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people involved in that criminal con-
duct, and they can all be punished ac-
cordingly. So hold all of those individ-
uals accountable for their conduct be-
cause it is important that they be 
treated and punished for the conduct of 
sex slavery against victims of children. 

Mr. Speaker, slavery was supposed to 
end in the United States in 1865, but 
this new form of slavery deals with de-
stroying the dignity, the self-worth, 
the hope, the soul of certain people; 
women primarily, young women pri-
marily. 

If we don’t do anything else in this 
country in this congressional session, 
we need to understand that this prob-
lem, this scourge, is affecting the qual-
ity of life of people—females, young 
children. We have an obligation to res-
cue them, let them understand that we 
are on their side, and let them once 
again have some dignity, have some 
self-worth, and have some hope because 
that is what we are supposed to do in 
life, to take care of people. 

So I thank the Speaker for allowing 
me to make these comments on the 
House floor. Let’s rescue the victims, 
treat them like they should be treated, 
and then punish the traffickers and 
those that seek the demand for this, 
and treat them like they should be 
treated, and that means put them in 
the jailhouse for a long time because 
that is where they belong. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

AMERICA’S FOREIGN POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 40 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been an honor and a privilege and a 
pleasure to work with Trudi Terry here 
in the House. I really hate to see her 
retire. She has put up with me more 
times than most people have had to, 
and kept a wonderful spirit and cooper-
ative atmosphere in this body, in this 
Chamber, and I will be forever grateful. 
Thank you. I really hate to see you re-
tire. So I guess to add to the bad news 
of Trudi Terry retiring, there are other 
things going on. 

One story that hits home for me as 
someone with other friends like DANA 
ROHRABACHER and STEVE KING, who 
have met with Baloch leaders from the 
Balochistan area of Pakistan—it is the 
area where most of Pakistan’s minerals 
are located. It is an area where Paki-
stan has, for many years, terrorized the 
Baloch people, persecuted them merci-
lessly. They want the Baloch area’s 
minerals and assets to keep Pakistan 
going and basically radicalized, but 
they don’t want to let the Baloch peo-
ple live in peace. 

I proposed in a previous op-ed a cou-
ple of years ago that perhaps it is time 
to look at encouraging a new Baloch 
state, a new country of Balochistan as 

independent of Pakistan so that the 
people can live in peace, so they don’t 
have to be worried about Pakistan offi-
cials and military coming through and 
committing, really, crimes against 
these people. After I wrote that op-ed 
and included a statement that perhaps 
it is time to join in the encouragement 
for a new Balochistan state, there was 
an article in a Pakistani daily paper 
that said in essence maybe it is time to 
quit persecuting the Baloch, reach out 
to them and figure out a way to let 
them live in peace because to Pakistan 
that area was important. The op-ed 
from the Pakistan paper also indicated 
that perhaps they needed to quit fund-
ing and helping the Taliban defeat the 
Americans in Afghanistan and just 
concentrate on their own country. 
That would have been wonderful, and 
would still be. 

This story is out from the Toronto 
Sun, and it regards the Balochistan 
province in Pakistan. By the way, I 
have heard from numerous members of 
our American military and from others 
in Afghanistan that most of the sup-
plies to the Taliban are coming from 
Pakistan through the southern Baloch 
area of Pakistan, and that is why the 
thought was triggered, maybe if 
Balochistan was independent of Paki-
stan, that would cut off the supply to 
the terrorist Taliban in Afghanistan 
and would save a lot of American lives. 
Since that has been said, we have lost 
hundreds more American soldiers. 
More American blood has been shed be-
cause we have failed to neutralize the 
Taliban, and they have continued ap-
parently to grow in their efforts to 
take over Afghanistan shortly after we 
leave. 

