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consensus. In fact, the American 
Founders considered religious engage-
ment in shaping the public morality es-
sential to ordered liberty and the suc-
cess of their experiment in self-govern-
ment. 

b 1810 

John Witherspoon, a minister who 
signed the Declaration of Independ-
ence, said in talking about our Repub-
lic, ‘‘a republic once equally poised 
must either preserve its virtue or lose 
its liberty.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, as I began, I will never 
intend to flaunt my religion, but I will 
not hide my faith; and I believe, in this 
country where we’ve given the greatest 
amount of freedom to all religious be-
liefs, we would do well to remember 
that ourselves—to not hold it back but 
to encourage faith and to encourage 
laws that respect that to the fullest de-
gree and say to people like David Green 
or to the Griesediecks or others: we re-
spect you for what you do, your beliefs, 
and we will certainly honor your free-
dom. We will not impinge upon you by 
mandates, no matter how good the law 
might seem, because there is some-
thing higher than health, physical 
health—and that’s our spiritual health, 
our character health, in this country. 

There is a stone above you, Mr. 
Speaker, that’s there tonight and that 
has been here since this great Chamber 
was put together, and it’s a quote of 
Daniel Webster’s. I read it often, and it 
says simply this: 

‘‘Let us develop the resources of our 
land, call forth its powers, build up its 
institutions, promote all its great in-
terests—’’ Daniel Webster could be 
speaking to us tonight and to our coun-
try, Mr. Speaker— ‘‘and see whether 
we also, in our day and generation, 
may not perform something worthy to 
be remembered.’’ 

I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, that if 
we would restore liberty and justice for 
all, if we were to restore the oppor-
tunity to live under our spiritual lib-
erties and beliefs and not mandate peo-
ple to go against that—bow their knees 
to almighty government as opposed to 
bowing to Almighty God—this Nation 
will be a blessed Nation under God, 
with liberty and justice for all. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the op-
portunity tonight, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

RESTORING THE RULE OF LAW 
AND REESTABLISHING THE PIL-
LARS OF AMERICAN 
EXCEPTIONALISM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

As always, it’s an honor to be recog-
nized to address you here on the floor 
of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives. 

I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker, 
that I come to this floor very troubled 
here this evening. I am troubled at the 
current inertia that seems to have been 
created in the minds and in the posi-
tions of a number of people who are 
here in the House and in the Senate, 
primarily those on my side of the aisle, 
who seemed to wake up on the morning 
of November 7 and decided that Mitt 
Romney would be President-elect if he 
just hadn’t said two words, ‘‘self-de-
port,’’ and if he hadn’t said two other 
words, ‘‘47 percent.’’ They had done 
this analysis, apparently, before there 
were any kind of exit polls that could 
have been considered. 

They persist in sticking with this 
opinion that something must be done 
about immigration in this country and 
that there needs to be comprehensive 
immigration reform passed and that, if 
that doesn’t happen, then there’s going 
to be a kind of calamity that might 
eliminate or badly weaken the bipar-
tisan, two-party system that we have 
in this country. 

I reject those principles or those 
opinions, Mr. Speaker, because what I 
know about the facts refutes them 
completely. There are no facts that up-
hold such a position. It is true that the 
people in my party have lost a growing 
share of the vote of the list of minority 
coalitions that there are in the coun-
try. It’s also true that the other party 
has demagogued this issue mercilessly, 
and the effect of their tens of millions 
of dollars has shown in the polls. My 
colleagues on my side of the aisle don’t 
seem to recognize that. Perhaps they 
haven’t thought this through, and I 
hope they do, Mr. Speaker. But the 
most essential pillar of American 
exceptionalism that is affected by this 
debate over immigration is the rule of 
law. 

