreign countries. And they are
not just from Mexico; they are from all
over. Because everybody in the world
knows if you can get into Mexico, you
can get into the United States.

You see, Mexico doesn’t protect its
border any better than the United
States does. So people all over the
world go into Mexico, and they sneak
across into the United States. In these
border county jails, 34 percent of those
people are foreign nationals who have
committed a crime and gotten caught
and are locked up in local jails.

Now, to say that there is not a crime
problem on the border is not reality be-
cause, you see, if the border was se-
cure—and that is the Federal Govern-
ment’s job to secure the border—if the
border was secure, you wouldn’t have
these people coming into the United
States committing crimes because
they couldn’t get across, the ones that
are illegally crossing into the United
States. And these are not rich coun-
ties. These are poor counties. These
counties don’t have a lot of revenue.
It’s very difficult for these counties to
house and feed and take care of the
medical issues of cross-border crime.
But they are saddled with that respon-
sibility because the Federal Govern-
ment does not protect the border of the
United States in an adequate manner.

So the question is, is the border of
the United States secure? The answer
to that question is, no, it is not. The
proof is in the statistics in this one
area.

Let’s spread it out a little bit fur-
ther. Let’s talk about the Federal pris-
on system. Now, the Federal prison
system is where people have been
caught for a felony in the United
States and tried in a Federal court and
sent to a Federal penitentiary some-
where across the entire United States.
The Federal Government keeps up with
the number of people who are in Fed-
eral penitentiaries serving time that
are criminal aliens.

Now, that’s a different term. Foreign
nationals, that term, I use that term as
a person from a foreign country, le-
gally or illegally in the United States.
But the Federal Government keeps spe-
cific statistics on criminal aliens. A
criminal alien is a person that is ille-
gally in the United States, commits a
crime, gets caught, gets convicted, and
goes to the Federal penitentiary.

So how many people have we got like
that in the United States? The latest
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statistics show that the total number
of criminal aliens in U.S. prisons is 27
percent. Now, we are talking about
some real numbers. We are talking
about all the Federal penitentiaries in
the United States where people are
charged with crimes and convicted; 27
percent of our population in the Fed-
eral penal system are people who are
criminal aliens. Now, if the border was
secure, people wouldn’t come into the
United States illegally, commit
crimes, get caught, tried in Federal
courts, and go to Federal peniten-
tiaries.
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Yet, over one-fourth of the people we
house in the Federal prison system are
in that category. So the question is, is
the border secure? And the answer is
no, it is not secure.

One-fourth of the people that are in-
carcerated in our prison system, in the
Federal prison system, are called
criminal aliens. It doesn’t sound like
it’s a very secure border to me if those
people are able to come into the United
States.

While I am talking about the prison
system, let me give another scenario
that occurs, which is really frus-
trating. We have people who come into
the United States, they commit
crimes, they are foreign mnationals,
some are criminal aliens. They commit
crimes, they get convicted in a court
somewhere in the United States, either
a State court or a Federal court. They
are sent to the State penitentiary or
the Federal penitentiary. While they
are incarcerated, serving their time,
the system works very well because
ICE comes in, puts a detainer on them
for deportation, they have a deporta-
tion hearing, so that as soon as they
get out of the penitentiary, they are
supposed to be deported back to the
country that they came from. That’s
the way the system is supposed to
work, and it works like that sometimes
but not all the time. Because, you see,
there are some countries who won’t
take back their criminal aliens.

What do you mean they won’t take
them back? Well, their criminal aliens
come into our country, they commit a
crime, they are sent to the peniten-
tiary. While incarcerated, they are or-
dered to go back home as soon as they
get out of the penitentiary.

And when we get ready to deport
them back from whence they came,
their country says, Don’t send ’em
back to us—we don’t want ’em. I mean,
you know, they’ve got enough crimi-
nals of their own, I guess. But they
refuse to take back their criminal
aliens.

Now, how many people are we talk-
ing about? The current number is
140,000 of those people, 140,000 people
from foreign countries, committed
crimes in the United States, ordered to
be deported back and their countries
refuse to take them back; 140,000.