This article, though, says: 
It would have been inconceivable that any 

U.S. official, let alone a Secretary of State, 
would host a delegation from Serbia the day 
after mass graves were discovered in 
Srebrenica in 1995. Yet on Sunday, a day 
after bullet-ridden bodies were discovered in 
suspected mass graves in Pakistan’s mili-
tary-controlled province of Balochistan, Sec-
retary of State John Kerry was toasting a 
delegation of Pakistan security officials at 
the State Department. Balochistan and 
human rights officials say 169 bodies have 
been uncovered so far. Pakistani officials put 
the number at 15. Victims and families of 
Baloch youth who have disappeared and who 
are feared to be among the decomposed bod-
ies being unearthed from the mass graves 
had hoped that Kerry would raise the issue 
with his Pakistani counterpart. 

Instead, they heard Kerry say to the Paki-
stanis, ‘‘We are really delighted to have you 
back, and I look forward to our continued 
conversation.’’ America looked the other 
way in 1971 when the Pakistan Army slaugh-
tered a million of its own citizens in what is 
now Bangladesh. 

What emerged was a country that hosted 
the mastermind of the 9/11 attacks, allowed 
Osama bin Laden to operate on its soil for 
more than a decade, and whose terrorists 
have been involved in numerous jihadi at-
tacks around the world ever since the bomb-
ings of U.S. embassies in East Africa and the 
attack on USS Cole off Yemeni waters. 

Yet America continues to give Pakistan 
billions of dollars in aid, which is then 
turned around to generate more hatred to-

ward the West and produce more jihadi ter-
rorists. 

Inserting parenthetically into this 
article is my oft-quoted statement that 
you don’t have to pay people to hate 
you; they will do it for free. We con-
tinue to send billions of dollars to na-
tions that hate us and want us gone 
from the map. They want to see us suf-
fer, and we keep sending them money 
to hate us. We can use that money 
here. We could save raising some taxes. 
We could get some roads and some of 
the infrastructure that the President 
promised if we gave him $900 billion, 
basically, in a stimulus package right 
after he took office, and that was going 
to fix all of the infrastructure, but 
maybe 6 percent of $900 billion went for 
infrastructure, and so the President is 
back out saying we have got to build 
these roads. 

I mean, we have been talking about 
this for 5 years. He has. So you didn’t 
do it with the stimulus money—why 
don’t we just save some of the billions 
that we are giving to people who hate 
us, and then we don’t help them kill 
Americans. We don’t continue, as this 
administration is doing, to assist Syr-
ian rebels who are killing Christians. 

For anyone who happens to believe 
that there is a God as reflected in the 
Bible, the question will have to be 
asked: If there is such a God as re-
flected in the Bible, which I believe, is 
it going to bode well for a Nation 
which is funding and helping nations 
that are killing, torturing, kidnapping 
Christians around the world? 

b 1200 

This article goes on: 
Now the U.S. is giving the same Pakistan 

army another pass as it carries out the eth-
nic cleansing of the indigenous Baloch peo-
ple from their homeland. 

In response, the Baloch have taken up 
arms and are fighting their fifth war of inde-
pendence since 1948, when the Pakistan army 
invaded and captured the independent and 
sovereign state of Kalat. 

The article goes on. 
But the fact is we have people in this 

administration demanding that what 
they say are indigenous people—despite 
the fact that the children of Israel oc-
cupied the promised land 1,600 years or 
so, 1,700 years at least, before a man 
named Muhammad was born. There are 
people who say: Oh, but these Palestin-
ians—a name that arose as Newt Ging-
rich pointed out in the last 40 or so 
years—these Palestinians are indige-
nous, so you have got to give them 
their land. 

Yet they are not saying it about 
Balochistan. They are not saying it 
about the Baloch people that are being 
killed and persecuted by Pakistan. Oh, 
no. We are helping kill and persecute 
the Baloch people by giving aid and as-
sistance to a government that is kill-
ing and persecuting them. 

If there is a just God in the universe, 
would there not be a price for a coun-
try as powerful as the United States 
that continues to support those who 
kill, maim, torture, horrify innocent 
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people, Christians, Jews, secularists, 
and oftentimes they are even more bru-
tal to moderate Muslims that are not 
as radical as they think they should 
be? 