It appears to me that there are a 
number of people on my side of the 
aisle who say—even though they recog-
nize that the comprehensive immigra-
tion reform agenda, which has been 
around since the George W. Bush ad-
ministration and perhaps before—they 
believe that somehow, even though it’s 
fifth or sixth on the list of issues that 
would be important and relevant to mi-
norities that look at the path to citi-
zenship and at a path to staying in the 
United States and working and raising 
their families and being productive 
here, that jobs and the economy are 
more important. A whole list of things 
are more important, but it’s fifth or 
sixth on that priority list. Those who 
advocate for this Gang of Eight’s 
version, which seems to be emerging 
from the Senate in comprehensive im-
migration reform, seem to think that 
we should do something, that we 
should pass some type of amnesty be-
cause that’s what’s required to ‘‘start 
the conversation.’’ 

I took an oath to uphold this Con-
stitution. This Constitution is the su-
preme law of the land, and the rule of 
law is an essential pillar of American 
exceptionalism; and if there are people 

in this Congress, House or Senate, who 
are prepared to sacrifice the rule of law 
in order to start a conversation, that’s 
enough to get me to come here to the 
floor tonight, Mr. Speaker, to start the 
conversation about restoring the rule 
of law and reestablishing the pillars of 
American exceptionalism and making 
sure that this great Nation that we are 
can go on to our destiny beyond the 
shining city on the hill to a place that 
actually does realize American destiny 
with all of the pillars of American 
exceptionalism intact, not sacrificing 
the rule of law for political expediency, 
which is the bargain that is being nego-
tiated over on the Senate side and be-
hind closed doors here on the House 
side, although not even publicly admit-
ted to. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in the earlier part 
of this discussion, I would be very 
pleased to yield to a very strong leader 
on the rule of law, to one who has led 
within his own community in Hazleton 
and who has been a clear and articulate 
voice on protecting and defending 
America’s rule of law destiny, and 
that’s the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. BARLETTA). 

Mr. BARLETTA. Thank you, Con-
gressman KING. 

Recently, there has been a lot of talk 
in Washington about illegal immigra-
tion. As the mayor of Hazleton, Penn-
sylvania, after it was estimated that 10 
percent of our entire population was 
there illegally, I created the first law 
of its kind in the country. Now, I don’t 
need to be briefed about illegal immi-
gration—I have lived it. Because Wash-
ington has failed to protect our bor-
ders, cities like mine have been over-
come. I had to deal with it myself be-
cause of Washington’s failure. 

Our immigration laws were created 
for two reasons: one, to protect the 
American people and our national secu-
rity; and two, to protect American 
workers. 

Now, in 1986, Ronald Reagan had 
promised the American people that if 
we’d give amnesty to 1.5 million illegal 
aliens that we would secure our borders 
and that this would never happen 
again. After the declaration of am-
nesty, that 1.5 million actually doubled 
to over 3 million. Now, a quarter of a 
century later, over 11 million people 
are in our country illegally, and our 
borders are still not secured. 

This isn’t just about the southern 
border. There is a lot of focus about, if 
we secure the southern border, our bor-
ders are secure. Forty percent of the 
people who are in the country illegally 
did not cross a border—they didn’t 
cross the southern border; they didn’t 
come across Canada. Forty percent of 
the people who are in the country ille-
gally came on visas and overstayed 
their visas. In fact, one of the men who 
was granted amnesty in 1986 was in-
volved in the 1993 attack on the World 
Trade Center. Now, my city is 2,000 
miles away from the nearest southern 
border, and I have an illegal immigra-
tion problem. Any State that has an 
international airport is a border State. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:57 Apr 11, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K10AP7.078 H10APPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1905 April 10, 2013 
b 1820 

There are 22 million Americans who 
are out of work. We should not be en-
couraging millions more to come here 
illegally when so many Americans can-
not find jobs. Medicare and Social Se-
curity are going broke, and yet the 
Heritage Foundation did a study that 
said that if we give a pathway to citi-
zenship to the 11 million or more who 
are here, it will cost over $2.6 trillion 
over the next 20 years. We should not 
even be talking about offering am-
nesty. There should be no bill that 
talks about a pathway to citizenship. 
We should be securing our borders first. 

This is something that we should all 
be able to agree upon, Democrats and 
Republicans, the Senate and the House, 
if we are sincere, if we’re not trying to 
fool the American people a second 
time. We promised them that we would 
secure our borders before we give am-
nesty. Offering a pathway to citizen-
ship will make matters worse. It will 
encourage millions more to come here 
illegally. 