So what happens to them? Well,
under our Constitution we just can’t
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keep them in jail after they’ve served
their time. So after 6 months, where
they are not deported after their time
is served, they are released into the
United States because their country
won’t take them back.

Who are those countries? Well, there
are a whole lot of them. The top five,
you would never guess this, but China
is in the top five, you know, our good
buddies, the Chinese, who own most of
our debt, our great trading partners.
They don’t take back their criminal
aliens.

Other countries, Cuba, Vietnam, Ja-
maica and India, those are the top five
nations that refuse to take back their
criminal aliens after being convicted.
So those 140,000 people continue to be
our problem because their countries
don’t take them back.

If the border were secure, those peo-
ple would never have gotten in the
United States to begin with to commit
crimes, and now we are stuck with
those individuals. We need to have a
consequence for those countries that
refuse to take their lawfully deported
criminal aliens back.

Those countries should have some
type of consequence for failure to take
their lawfully deported individuals
back. I am not sure what that would
be, but we must consider all of our op-
tions, including if those countries re-
ceive any type of foreign aid, we
shouldn’t give them foreign aid. You
don’t get foreign aid if you don’t take
back your criminal aliens.

Those countries that don’t get for-
eign aid, maybe we should reconsider
their lawful visas for people that are
coming into the United States. See, all
these countries do get visas, except
maybe Cuba, into the United States,
and maybe we should reconsider that.

But it’s a massive problem in the
criminal justice system alone for the
fact that the border remains unsecure.
The border is a long way, just the
Texas border, from El Paso down to
Brownsville. I mean, if you are not
from Texas you don’t know how far
that is, it’s just a long way. But it’s
the same distance as from New Orleans
to New York City. That’s how long a
border it is.

And the entire southern border of the
United States is 1,957 miles long. Now
we are talking about a lot of territory.
So how much of that land is secure?

Well, recently, Richard Santana, who
works for the Homeland Security De-
partment, said that the United States
only has 129 miles of that 1,957 mile
border that is secure. Now, that doesn’t
seem like a very long amount; 129
miles is not very much of a border
when you have 1,957 miles of that bor-
der that is not secure.

Taking another organization, the
GAO, that is the Government Account-
ability Office, that is the group of peo-
ple that keep up with all the statistics
that we, Members of Congress, ask
them to keep up with.

They have released a report talking
about that one question. How secure is
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the southern border of the United
States? And their answer is this: 44 per-
cent of the border is considered secure
but, really, only 15 percent of the bor-
der is airtight. That means we will
catch you if you come across 15 percent
of this massive border.

So if 44 percent is somewhat secure,
that means 56 percent of the border is
controlled by somebody else. Who con-
trols that portion of the border? It’s
not the United States. It’s not Mexico.
Who controls 56 percent of our south-
ern border?

It seems like anybody who wants to
cross controls it and, to my opinion,
primarily it’s those narcoterrorists,
those people who bring drugs into the
United States, those violent drug car-
tels who operate not only in Mexico
but other parts of the continent, in-
cluding South America.

So we need to make sure that we talk
about what is correct, and the people
who live on the border, you ask them.
You go down there and you just pick
somebody out and you ask them,
whether it’s in Texas or whether it’s in
Arizona, whether they feel secure on
the border, and the ones I have talked
to don’t feel secure.

Now, recently, last weekend, week-
end before last, I had the opportunity
to go to Arizona. I was a guest of Con-
gresswoman GABBY GIFFORDS’ staff.
GABBY GIFFORDS, as Members of Con-
gress know, has been working on bor-
der security issues for a long time.
Last year she sponsored a letter to the
President, myself and others cosigned
it, to put more National Guard troops
on the border. The President responded
with some National Guard troops on
the border, and she has worked on that
issue.

And before her tragic incident where
she was shot, she and I had been talk-
ing about the fact that I had invited
her to Texas to come down and look at
the Texas border, and she had invited
me to Arizona to go meet with the peo-
ple on the southern border of Arizona.