That is why in Egypt, for those who 
really have eyes and really have ears to 
hear, we had an incredible event last 
summer. This was the real Arab 
Spring, but it came in summer. This is 
when moderate Muslims, Christians, 
Jews, secularists rose up, some reports 
of 30 to 33 million people, larger than 
any demonstration in the history of 
the world. They rose up and said: We 
don’t want radical Islamists running 
Egypt. The radical Islamists, the Mus-
lim Brotherhood that were controlling 
Egypt—as we knew they would if they 
had election too quickly—the Muslim 
Brotherhood became desperate because 
they knew, to have a new Ottoman Em-
pire running around the Mediterranean 
that would become a worldwide caliph-
ate, they could not afford to lose Egypt 
from under their iron fist. 

So what do they do? They imme-
diately start burning down churches, 
killing Christians particularly, and so 
many others. That is why I was so en-
couraged. Over 90 percent of the people 
voting—which was a higher percentage 
than we have voting here in the United 
States—came out and voted for the 
new constitution that has been drafted 
under the chairmanship of Amr 
Moussa. 

I was very pleased that Chairman 
Moussa was willing to come on the 
Sean Hannity radio show a few weeks 
ago when I was guest hosting for Sean 
Hannity. It is really encouraging what 
is going on in Egypt by those who want 
a democratic form of government and 
who do not want terrorists running 
Egypt, who don’t want a worldwide ca-
liphate, who don’t like the goal of the 
Muslim Brotherhood, who are not as 
blind to the goal of the Muslim Broth-
erhood as the leaders of this adminis-
tration are. 

If one will just go look at one of the 
symbols used by the Muslim Brother-
hood these days, you find the crossed 
swords, the signs and wording in their 
language denoting the Muslim Brother-
hood, and that is fixed over a globe of 
the world. It is not just Egypt, Iraq, 
Iran, not just in the former Ottoman 
Empire. Oh, no. This is fixed over a 
globe that is revolving, and the United 
States of America passes under those 
swords of the Muslim Brotherhood. 

It is true that the Muslim Brother-
hood here in the United States does not 
want to utilize violence right now be-
cause they have made so much progress 
in this administration that they are 
afraid violence right now might do 
damage. Violence in Egypt, the same 
Muslim Brotherhood feels it was nec-
essary because they had just been 
caught. They had been rejected by 
moderate Muslims—the majority of 
Egyptians—and they became desperate. 
So their violence had to occur. Chris-
tians, according to these radical 
Islamist Muslim brothers, had to die. 

Once America starts figuring out 
that the goal is global caliphate—in-
cluding the United States—then they 
will be participating in horrendous vio-
lence here, as they have in other places 
in the world. 

Some of our moderate Muslim friends 
in the Middle East asked some of us 
last September: What is wrong with 
you in America? Don’t you understand? 
You call it al Qaeda, but that is really 
just an offshoot of the Muslim Brother-
hood. They are the ones that attacked 
you on 9/11/2001. These are moderate 
Muslims asking these questions. 

Why do you not understand: Yes, it 
was the Taliban, but it is really the 
Muslim brothers behind it that you 
were at war with in Afghanistan? They 
are the ones that did more killing of 
Americans in Iraq, and yet you are 
helping the Muslim Brotherhood, you 
are running to their aid and assistance; 
and in Egypt you are demanding that 
either they put the radical Islamists 
back in charge of Egypt or we are not 
going to provide them the Apache heli-
copters, the tanks, and the jets that we 
were going to provide to the Muslim 
Brother leaders of Egypt. 

They asked: What is wrong with you 
people? What are you not getting? You 
are helping the people that want to de-
stroy you. People can see that around 
the world, but here in Washington, 
D.C., it is apparently one of the hardest 
things to find and see. 

We hear people saying: Well, we real-
ly need all the people’s most private in-
formation about phone calls, every 
phone call they make; we need to have 
that as part of the government because 
one time we believe it may have 
stopped a bombing. 