You know, you don’t replace your 
carpet at home when you still have a 
hole in the roof. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania for coming 
to the floor to deliver this presen-
tation, this hands-on presentation from 
the gentleman, Mr. BARLETTA. If you 
would yield to a question, I’m curious 
as to the percentage of the population 
of Hazleton that is a minority popu-
lation, perhaps Hispanic population, 
and how your election results turned 
out the last time you ran for mayor of 
Hazleton? 

Mr. BARLETTA. Sure. When I was 
mayor of Hazleton, over 40 percent of 
the entire population of Hazleton was 
Hispanic, and I won with over 90 per-
cent of the vote. And I don’t know of 
anyone at the time who took a harder 
stance against illegal immigration 
than I had at that time. So this talk 
that you cannot stand up for the rule 
of law, that you cannot stand up 
against illegal immigration and still 
welcome new immigrants, new Amer-
ican citizens, is totally false. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, just doing a quick calculation off 
of that, 40 percent of the population of 
Hazleton being Hispanic, presuming 
that represented a percentage of the 
voting population that was Hispanic, 
and you carried 90 percent of the vote, 
which would indicate that somewhere 
in the area of 75 percent of the His-
panic population voted for LOU 
BARLETTA for mayor of Hazleton; would 
that be close to correct? 

Mr. BARLETTA. I believe it would. 
And again, what I found in my hands- 
on experience as a mayor in dealing 
with the problem of illegal immigra-
tion, plus a city whose Hispanic popu-
lation had exploded, for example, to 
show you how fast our population had 
grown, in the year 2000, English as a 
Second Language, the budget for 
English as a Second Language was $500. 
Just 5 years later, it was $1.5 million. 

So as our immigrant population grew, 
we also realized that the most impor-
tant issues to those that were there 
were good opportunities, were good 
jobs. It wasn’t about granting amnesty 
or a pathway to citizenship. They 
wanted good jobs and a good education 
for their children. They came to Amer-
ica for that better life. Offering am-
nesty wasn’t going to make their life 
any better, and they understood that. 
They also understand that allowing 20 
or 30 million more people to come into 
this country illegally is not helpful for 
people who are starting out, who need 
the jobs that they came here for, or 
many Americans who can’t find work. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I’m curious, since 
you came to Congress here, Mr. 
BARLETTA, and I’m going to presuppose 
that you have strong personal relation-
ships among the entire spectrum of the 
community of Hazleton, have any of 
them in any appreciable number 
changed their position on the immigra-
tion issue since they sent you to Con-
gress? And can you speak on some of 
your relationships with your constitu-
ents today and those who were your 
constituents when you were mayor? 

Mr. BARLETTA. The position has 
not changed. And, in fact, I believe the 
fact that I stood up for the rule of law 
and I speak for the importance of pro-
tecting our national security and our 
American jobs here, it has allowed me 
to win elections, getting both Demo-
crat and Republican support. I ran in a 
district that was 2:1 Democrat, and I 
won by over 10 percent of the vote. I 
really believe the fact that I was able 
to stand up when Washington had let 
us down was really the reason why 
Democrats, Republicans, immigrants, 
and non-immigrants supported me. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, the individuals that come here to 
this Congress from various districts, 
and surely there are many that come 
from blue collar-type districts—I’m 
going to presume that’s a fair amount 
of the Democrat constituency that you 
represent, me being a blue collar kind 
of a guy and a hands-on fellow—I start-
ed out as an earth-moving contractor, 
actually in the labor part of the con-
struction business—how do you sup-
pose the constituents of other Members 
of Congress that don’t have this same 
position that you have on the rule of 
law and immigration and protecting 
legal immigrants, what are they hear-
ing do you suppose in those similar dis-
tricts to the one you have? 