And so last week, I had the oppor-
tunity, thanks to Ms. GIFFORDS’ staff,
to go down to the Arizona border. I will
say this about her staff: They are a tre-
mendous group of individuals. I am
highly impressed with how informed
Ms. GIFFORDS’ staff was and appreciate
the fact that they took me and part of
my staff down there to see the way it
is in Arizona.

But here is a map of Arizona, and the
portions of Arizona where I was were in
the southeastern portion of Arizona,
over here. Everybody has heard of
Tombstone, but I was a little further
south than Tombstone, all the way to
the border and Douglas, Arizona, which
is in the corner, the southwestern cor-
ner of Arizona and next to New Mexico,
and along that portion of the southern
border of the United States, visiting
primarily with the people that were in
charge of border security, the Border
Patrol and the ranchers who live along
the border.

Let me talk about the ranchers first.
One of those ranchers, Mr. Krentz, a
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year ago was murdered on his ranch,
apparently by illegals coming into the
United States. He was gunned down
and killed. The culprits that com-
mitted that crime, by the way, have
not been brought to justice.

I met with other ranchers in the en-
tire region and just asked them the
question: Tell me what it’s like to live
on the border of the United States and
Mexico as a ranch owner. And they
went on forever and forever and told
me things that I was just really some-
what surprised about, how they feel
like the border is wide open, that peo-
ple cross across their ranches.

People come in, they destroy their
property, they destroy their water
lines. All of this costs money to the
ranchers and, of course, they have to
be the ones that pick up the bill for the
destruction on their property.
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And they don’t feel safe about the
people that cross into the TUnited
States across their land. They feel like
the Federal Government has really not
protected them and their rights and
seems to neglect them, even though
the Border Patrol, who I also met with,
I believe, is doing as good a job as they
possibly can do. I want to make that
clear. The Border Patrol is doing as
good a job as they can do, as we will let
them do as a nation. And they are try-
ing to protect the border the best that
they possibly can.

And so I talked to both groups. But
in reality, the people who live there are
very concerned about their own safety
and the consequences they have to pay
for people illegally coming into the
United States.

I heard something that was kind of
surprising to me. When illegals, not all,
but when some come into the United
States and they are captured by Border
Patrol, some of them ask the question,
are they in the 9th court or the 10th
court? And I said, what are they talk-
ing about, the 9th court or the 10th
court? Well, what they’re talking
about is the 9th Circuit Court of Ap-
peals or the 10th Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. You see, the Ninth Circuit Court
of Appeals, that is a Federal appellate
court, has jurisdiction that includes
Arizona but goes up to the New Mexico
border.

And so when illegals cross into the
United States near New Mexico or Ari-
zona, some of them ask the question,
am I in the 9th court, which would be
in Arizona, or the 10th Circuit Court, of
which the jurisdiction is New Mexico?
And the reason for that, in my opinion,
those two courts have different reputa-
tions about enforcing the rule of law on
the border. And, of course, those that
cross into the United States hope if
they are caught the 9th Circuit Court
of Appeals would eventually have juris-
diction over their case when in their
perception it’s a much more friendly
court to folks who cross in illegally
than the 10th Circuit. So I thought
that was somewhat interesting.
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They are also given, when they come
into the United States, if captured,
their property. Some of them, you will
find a whole list of things and places
they can go, the churches that give
them sanctuary, places that they can
go for medical help. And they are
given, in a very organized way, what
they can do when they come into the
United States. That is provided in
some cases by the coyotes that make
money off those immigrants who come
into the United States, because immi-
grants have to pay the coyote money.
And sometimes the coyotes and the
drug cartels all work together because,
you see, drugs and people are going
north, and money and guns are going
south because, you see, Mexico doesn’t
protect its border any better than the
United States does.

But in any event, while I was down
there in the corner of Arizona, I
learned firsthand about the seriousness
to the ranchers, the people who live on
the land, their concerns about the fact
that they believe that the border is not
secure. In reality, they have to worry
about their own safety on a daily basis.