Well, if this administration would do 
their homework, they wouldn’t need 
the logs of every phone call of every 
American. We could go back to what 
the Constitution does require and the 
Court should require, and that is prob-
able cause, before you start giving out 
personal information, before you let 
the government start monitoring every 
email of every person in America. 

We were promised my freshman term 
that if the PATRIOT Act were ex-
tended, specifically section 206 and 215, 
that that would only apply if someone 
were in contact with a foreign ter-
rorist, but Americans would never have 
to worry unless they were in touch 
with foreign terrorists. Then after Ed-
ward Snowden, we find out that actu-
ally what they promised was not true. 
And yes, that was during the Bush ad-
ministration. I don’t care. I don’t care 
if it was a Republican or Democrat. I 
don’t care where it started. When we 
find out it is still going on, it has got 
to stop. We are supposed to have some 
privacy in this country. 

Those Democrats that were sus-
picious of the Bush administration 
wanting that much power were right. 
Where have my friends gone now that 
it is a Democrat administration? I cer-
tainly don’t have a problem calling out 
a Republican administration when they 

are not doing the right thing. I wish 
my friends across the aisle would do 
the same thing and join me. 

What about the Boston bombing? The 
Russians took a huge risk in giving 
this administration information and 
saying: Look, Tsarnaev, this guy has 
been radicalized and you are letting 
him back in America. You are headed 
for trouble. This is a bad guy. They 
took a risk in giving us that informa-
tion because, when any country gives 
intelligence to another country, then 
sometimes it allows that country that 
gets the information to figure out how 
that other country is getting intel-
ligence just by the information they 
get. 

So now we have people here in this 
administration saying: Oh, the Rus-
sians, shame on them. They didn’t give 
us enough information. 

Are you kidding me? They told you a 
person had been radicalized. 

When I asked the Director of the FBI 
in our hearing about not even going to 
the mosque to investigate, he says, ul-
timately: Yeah, we did go to those 
mosques—and I didn’t hear it at the 
hearing. I didn’t hear it until the re-
play. And he said: Under our outreach 
program. 

Under the outreach program? Well, 
that is the FBI’s ridiculous former pro-
gram where they have special outreach 
to Muslim communities to try to be 
friends with them. It is not the FBI’s 
job to be friends with people. It is the 
FBI’s job to enforce the law and, in so 
doing, protect us. 

When Tsarnaev, the older brother, 
came back into this country from a 
place on the globe where we know 
radicalization is occurring—and as I 
understand it, he didn’t even have his 
passport; he had his legal permanent 
resident card—he wasn’t even pulled 
aside for extra questions when there 
should have been bells and whistles 
going off everywhere. The best I can 
find out, all they did, basically, was 
talk to him and his mother, and he 
said: No, I am not radicalized. 

No, my son is not radicalized. 
They didn’t go to the mosque and 

start asking questions that would tell 
them has he been reading Qutb, which 
is the author, the Muslim brother from 
the sixties that was involved in trying 
to commit assassinations and other 
terrorist activities, and he wrote a 
booklet called ‘‘Milestones’’ that 
Osama bin Laden credits with helping 
turn him radical. 

If you know about the people that 
hate you and want to destroy you, then 
you can ask intelligent questions to 
find out if someone is your enemy. But 
because of the purge of training mate-
rials at the FBI, the intelligence de-
partments, at the State Department— 
as one intelligence officer told me, we 
are blinded to our ability to see our 
enemy, because there was a young man 
named Tsarnaev who wanted to kill in-
nocent Americans at a Boston Mara-
thon and they got a heads-up from the 
Russians. They got all the information 
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right before them that they could pos-
sibly need, and we don’t even stop him 
coming into this country after he has 
been radicalized. What more did you 
need? We shouldn’t have needed a 
heads-up from the Russians. All the 
signs were there for those who have 
eyes to see and ears to hear. 