Mr. BARLETTA. I believe that peo-
ple all over the country understand 
what I’m saying, that illegal immigra-
tion is crushing our cities. Our popu-
lation in Hazleton grew by 50 percent, 
but our tax revenue remained the 
same. Our population grew by 50 per-
cent, but our tax revenue remained the 
same. Small cities, small towns like 
Hazleton, Pennsylvania, are crushed by 
the burden of illegal immigration. 

I was sued for creating the first law 
of its kind in the country, and I 
couldn’t find politicians to come near 

me, to be honest with you. It was pret-
ty refreshing because nobody came to 
Hazleton. And I thought I was standing 
there alone until I started getting 
cards and letters and checks from peo-
ple all over the United States. In fact, 
I got checks from every State, includ-
ing Alaska and Hawaii, to help defend 
our city in that lawsuit. We raised over 
half a million dollars, most of it in $10 
and $20 donations, from people all over 
America who felt the same way. I am 
not alone. The American people under-
stand what illegal immigration means. 
It doesn’t mean that we roll up the 
welcome mat to new immigrants. We 
ask them to come here through the 
proper channels, respect the rule of 
law, and then give them the oppor-
tunity that they came to America for. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I remain curious to the wealth of 
experience that the former mayor and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
provided here, Mr. Speaker. I would 
ask also, of the illegal drug distribu-
tion links that exist in this country 
and that which I’m going to presume 
also shows up in Hazleton, illegal drugs 
and violence, and I will make this 
statement into the RECORD, Mr. Speak-
er, and that is, in my meetings with 
the Drug Enforcement Agency and a 
number of others that are involved in 
enforcing the laws against illegal 
drugs, they tell me that at least one 
link in every illegal drug distribution 
chain in America, at least one link in 
that chain, is carried out by someone 
who is unlawfully present in the United 
States. The cost of those illegal drugs 
to our society, I don’t know has been 
quantified. That trade itself has been 
estimated to be something above $40 
billion, perhaps something above $60 
billion a year, and I would ask the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania if his expe-
rience would reflect that to be true? 

Mr. BARLETTA. Well, it is abso-
lutely true. I’ll give you an example. 
We had arrested a young man for sell-
ing cocaine on a playground. The man 
was in the country illegally. It took 
our detectives 5 hours to determine 
who he was. He had five Social Secu-
rity cards. He had five identities. Law 
enforcement has no idea who they are 
dealing with; many, many are here 
under fraudulent documentation. 
Those who are involved in the criminal 
element, in the gangs or drug trade, I 
don’t believe will be coming forward no 
matter what laws we pass here. And we 
can pass all the laws in the world; if we 
don’t enforce the laws of this country 
and if we don’t allow States and local 
law enforcement to work in harmony 
with the Federal Government, we will 
never stop the problem of illegal immi-
gration. But what we shouldn’t do is 
make the same mistake we made in 
1986 and give a green light to people all 
over the world to come here illegally 
while our borders are still open. 
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If you were a family waiting to come 
to the United States because you want-
ed to obey the law, but you hear a dec-
laration like we’re hearing here in 
Washington, offering a pathway to citi-
zenship and protection while you’re 
here, why would you wait? Why would 
you wait with your family? 

It would be a green light for people to 
come. That’s why the problem will be-
come worse. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. And reclaiming 
my time, it was reported to me today 
here on the floor, a Representative 
that represents an area very near the 
southern border said to me that the il-
legal border crossings are up 20 percent 
since the dialog on comprehensive im-
migration reform, that euphemism 
began. 

So the encouragement for people to 
get into the United States on the 
chance that this Congress will pass 
some kind of an act that would ulti-
mately be amnesty is bringing more 
people into the United States. 

But I wanted to circle back and ask 
another question of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and that is that 
there’s a GAO study, a General Ac-
countability Office study, of about 2 
years ago that went back through our 
prison system and asked the question, 
a number of questions about the popu-
lation of our prison system that are 
criminal aliens. And that number was 
at least 28 percent. Some numbers 
show 30, depending on how you define 
that. 

But there also was a number in there 
that was stark to me. The people in 
prisons in the United States, both Fed-
eral and State, all together, who have 
been convicted of homicide, now that 
prison population, according to that 
study, was 25,064. And when I think of 
a number that large, multiples of all of 
our casualties in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
that is American population, most of 
it, that’s a number, but it’s human. It’s 
very, very personal. 