After visiting a corner of the south-
eastern corner of Arizona, we moved
and traveled across Interstate 10 to
Interstate 8 over here to San Luis, Ari-
zona. So that travels, goes up to San
Luis across Interstate 10, Interstate 10
turns into Interstate 8, comes all the
way across Arizona into California,
goes into Yuma, Arizona, and I went
down here into the southwestern cor-
ner of the State of New Mexico to also
see what that border was like.

Now, coming across Interstate 8,
right here, Interstate 8, we pulled off
the side of the road to the Sonora Na-
tional Reserve, and that is a national
reserve that the Federal Government
controls, because I wanted to see the
Sonora National Reserve.

Interestingly enough, you get about
a quarter of a mile, almost a half-mile
off of Interstate 8 right up here by the
Sonora Desert, and you come across
this sign. This sign is facing toward
Mexico. So Interstate 8 would be to
this direction, and Mexico would be be-
hind the sign. How far behind the sign?
It’s 80 miles to the Mexican border.
And here is a big sign that says, “Trav-
eling Caution: Smuggling and Illegal
Immigration May Be Encountered in
This Area.”

So, it seems to me that the Federal
Government’s answer to border secu-
rity is to warn people that it is a smug-
gling and illegal immigration area.
Once again, this sign is not on the bor-
der. This sign is 80 miles this side of
the border. So, what is the government
saying? Are they just ceding that en-
tire portion of Arizona to the drug car-
tels, saying it’s a smuggling area and
that you need to take care of yourself
because we can’t protect you? I don’t
know. But I was somewhat surprised to
see that our Federal Government’s an-
swer to border security was to erect
this sign and other signs that are simi-
lar to it. I don’t believe, of course,
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that’s the answer to border security.
You wouldn’t need these signs if the
border were secure in reality, not in
just political statements that seem to
be made by different individuals.

The Texas Department of Public
Safety has issued some statistics re-
garding cross-border crime. I have al-
ready mentioned about how the 34.5
percent of the people in local county
jails on the border are foreign nation-
als. But just since 2010, January 2010,
the Texas Department of Public Safety
has identified 22 murders, 24 assaults,
15 shootings and 5 kidnappings, among
other crimes, directly related to spill-
over violence from Mexico.

Now sometimes we hear this com-
ment: Well, the violence in Mexico
isn’t coming to the United States. The
question is, is the crime from Mexico
coming into the United States? We
have already shown that that is occur-
ring because 34 percent of the people in
those local jails are committing
crimes, and they’re foreign nationals.
But also the violence is coming into
the United States because of the statis-
tics that I just gave you.

And now we learn of another phe-
nomenon that is taking place. You
don’t hear much about it because the
victims of these crimes don’t say much
about it. People who live in border
towns, the populous border towns in
the United States, periodically would
get somebody who would come to their
front door, or they would get an email
or a text from someone who says, we
know your cousin who lives in Mexico,
and unless you pay us so much protec-
tion money, your cousin in Mexico is
going to disappear, something to that
effect. So we hear reports of that, ex-
tortion on the American side of the
border. This is primarily among His-
panic Americans.

And what do they do? Well, they may
or may not report it. What they, I
think, generally do is pay the extortion
because they want their relative in
Mexico on the other side of the border
to be safe. So we have that extortion
racket taking place. If the border were
secure, that certainly would not have
occurred. So it concerns me that we
have that crime on the American side.

Going back to the southern border of
Arizona, I was asking the Border Pa-
trol, which was very gracious and ex-
plained a lot of their operations to me,
how do they bring drugs into the
United States? And they said every
way they can bring them into the
United States. One of the ways that
they are using now is the concept of
ultralights. An ultralight, for lack of a
better description, is a kite that has a
motor on it. One person can fly that at
very low altitude, and they bring in 200
or 300 pounds of drugs into the United
States. They never land the ultralight
into the U.S.; they just fly across from
Mexico into Arizona and they drop
their load, 200, 300 pounds of drugs, and
then they fly back to Mexico. Then
there is someone at a rendezvous point
who picks up those drugs.
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I say that because the drug cartels
are using every means necessary to ex-
ploit the open borders and do every-
thing they can to make sure that they
bring in those drugs. And they will
continue to do so.