But we were so busy in our outreach 
program to a mosque that was founded 
by the Islamic Society of Boston, the 
founder of which is a man named al- 
Amoudi, who is in prison today for 24 
years, I believe, for supporting ter-
rorism, despite all the assistance he al-
legedly gave to the Clinton administra-
tion helping them find good Muslims to 
help in that administration. After 9/11, 
a couple of years or so after 9/11, it has 
been determined that he has been sup-
porting terrorism, and now he is in 
Federal prison. 

A man named al-Awlaki, who this 
President ordered a drone strike on in 
Yemen, though he was an American 
citizen, because his parents came over 
on a visa to study, had him, he is an 
American citizen. They take him back 
to Yemen. He learns to hate America, 
comes back and works on radicalizing 
Americans, except, of course, when he 
led prayers of Muslim staff members 
here on Capitol Hill. 

b 1215 

Otherwise, this President determined 
that he needed to be killed without a 
trial because he radicalized Americans, 
and he was a threat to this country. al- 
Awlaki had attended the Boston 
mosque where the Tsarnaevs attended. 

I mean, how many heads-up notices 
do you need to figure out there is a 
problem, and innocent Americans are 
going to be killed and maimed as they 
were in Boston? It is time to wake up. 
Yet we get this story from Matt 
Apuzzo. The picture was from the Asso-
ciated Press, January 15: ‘‘U.S. to Ex-
pand Rules Limiting Use of Profiling 
by Federal Agents.’’ 

The Attorney General, who came 
here last night, sat here for the State 
of the Union address while he is in con-
tempt of Congress, while he is being 
lawless in not following the law and 
providing information. They wouldn’t 
even give me all of the documents that 
they provided to convicted terrorists in 
the Holy Land Foundation trial in Dal-
las. I asked repeatedly. We finally got 
a letter many months after the re-
quest, basically saying, We will give 
you the 500-or-so documents that were 
entered into evidence in the trial, and 
we have got some others you can come 
look at. 

I still don’t understand, Mr. Speaker. 
If they will give boxes and boxes of in-
formation to the terrorists who are 
convicted ultimately as terrorists, why 
can’t you give that to Members of Con-
gress? Is it because the convictions oc-
curred in 2008 under the Bush adminis-
tration? 

Then this Justice Department came 
in and stopped any further prosecu-
tions from going forward even though 

there were a couple-hundred-or-so 
named coconspirators in that case who 
were unindicted. My understanding 
from former Justice Department folks 
is that the plan was, if they could get 
the first convictions, then they would 
move forward with more and continue 
to follow up until they got this net-
work that was allegedly supporting 
terrorism. We know five of them were 
supporting terrorism. 

Could it be that this Justice Depart-
ment doesn’t want us to see all of the 
documents that they provided to the 
terrorists that actually show they are 
terrorists? Could that be the reason 
they don’t want Members of Congress 
to see? 

It is because then we might realize, 
wow, they convicted those five in 2008 
under President Bush. They could sure-
ly have gotten a lot more convictions if 
they had just used this same evidence. 
Oh, sure. Congressman GOHMERT, come 
over here, and we will show you some 
of the documents. We will let you see 
some of the electronic versions. 

You gave them to terrorists for heav-
en’s sakes. You can’t give them to me 
so I can look at them in my office? It 
is unbelievable what is going on here. 

Then there is a story from Kerry 
Picket from Breitbart. The story 
starts: 

Senator Dianne Feinstein—a Democrat 
from California, chairman of the Senate Se-
lect Intelligence Committee—told Breitbart 
News on Monday that she did not know a 
CIA annex existed in Benghazi, Libya, before 
the deadly September 2012 attack—which 
took the lives of four Americans—on the 
U.S. compound happened. Feinstein could 
also not confirm if other Members of Con-
gress knew about the CIA annex prior to the 
attack. 