And I would ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if he would have any per-
sonal accounts that might reflect a 
component of that 25,064. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Well I did, actually. 
The final straw for me that made me 
realize that I needed to do something 
to protect the people in my town actu-
ally happened on May 10, 2006. It was a 
day that I’ll never forget. 

Earlier in the day we had arrested a 
14-year-old for shooting a gun into a 
crowded playground. The 14-year-old 
was in the country illegally. And it was 
interesting: he had his lawyer on speed 
dial on his cell phone, which I thought 
I don’t know how many 14-year-olds 
carry their lawyer on a speed dial. 

I remember going home that day and 
telling my wife that I had—I didn’t 
know what to do anymore. We were 
losing control of the city. We didn’t 
have the resources to deal with the 
problem. 

That same night I got a call from the 
chief of police, 1 o’clock in the morn-

ing, a 29-year-old city man, father of 
three children, was shot in the head. 
He was shot by one of the gang mem-
bers in the city. 

That one homicide, it took our police 
department 36 hours to bring the peo-
ple forward that committed that crime. 
We spent half of our yearly budget in 
overtime in the police department on 
that one murder. 

And enough was enough. If the Fed-
eral Government wasn’t going to do 
anything, then I had to. I took an oath, 
and I had an obligation to do so. And 
that’s what began my crusade. 

I was sued, by the way. I was sued for 
creating the law. In fact, the plaintiffs 
that sued the city of Hazelton, many of 
the plaintiffs were admitted illegal 
aliens who sued the city. They had 
their identities kept confidential. They 
had asked if their identities could be 
kept confidential, which they were. We 
were not allowed to ask their names. 

They then asked if they could be ex-
cused from showing up at the trial be-
cause they were in the country ille-
gally and didn’t want to go to a Fed-
eral courthouse. It was granted. 

I never saw our accusers. I took the 
stand for 2 days. I testified for 2 days, 
but never saw the people that sued the 
city of Hazelton. I felt that illegal 
aliens were given more rights than a 
United States citizen would be given. 
You cannot sue your city and remain 
anonymous. 

I vowed to appeal this and fight this 
to the Supreme Court, which we did. 

So what brings me here is a life of ex-
perience as a mayor who tries to bal-
ance a budget, provide a good quality 
of life for the people that live there, 
and realize what happens when illegal 
immigration, not at the border, not 
just at the border, not just in Texas. 
I’m 2,000 miles away from that south-
ern border. 

We have good reason to enforce our 
immigration laws, and we should not 
be encouraging people to come to this 
country illegally by granting amnesty. 
We did it in 1986, and we’re talking 
about this again. 

Why obey our immigration laws if we 
have an administration that won’t en-
force the laws and a Congress that 
wants to give amnesty every time the 
problem comes up again? 

We need to enforce our laws. We need 
to make E-verify mandatory. Protect 
American jobs. We need to make sure 
we’re protecting our national security. 
There are people around the world that 
want to harm us. 

And we need to give the immigrants 
that come here the opportunity that 
they waited for, those immigrants that 
stood and waited because they wanted 
to obey America’s laws and they are 
here, and we are stealing that oppor-
tunity away from them. Yet we’re tell-
ing them we’re doing this for the immi-
grants that are here. 

They’re smarter than that. And 
that’s why immigration is not the 
most important issue to the people 
that are here. They want that edu-
cation; let’s give it to them. 

All the programs that the Heritage 
Foundation talks about that will be 
impacted by this pathway to citizen-
ship are programs that the most needy 
need to live. Why are we going to hurt 
people that need these programs? 

I feel very strongly about this issue. 
I feel very strongly, and that’s why I’m 
here to speak up. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I very much thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for coming to the 
floor and voicing his opinion. And I 
know that he’s also occupied with a 
very tight schedule, so I appreciate 
that a great deal. 