The Border Patrol is the agency that
we have to protect the border of the
United States. Like I said, I think they
are doing as good a job as we will let
them do. But primarily the Border Pa-
trol patrols the border up to 256-35 miles
inside the United States. That is their
duty. That is their jurisdiction, the
place that they are supposed to protect
the U.S. Past that 35 miles or so, they
don’t patrol that. That is somebody
else’s responsibility.

Now, of course the bad guys know
that is the duty of the Border Patrol,
to patrol that section of the border. So
when people are smuggled into the
United States, when drugs are smug-
gled into the United States, the goal is
to get past the Border Patrol demarca-
tion line because once you do that, you
are pretty much, in my opinion, home
free to get into the United States with
people or drugs. So that is the area of
their primary concern, and it is cer-
tainly the area of the jurisdiction that
they are trying to patrol the best they
can.

I have asked the Border Patrol: Tell
me how you do this. And I think they
use as many different means as they
can to patrol the border. They will
have vehicles go up and down the bor-
der. They will have Border Patrol
agents behind the border. They will
have some use of the National Guard
behind the border with the use of elec-
tronic equipment to view what takes
place on the border. So they use the
equipment that they can. But they ob-
viously don’t have enough Border Pa-
trol agents to be directly on the bor-
der. So they have some on the border
and some behind the border monitoring
the activity of the people coming into
the United States. And then they try
to catch those that they can.

When I was visiting with one of the
Border Patrol agents, this is a photo-
graph of one of their vehicles. It is a
typical Border Patrol vehicle that pa-
trols near the border of the United
States and Mexico. Now, Mr. Speaker,
you notice that this vehicle has steel
mesh on the windshield and on the side
windows. It has steel mesh even above
the lights, the red lights on top. So I
asked the Border Patrol agent that
drives this vehicle: Explain to me the
steel enclosure you have on your vehi-
cle.

He said here is what happens: we will
drive close to the border. As we drive
close to the border, there are people on
the other side of the border who, when
they see us, start throwing rocks at us.
They throw them over the fence. If we
don’t have this protection—and they
are not little bitty pebbles, these are
rocks—they throw them over the fence
and break the windshield. The Border
Patrol agents are injured.
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They do that for various reasons. One
of those reasons is a diversion. They
will try to divert the attention of a
Border Patrol agent at one location so
that other folks illegally can sneak
into the United States.

Now, we don’t hear much about as-
saults on Border Patrol agents unless
somebody is murdered, which has oc-
curred. But in the last couple of years,
assaults on Border Patrol agents by
people illegally coming into the United
States is about 1,000 a year. A thousand
assaults on Border Patrol agents a year
in the last couple of years; and they
are by every means necessary, includ-
ing the rock throwers who try to injure
Border Patrol agents.

So you can see the relentlessness of
some people who want to come into the
United States. They violate the law, of
course, by coming here illegally. And
they will continue to violate the law
and take on our Border Patrol agents,
even by assaulting them, so they can
sneak into the United States.

So it seems to me, Mr. Speaker,
maybe we need to refocus on the pri-
mary mission of the Federal Govern-
ment and its responsibility. The Fed-
eral Government does have the respon-
sibility under the Constitution to pro-
tect the American people, and the
United States Government should do
that.

Now, the United States protects the
borders of other nations. We protect
the border of Afghanistan with Paki-
stan. We are protecting the Korean
border between the two Koreas. We
protect the borders of other nations,
and we use our military to do it. Why
don’t we have the same resolve to pro-
tect the American border, both bor-
ders, the southern border and the
northern border? Because, in my opin-
ion, we don’t have the moral will to do
so. We should make sure that we un-
derstand that people, and other people
should understand, you don’t come to
the United States without permission.
It is the rule of law: you don’t come to
the United States without permission.

Now, we have to solve that immigra-
tion issue. That is a different issue, but
you can’t solve that issue until you
solve the issue of people illegally com-
ing into the United States. You know,
we are getting everybody. We are get-
ting the good, the bad, and the ugly.
And right now, we’re getting a lot of
bad and ugly crossing into the United
States. So the rule of law must be en-
forced by the Federal Government.
That is their duty.

