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AN EMPEROR INSTEAD OF A
PRESIDENT?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, our
Nation’s income tax system is a giant
mess. It’s complicated; it’s not fair; it’s
outdated—and not everyone follows the
law.

Hypothetically, suppose tomorrow,
the President issued an edict from the
White House directing the IRS not to
enforce tax laws for certain special
people, for example, people under the
age of 30.

Why? Maybe the President just
doesn’t like the law, so he issues that
new order. Well, Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, much to the surprise of all of us
who believe in the Constitution and in
the separation of power, something
very similar did happen.

In his latest Friday afternoon sur-
prise, the President issued a decree
unilaterally discarding the immigra-
tion law of the land—a law passed by
Congress and signed by a previous
President. The President disagrees
with the law; and since he had to have
his way, in spite of the Constitution,
he improperly ordered his way to be
the law of the land. The President’s
temporary amnesty plan applies to
those who are under 30 years of age.
They also can obtain a work permit.

It would be nice if the President were
as concerned about the 23 million
Americans who are looking for work in
America as he is about the 12 million
undocumented individuals the Presi-
dent claims are looking for work in
America. News reports even show 50
percent of new American college grad-
uates can’t even find work.

Mr. Speaker, here is the chart we all
probably saw in ninth grade -civics
classes: a bill is filed in the House. If
the House of Representatives debates it
and passes the bill, it goes down the
hallway to the Senate, and they dis-
cuss it and vote on the bill. If they pass
the bill, it becomes the law if the
President signs it.

We call that ‘“‘the law of the land.”

But the President, it seems, has ig-
nored most of this and has just issued
new orders from the White House to
not pay any attention to the Senate or
to the House of Representatives.

Mr. Speaker, like most of us learned
in ninth grade civics classes, it is Con-
gress’ job to write laws and the Presi-
dent’s job to execute the laws. That
means: enforce the law. It doesn’t
mean he is supposed to ignore laws and
then issue his own policies like kings
used to do with their policies. He is to
follow the law whether he likes it or
not. Once upon a time, the President
even claimed to believe in the Con-
stitution.

Here is what he said last year:

With respect to the notion that I can just
suspend deportations through executive
order, that’s just not the case, because there
are laws on the books that Congress has
passed.
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But that was a year ago. That was
then and this is now. If the President
doesn’t like a law, he believes he can
ignore it and come up with his own set
of rules.

Our Founders envisioned a country in
which freedom was protected from gov-
ernment and was limited from the poli-
cies of kings. You see, old King George
IIT of England constantly decreed new
laws without the consent of the people.
That was one of the reasons we rebelled
against the merry ole King of England
and his monarchy and his policies. Our
ancestors structured the American
Government in the Constitution. The
last time I checked, it was Congress
that makes laws and the job of the ex-
ecutive branch to enforce laws, not to
ignore the ones it doesn’t like.

The immigration system needs fix-
ing. Congress should do its job and fix
the problem. In the meantime, the
President should do his job, not ours,
and he should enforce the law. Other-
wise, we have lawlessness in America.

The President says he can use pros-
ecutorial discretion not to enforce im-
migration law. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent is wrong again. I dealt with pros-
ecutorial discretion as a former pros-
ecutor and a judge. Prosecutorial dis-
cretion is when a prosecutor does not
prosecute a specific case because the
accused is innocent or there is insuffi-
cient evidence or witnesses have dis-
appeared or the government has vio-
lated the rights of the accused, et
cetera. Prosecutorial discretion cannot
be used to ignore a specific law because
the government just doesn’t like the
law.

It is true, through no fault of their
own, that young undocumented indi-
viduals are here as a result of decades
of a failed broken immigration system,
but the President has no interest in
fixing what is broken. He is more con-
cerned with picking up a few votes to
further his reelection. The law gets in
the way, so his policies look like they
come from an emperor instead of a
President.

So what new orders will be issued
next week from the President and the
White House? Is he going to ignore the
Tax Code for some in the name of pros-
ecutorial discretion? I guess it depends
on what political forces push the Presi-
dent to new orders and decrees.

We shall see.

Stay tuned for another day in the life
of the Republic. It’s time for the
former constitutional professor to fol-
low the Constitution, not to make up
his own rules during his on-the-job
training.

And that’s just the way it is.
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HELPING OUR CHILDREN ACROSS
THIS NATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from

Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 56 minutes.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.

Speaker, I've had the pleasure of
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chairing the Congressional Children’s
Caucus for a number of years, having
founded it almost a decade ago.