Mr. Speaker, the attention that I’ve 
given Mr. BARLETTA, I hope that you 
and America have given LOU BARLETTA 
as well. And I hope that he’s rewarded, 
not only by his constituents, but by a 
policy of protection of the rule of law 
that can be re-established here in this 
country. 

The idea that we should somehow 
suspend our good judgment, and we 
should waive the rule of law, all for 
some idea of political expediency, is 
not compatible with the principles of 
our political party. And sacrificing the 
rule of law for political expediency 
seems, to me, to be a foolish idea. 

It needs to be precious to be an 
American citizen. Citizenship should be 
valuable. And throughout all of the 
years that people have come into the 
United States legally—and the distinc-
tion between legal and illegal has been 
conflated by the open-borders crowd, 
both Republicans and Democrats. 

But you’ll watch, Mr. Speaker, how 
they conflate the language. A few years 
ago they started blending the term 
‘‘health care’’ and ‘‘health insurance’’ 
till it became one thing, and we got 
ObamaCare out of that, because people 
could no longer draw the distinction 
between health care and health insur-
ance. 

And we’ve also watched during a 
similar period of time, as the dialog of 
the distinction between illegal immi-
grant and immigrant, the distinction— 
immigrant means someone who came 
to the United States legally and fol-
lowed our laws, that saw the image of 
the Statue of Liberty, was inspired by 
that image, and found a way to come 
to America to exercise all the God- 
given liberties that are here, that were 
defined so well in our Declaration of 
Independence and protected in our Con-
stitution. That’s ‘‘immigrant.’’ 

That’s where the vigor comes from, 
for the American population and civili-
zation, among our brothers. It’s God- 
given liberty, but it’s also the vigor of 
those who were inspired to come to 
America. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I recognize there 
are only about 3 minutes left, but I’d 
be very happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas, who is very reli-
able and a very clear voice, as much 
time as there may remain. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Well, thank you. And 
I’ll just take a moment because what 
you’re talking about is so very critical. 
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And just to reiterate the point that’s 

been coming out in a couple of hear-
ings, I was shocked that 34.9 percent of 
all prosecutions by this administration 
were not for drugs; they were for peo-
ple reentering this country after 
they’ve been deported. 

b 1840 
They’re prosecuting people for illegal 

entries. You don’t even prosecute—this 
administration—people that just come 
across one time. And when you think 
about all the detention, all the prison, 
the jail space, the prosecutors. We pay 
for the defense attorneys. You think 
about all of the prisons around Amer-
ica which contain so many people who 
came in illegally, when this adminis-
tration says it cannot afford to secure 
the border, then they have not taken 
stock of how much money that this 
country is having to spend on prisons, 
prosecutors, jails, defense attorneys, 
all of the costs that come with that, 
because they’re not doing their job. 

And I know it goes back to the Bush 
administration. That is not a defense. 
And they need to take care of their 
job—and I hope and pray they will—in-
stead of using the issue of a secure bor-
der as ransom. No, we will only secure 
the border if you will give us amnesty 
so people can vote for Democrats. That 
is outrageous. And Jay Leno had it 
right. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time and thanking the gentleman from 
Texas, I add up those numbers and it 
looks like a number approaching 60 
percent of the resources used by the 
Federal Government to prosecute have 
to do with something coming cross the 
border, whether it’s people, or it’s 90 
percent of the illegal drugs consumed 
in America is the other component of 
that presentation. So if we control this 
border, Mr. Speaker, we can control 
the 34.9 percent of the prosecutions 
about reentry. We have roughly a quar-
ter of that prosecution that has to do 
with illegal drugs. And the Drug En-
forcement Agency does tell us that be-
tween 80 and 90 percent of the illegal 
drugs consumed in America come from 
or through Mexico. 