Now, many of us do not believe the
Federal Government has secured the
border. Obviously, people in Arizona
feel that way because they have passed
legislation to try to protect their own
State using State law enforcement. Of
course, the Federal Government’s an-
swer to that was rather than help Ari-
zona, sue Arizona. Take them to court.
You know, it’s kind of like this sign.
Their answer to border security is
erect a few signs and sue States that
try to protect themselves. Why don’t
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we deal in reality and make sure that
the border is secure and make sure
that it is an area that is safe on both
sides. By securing our side, we can pro-
tect the Mexican side as well. Of
course, we need to work with the Mexi-
can Government to do so. They are our
neighbors to the south.

While the United States now has de-
cided to go into Libya and spend $100
million or $200 million a week, I don’t
know, by bombing that country, maybe
we should come back home and focus
on national security in the United
States and spend that money on border
security and securing the United
States at the border because it is not
secure in spite of what the Secretary of
Homeland Security has said.

Border Patrol, it seems to me, should
have the mission to secure the border.
I will say again, they are doing as good
a job as we will let them do, but they
cannot stop people from coming into
the United States, although they are
trying to. When they had those vehi-
cles going up and down in front of the
border, that keeps people from coming
across. We have fences in some appro-
priate areas. We don’t have fences ev-
erywhere, but we have some fencing.

Also, the Border Patrol knows they
cannot stop people from crossing so
they try to catch them if you can. That
is the phrase that I think is our policy:
catch them if you can. In other words,
they cross into the United States. We
see them, we try to catch them, but
once we catch them, they become our
problem. And then we have to send
them through the entire legal process,
as we should, but they are our problem.
They become our medical problem.
They become our prison problem if
they go to prison if they have com-
mitted a felony. Then we have to deal
with them, and we have to try to get
them back to the country they belong
to, in spite of those countries that
refuse to take back criminal aliens. So
it is catch them if you can.

Why don’t we rethink that and pre-
vent people from crossing into the
United States? If our policy was border
security not behind the border secu-
rity, but have security on the border,
then people coming up to the border
can’t get across. Why, because there
are more boots on the ground. And I
think we should use whatever we have
available.

We certainly should use the Border
Patrol, but also maybe we should use
the National Guard. We have a few Na-
tional Guard troops that are down on
the border, although they are being re-
lieved; and their primary purpose is
not to be on the border, but behind the
border looking at cameras watching
folks cross.

Now, that is great to watch people
cross; but when they cross and they
come into the United States, once
again they become our problem once
they have crossed. And we catch them
if you can, and send them back home if
we can.

So it would seem to me to be a better
use of the National Guard to put them
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on the border. I have introduced legis-
lation to put 10,000 National Guard
troops on the 1,957-mile border between
the United States and Mexico, and put
them on the border to not allow people
to cross into the United States.

It is the Federal Government’s re-
sponsibility of national security to pro-
tect the people, so the Federal Govern-
ment should pay for that and get the
money out of the Department of De-
fense or somewhere, re-appropriate
money to have the National Guard paid
for, but put them under the supervision
of the four State Governors so that the
Governors can control their own border
and protect them from entering the
United States unlawfully no matter
who it is.

I do not believe that we can say our
border is secure when the Government
Accountability Office, by their own
statistics, say that only 15 percent of
the border is airtight. That doesn’t
seem like a winning percentage to me.
And when they say under the best cir-
cumstances, 44 percent partially se-
cure. What does that mean? Well, it is
sort of secure, but sort of not. But
when you have 56 percent of the border
is wide open spaces for anybody that
wants to come back and forth, that is
not protecting the dignity and the sov-
ereignty of the United States.