I'm delighted to have, as part of our
agenda, a number of issues dealing
with mentoring, nutrition, obesity,
issues dealing with now a phenomena
that is raging across our Nation, bul-
lying, and introduced legislation just 6
months ago and now revised legislation
that deals with renewing the Juvenile
Accountability Block Grant, as well as
providing intervention on these issues.

I'm looking forward to bipartisan
support because, as we’'ve seen statis-
tics across America, children as young
as pre-K and kindergarten now can in-
terpret actions as bullying. We need to
give help and relief to school districts
and parents and families, and most of
all, a public statement that that action
is intolerable and that we want our
children to go to schools and play-
grounds and places that they will find
comfort and enjoyment as a child.

That brings me also to my commit-
ment to science, technology, engineer-
ing, and math. I was very pleased to be
involved in a program that provided
opportunity for sixth and seventh
grade boys at risk. It gave them math
and science in the morning with what
we called the SMART board, and then
in the afternoon they played with col-
lege football players and learned the
skills of football with various sports
leagues. Of course, we had the cor-
porate support.

So I raised the question to my good
friend, the company Halliburton, and
asked for their CEO, who was sup-
portive of this program last summer,
to recognize the value of science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math, and re-
spond to the needs of these inner-city
boys in Houston, the place where the
company is located with so many em-
ployees. I'm reminded of going to give
comfort to many of their employees
when KBR was owned by Halliburton
and they had tragically lost employees
in Iraq. It was my chance to go and re-
spond to that crisis and to give my
sympathy. That’s the way we are as
neighbors, but they are not acting
neighborly now. And there are a num-
ber of boys, the same kind of children
that I see that come here to Wash-
ington all the time. Of course, these at-
risk boys have probably never been out
of the city of Houston, but they are in
school districts across the city. Isn’t it
a shame that we can’t get a response,
with all the great employees that I
know care about the city, to be able to
support these children? I ask for the
CEO to respond to these at-risk boys.
I'1l certainly be looking forward to en-
gaging and making sure that that hap-
pens. It’s very important.

I understand that there has been
some question about an executive order
that deals with helping children again
across this Nation, children who have
come to the United States not of their
own accord, who were brought by their
parents and have been here since the
age of 16 and have attempted, like
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many children that I see, to do the
right thing, to get a high school di-
ploma, to be in the United States serv-
ice, to get a GED that happened to
have come and they’re unstatused.

This issue has been before the Con-
gress for 11 years. In fact, there was an
effort passed by the House that moved
to the Senate, as was instructed, and
the Senate refused to move forward on
something called the DREAM Act. If
you look at all of our cases and our
caseload in our respective districts,
particularly those of us in the South-
west, there are tons of cases that have
come in that will bring tears to your
eyes, children being deported away
from their families or families being
separated.

Let me disabuse you of the notion
that this is not done under the law.
There is a regulatory scheme under the
Homeland Security Department that
allows discretionary determination
about deportation or whether or not
someone should go into deportation.
These are children. The President did
the right thing by having an executive
order that utilized the powers by the
Secretary of Homeland Security under
the Code of Federal Regulations to be
able to use that discretion. It’s the
right thing to do.

Congress, it’s not too late, my col-
leagues, Republicans and Democrats,
to come forward and support the
DREAM Act that has been introduced
over and over again, that had bipar-
tisan support. In fact, it’s not too late
to help the farmers, to help the high-
tech industry, and pass comprehensive
immigration reform. Who are we, other
than Americans, who are humani-
tarians, who are empathetic, who love
the values of this Nation and believe in
opportunity?

I don’t want people to be equating
the loss of jobs with allowing a few
children to be able to be saved from de-
portation, whether they come from
South and Central America, they come
from Ireland, they come from Italy,
they come from the continent of Afri-
ca, the Caribbean. It is time to be the
Nation that we know we are, which is
lifting up people, giving opportunity.
This is the greatest country in the
world, and I look forward to corpora-
tions responding to at-risk boys, Mr.
Speaker, and, as well, that we recog-
nize the importance of helping children
wherever they are.

———

THE WHITE HOUSE DECREE IS
BAD FOR AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, last
week, the White House decreed partial
amnesty for an estimated 3 million il-
legal aliens and mandated acceptance
of illegal alien work permit applica-
tions. The White House decree is bad
for America.

First, Mr. Speaker, it is unconscion-
able for the White House to pit unem-
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ployed Americans against illegal aliens
in a competition for scarce jobs. In
2009, the Pew Hispanic Center found
that 7.8 million struggling American
families have already lost job opportu-
nities to illegal aliens. America suffers
an 8.2 percent unemployment rate.
Even worse, Hispanic Americans suffer
an 11 percent unemployment rate. Even
worse, African Americans suffer a 14
percent unemployment rate. Even
worse, American teenagers suffer a 25
percent unemployment rate. All are
hammered by a White House decree
that grants as many as 3 million illegal
aliens work permits.