If there’s a universal position on this 
side of the aisle, Mr. Speaker, it has to 
do with secure the border, prove you 
secured the border, establish that, rees-
tablish respect for the rule of law. At 
that point, we can have a conversation 
about some of the ideas that are 
emerging over on the Senate side and 
in the secret meetings here in the 
House of Representatives. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 6 o’clock and 42 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, April 11, 2013, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

999. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule—Castor Oil, Polymer with Adipic 
Acid, Linoleic Acid, Oleic Acid and Ricin-
oleic Acid Tolerance Exemption [EPA-HQ- 
OPP–2013–0057; FRL–9381–2] received April 2, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

1000. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting author-
ization of Brigadier General Thomas W. 
Bergeson and Colonel David B. Been, United 
States Air Force, to wear the authorized in-
signia of the major general and brigadier 
general; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

1001. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of State, transmitting the Na-
tional Defense Stockpile (NDS) Annual Ma-
terials Plan (AMP) for Fiscal Year 2014, 
along with proposed plans for FY 2015 
through 2018, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 98h-2(b); 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

1002. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Adequacy of Oregon Mu-
nicipal Solid Waste Landfil Permit Program 
[EPA–R10–RCRA–2013–0105; FRL–9796–6] re-
ceived April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1003. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Ohio; 
Ohio Ambient Air Quality Standards; Correc-
tion [EPA-R05–OAR–2009–0807; FRL–9783–6] 
received April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1004. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Penn-
sylvania; Determinations of Attainment of 
the 1997 8–Hour Ozone Standard for the Pitts-
burgh-Beaver Valley Moderate Nonattain-
ment Area [EPA-R03–OAR–2012–0409; FRL– 
9797–8] received April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1005. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Penn-
sylvania; Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets 
for the Pennsylvania Counties in the Phila-
delphia-Wilmington, PA-NJ-DE 1997 Fine 
Particulate Matter Nonattainment Area 
[EPA-R03–OAR–2012–0954; FRL–9796–3] re-
ceived April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1006. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Florida; Prong 3 of 
Section 110(a)(2)(D)(i) Infrastructrue Re-
quirement for the 1997 and 2006 Fine Particu-
late Matter National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards [EPA-R04–OAR–2012–0814; FRL– 
9797–4] received April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1007. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 

Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Idaho: Sandpoint 
PM 10 Nonattainment Area Limited Mainte-
nance Plan and Redesignation Request 
[Docket No: EPA-R10–OAR–2012–0017; FRL– 
9796–5] received April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1008. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; South Carolina: 
New Source Review-Prevention of Signifi-
cant Deterioration [EPA-R04–OAR–2012–0837; 
FRL–9797–1] received April 2, 2013, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1009. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Delegation of National Emis-
sion Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 
for the States of Kentucky and Louisiana, 
Correcting Amendments [EPA-R06–OAR– 
2006–0851; FRL–9796–8] received April 2, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1010. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Greenhouse Gas Reporting 
Rule: Revision to Best Available Monitoring 
Method Request Submission Deadline for Pe-
troleum and Natural Gas Systems Source 
Category (Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule) 
[EPA-HQ-OAR–2011–0417; FRL–9796–9] re-
ceived April 2, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1011. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Protection of Stratospheric 
Ozone: Adjustments to the Allowance Sys-
tem for Controlling HCFC Production, Im-
port, and Export [EPA-HQ-OAR–2011–3454; 
FRL–9797–5] (RIN: 2060–AQ98) received April 
2, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1012. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Reconsideration of Certain 
New Source Issues: National Emission 
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from 
Coal- and Oil-fired Electric Utility Steam 
Generating Units and Standards of Perform-
ance for Fossil-Fuel-Fired Electric Utility, 
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional, and 
Small Industrial-Commercial-Institutional 
Steam Generating Units [EPA-HQ-OAR–2009– 
0234; EPA-HQ-OAR–2011–0044; FRL–9789–5] 
(RIN: 2060–AR62) received April 2, 2013, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

1013. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Transmittal No. 13–0A, pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(5)(C) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1014. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting report 
on Cooperative Threat Reduction Programs 
in Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

1015. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting a report pursuant to 
Section 804 of the PLO Commitments Com-
pliance Act of 1989 (title VIII, Foreign Rela-
tions Authorization Act, FY 1990 and 1991 
(Pub. L. 101–246)), and Sections 603–604 (Mid-
dle East Peace Commitments Act of 2002) 
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