So it is long past time we quit talk-
ing about border security and actually
secure the border from people coming
into the United States without permis-
sion. Everyone. And to say that the
crime doesn’t occur in the United
States, well, it does. Not just to men-
tion the border county jails that I men-
tioned, the 27 percent that are in Fed-
eral penitentiaries that are foreign na-
tionals that are illegally in the United
States, but all of the drugs that are
sold throughout the United States,
those are all criminal gangs, primarily,
that are working with the drug cartels
in Mexico and Colombia selling those
drugs.
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So the crime affects the TUnited
States. The insecurity of the border is
something that all of us pay for. We
pay for it in every way possible.
Whether it’s with health care, whether
it’s with education, we pay for it in the
criminal justice system. Americans
pay and legal immigrants pay.

The United States has the greatest,
the most liberal immigration policy in
the world. We let more people into our
country legally every year than does
any other country on its own. So we
have to fix that immigration issue, but
we have to secure the border first be-
cause, when all is said and done, so far
more has been said and less has been
done.

I urge my fellow Members of the
House of Representatives that we come
back home, that we come back to the
United States, that we think about the
security or insecurity of our borders,
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and that we make sure that the Fed-
eral Government under the Constitu-
tion fulfills its first obligation—to pro-
tect Americans.

And that’s just the way it is.

——————

A VOICE NO LONGER—SURREN-
DERING THE ROLES AND RIGHTS
OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized for
30 minutes.

Mr. PEARCE. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er.

I rise today to address the House on
issues that all of us may not be paying
attention to but that all of us should
feel are extraordinarily important. We
have at this time in our Nation’s his-
tory eased into constitutional concerns
for our future. Those constitutional
concerns arise in many different areas.

For instance, you might not be aware
of it, but there is a policy to establish
different things which Congress is sup-
posed to establish. Yet, right now,
agencies are taking over those respon-
sibilities, agencies that are taking
away the roles and the rights of this
Congress. What that means to our citi-
zens who vote is that they will not
have a voice any longer in the policies
of the United States. If they don’t have
access to unelected bureaucrats, they
are not able to effect policy that comes
from agencies because they can’t elect
or unelect those people. In the House of
Representatives and the Senate, we are
surrendering that capability to pass
legislation.

A good example is that the Forest
Service 1is closing roads in forests
across the country. They are declaring
these roadless rules that put off limits
much of our Nation’s forests. If you
were to Google the words ‘‘forest’” and
“roadless,” you would find that all of
the articles deal with Kkilling and doing
away with timber jobs. The people who
are in the agencies have adopted an ex-
treme point of view regarding jobs in
this country. They do not want any
timber to be harvested, so they declare
what sounds to be a friendly policy of
roadless rules, but the offshoot is that
we have no timber industry. In New
Mexico alone, which I represent, we
used to have 20,000 jobs in the timber
industry, and today we have zero.

As we look at the problems of this
Nation, we have to understand that the
great pressure economically that we
face is that our revenues to the govern-
ment have diminished. That’s because
people are out of work. They’re no
longer receiving income and wages, and
they’re not paying taxes on those. So
we’re now at a deficit in our govern-
ment where we’re spending more than
we bring in. Simultaneously, we’re
killing jobs in the forests.

You could say, Well, we like the wil-
derness. We like roadless rules. Our
government has a process by which
this body and the Senate are supposed

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

to declare the wilderness areas. Now,
instead, the head of the Forest Service
can actually just declare that those
areas are going to be roadless. They are
then made into de facto wildernesses,
which shut down jobs. Even more, they
shut down near access.

Recently, the Forest Service decided
they would simply declare 95 percent of
the Gila National Forest off limits be-
cause they’re closing the roads. If you
aren’t able to backpack in 35 miles,
then you probably will never see parts
of this forest. When the law was passed,
the forests were created for ‘‘our enjoy-
ment’—those are the words—and then
it was also to use the resources in the
forests. So with an agency that is al-
lowed now to establish these rules
without congressional oversight, you
would say, Aha, that’s a constitutional
thing that we should be a little bit con-
cerned about.