I understand heartfelt compassion for
illegal aliens, but where is the compas-
sion for millions of Americans who are
unemployed and suffering from jobs
lost to illegal aliens? Where is the com-
passion for American taxpayers who
must pay higher taxes to support mil-
lions of extra unemployed?

Second, the White House decree
grants amnesty to illegal aliens. Web-
ster’s defines ‘‘amnesty’ as ‘‘the act of
an authority, as a government, by
which pardon is granted to a large
group of individuals.” Further, ‘‘par-
don’ is defined as ‘‘a release from the
legal penalties of an offense.”

A penalty for breaking America’s im-
migration laws is not lawfully getting
a job. The White House releases illegal
aliens from this penalty; hence, the
White House grants amnesty. While the
amnesty is admittedly partial, it is
amnesty nonetheless.

Third, Mr. Speaker, the 1980s am-
nesty taught foreigners that America
won’t enforce its immigration laws.
The result is over 10 million illegal
aliens in America and an immigration
mess that is destructive to America. A
2011 Federation of Americans for Immi-
gration Reform study found that ille-
gal aliens cost American taxpayers a
net loss of $99 billion a year. Illegal
aliens overcrowd our schools and need
costly English interpreters. In 2011, il-
legal aliens drove up America’s K-12
education costs by $49 billion per year.
Illegal aliens overcrowd our emergency
rooms, delay treatment for Americans,
and drive up health care costs. Illegal
aliens commit crimes, sometimes hei-
nous, against American citizens and
burden taxpayers with higher jail
costs. In my home county, more Madi-
son Countians have been killed by ille-
gal aliens than have lost their lives in
Iraq and Afghanistan combined.

Mr. Speaker, amnesty did not solve
America’s illegal alien problem in the
1980s, nor will it today. Those who do
not learn from history are doomed to
repeat it. Mr. Speaker, America must
never again give blanket amnesty to il-
legal aliens.

Fourth, Mr. Speaker, the White
House decree is of questionable con-
stitutionality. The Constitution states,
and I quote article I, section 1, ‘‘all leg-
islative powers herein granted shall be
vested in a Congress of the United
States,” and ‘‘the Congress shall have
the power . .. to establish a uniform
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rule of naturalization.”” The Constitu-
tion does not empower a President to
make law. Hence, the only change to
immigration law is as our Constitution
demands, through Congress, not by im-
perial decree.

Mr. Speaker, in 2011, when it was not
an election year, President Obama
agreed. On March 28, 2011, the Presi-
dent stated:

With respect to the notion that I can just
suspend deportations through executive
order, that’s just not the case because there
are laws on the books that Congress has
passed. The executive branch’s job is to en-
force and implement those laws. For me to
simply, through executive order, ignore
those congressional mandates would not con-
form with my appropriate role as President.

Last September the President again
stated:

I just have to continue to say this notion
that somehow I can just change the laws uni-
laterally is just not true. The fact of the
matter is there are laws on the books that I
have to enforce. And I think there’s been a
great disservice done to the cause of the
DREAM Act that somehow, by myself, I can
go and do these things. It’s just not true.

Mr. Speaker, the President’s own
words speak volumes about the con-
stitutionality of a White House decree
that undermines America and the rule
of law.

——
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EXTENSION OF RENEWABLE
ENERGY TAX INCENTIVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, this Congress’ failure to ex-
tend renewable energy tax credits is al-
ready costing my home State, the
Commonwealth of Virginia, jobs. As
CBS News reported last month, Vir-
ginia is losing a wind turbine develop-
ment to Spain because the United
States doesn’t have the right policies
and tax incentives in place for renew-
able energy development. A spokes-
person for the wind energy company
Gamesa said that the uncertainty over
the future of those tax credits for wind
energy and the lack of Federal energy
policy caused the company to invest in
Spain instead of Virginia. The jobs to
construct and maintain that turbine
will be Spanish, not American.

The so-called Strategic Energy Pro-
duction Act, coming to the House floor
this week, actually perpetuates the
problem by doubling down on oil and
gas to the detriment of developing new
and renewable energy sources in Amer-
ica. Even the Republican Governor of
Virginia said that the lack of a na-
tional energy policy was one of the rea-
sons we aren’t moving forward with
this project in America. President
Obama has called on Congress to pass a
‘“‘clean energy standard’” that would
guarantee a market for wind, solar,
and other clean domestic energy
sources. That legislation has not re-
ceived any consideration in this House.
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