Simultaneous with that particular
endeavor, there has then come along
the wildlands. That’s a policy just re-
cently announced by Secretary
Salazar. Secretary Salazar has created
the wildlands policy that allows him to
create a de facto wilderness in BLM
lands. BLM lands are a source of great
production of oil and gas. So for our
voters, for the constituents, for the
citizens of this country, they are see-
ing their gas prices now climb to $4,
and we are limiting access to lands
where that price could be diminished
and lowered. We have an agency that is
killing the jobs and putting off limits
the drilling for oil and gas on American
soil.

I saw the President of the United
States just recently travel to Brazil
and encourage the oil and gas company
there that is creating offshore jobs.
While he is encouraging the leaders of
Brazil to develop their offshore produc-
tion, he is killing offshore production
here. There is a disconnect that is
causing great problems in our country.
Those great problems in the country
are basically this:

Our Nation is faced with a $3.5 tril-
lion budget, and we are bringing in $2.2
trillion. Now, you cannot live that way
in your home. You cannot live with
this kind of disparity in your home
budget, and neither can the Federal
Government. It doesn’t work. It’s not
going to work. We are having to borrow
the money. When we run a deficit—and
you can do the math here—of 3.5 tril-
lion spending and 2.2 revenue, and
those are taxes paid by citizens and by
corporations—that gives us a deficit of
$1.3 trillion. As that deficit then is ac-
cumulated and as it goes into our debt
barrel, we owe $15 trillion worth of
debt. That’s the black barrel you can
see there.

Since our Nation’s inception, since
George Washington, we’ve accumulated
$15 trillion in debt. You can see the
green sludge running over the barrel
because we have actually more debt
than we’re willing to count in Wash-
ington, so we absolutely just quit
counting at $15 trillion. Social Secu-
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rity, Medicare and Medicaid are the
green sludge that has poured over the
sludge of the barrel. We don’t declare it
as debt anymore. We are going to pay
it; we owe it; we’ve made promises
about it, so we just don’t talk about it.
It’s so uncomfortable and it’s so large.
That’s $202 trillion we owe. We call
that now the ‘‘fiscal gap.” That’s the
difference between what we’re bringing
in and what we owe, $202 trillion.
That’s 100 years’ worth of revenue.
That’s 100 years to pay off what we
have made promises for.

The U.S. Government is making
promises for things that it cannot do.
It is paying out money that it does not
have, and it’s doing it all on credit.
The credit, itself, would be alarming
enough except now there is a small
wrinkle that’s developing here. If you
were running this sort of deficit and
debt in your home, your banker would
come to you and knock on the door and
say, We need to visit. This is not sus-
tainable. It’s not workable.

Our banker is called China and
Japan. They buy Treasury bills. Those
Treasury bills are the way that our
government borrows money to fund
this deficit. As you have seen with the
recent problems in Japan, Japan will
not be buying Treasury bills from us
anytime in the near future.

Also, China twice in the last year has
knocked on the door and said, We real-
ly are alarmed at what you’re doing
here. We’re alarmed at this situation.
We’re alarmed that you’re taking on
more debt than you can pay out ever—
ever—and we’re afraid that your cur-
rency is not going to sustain itself. So
when the Premier of China recently
visited the White House about 3 weeks
ago, you might have heard him say—
maybe you missed it—that they’re con-
cerned about the currency. Since
they’re concerned about the currency,
they do what your banker would do to
you. They simply say, We’re not going
to lend you any more money. We’re not
going to do this anymore.
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Now, then, we’re in real trouble. But
our government again, working outside
the Constitution, is printing money to
make up the difference for what we
can’t borrow overseas. So the Federal
Reserve is in the process of buying the
debt for the U.S. We here in Wash-
ington give the Federal Reserve
money, and then they turn around and
they lend the money back on this hand.
Now, that would be cool if you could do
it for long, and we all dream of the sit-
uation where we have an unlimited
supply of money coming to us where we
can lend it here and borrow it here, and
that is what we are doing to ourselves.

This entire sequence, then, is made
complete if you look at the chart in
the upper right-hand corner, and we see
that the whole game fails. Just as the
Soviet Union collapsed economically,
President Reagan viewed that if he
could cause them to spend more than
they brought in, he could collapse their
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