Senator FEINSTEIN and I disagree on 
many things, but I know she wants 
what is best for America even though 
we have staunch political disagree-
ments on how we do that and what that 
is. My understanding is that, with any-
thing of that nature, it would have 
been required that the Super 8, as they 
are sometimes referred to, would be 
briefed—the top Republican and Demo-
crat on the Intelligence Committee in 
the House and in the Senate and the 
Republican leader in the House and the 
Democratic leader in the House and the 
Democratic leader in the Senate and 
the Republican leader in the Senate. 
Yet Senator FEINSTEIN said, I didn’t 
know there was a CIA annex at the 
Benghazi consulate. 

What else is this administration 
doing to help rebels, who include al 
Qaeda—as it did in Libya? What else is 
it doing that it is not following the law 
and briefing the people who are re-
quired to be briefed in Congress? 

I heard the President, who was stand-
ing right here last night, get applause 
when he, in essence, says, If Congress 
doesn’t change the law, then I will do 
it—and he got applause. To thinking 
people, when you hear somebody say, 
‘‘if Congress doesn’t do what is nec-
essary,’’ which is required by the Con-
stitution, ‘‘I will do it,’’ it sounds like 

I am going to chuck the Constitution 
and do what I think is best. 

Now, I have read about those situa-
tions, of countries that had a fair and 
representative form of government. 
Ancient Greece and ancient Rome had 
senates that were somewhat represent-
ative. There have been types of rep-
resentative governments, and you 
would always find that, eventually, 
people had that desire for one rock 
solid leader. They would get tired of 
the disagreements because, as one of 
the English leaders had said—and it 
may have been Churchill—democracy 
is the worst form of government except 
for all of the others. It isn’t a pretty 
thing to watch, as has been said. It is 
like watching sausage being made. Yet 
when you strip away the checks and 
balances that the Founders put in 
place to keep one executive officer 
from just doing whatever he wanted, 
then you don’t have a democratic Re-
public as we are supposed to have; you 
have one man making the rules or one 
woman making the rules. It is time 
America woke up and realized their 
constitutional rights are at severe risk, 
and we are at risk as a result. 

I wanted to mention something else 
that happened here at the State of the 
Union. A wonderful young man got the 
longest, best applause of the evening 
here as the President recognized Cory 
sitting up there. 

In addition to Cory—the hero that 
that dear man is—I could see other uni-
formed people. In fact, there were some 
uniformed people up in that section up 
there, one of whom was not Cory but 
was Alonzo. The President didn’t rec-
ognize Alonzo because Alonzo was a 
staff sergeant at Fort Hood. With Nidal 
Hasan, people kept looking the other 
way. They kept giving him good officer 
evaluation reports because they didn’t 
want to be deemed to be profiling or 
doing something that was considered 
racist when the man made clear over 
and over that he was going to have to 
take action—violent action—against 
his country if they tried to ship him 
over and order him to fight Muslims 
overseas. 

I did not get to meet Alonzo last 
night. I looked up and waved a few 
times, but I have great respect for that 
man, and he deserves so much better 
than he has been treated. He was shot 
six times; and apparently, while he is 
lying with six bullets in him, he real-
izes, as the shooting continues by 
Major Hasan, that he is not going to be 
able to pass off as dead because he is 
sweating profusely. As he says, dead 
people don’t sweat, so he figured he had 
better get out of there, as I understand, 
and he took off. That is when he got 
shot and lost one of his eyes. 

This administration has prevented 
Alonzo from getting the benefits he de-
serves because of an act of war, an act 
of terrorism. He is not even considered 
at the level of the 9/11 victims. He 
heard, Allah akbar, and he knew it was 
not going to go well. Everybody who 
heard that radical Islamist yell before 
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the murders began knew this was not 
workplace violence, that this wasn’t a 
postal employee going postal. This was 
a radical Islamist who was carrying 
out a war against what they consider 
to be infidels in America. They deserve 
to be treated as victims of an act of 
war—an act against them as uniformed 
military—and to get the benefits com-
ing to them. That is what should have 
happened. 

We heard the references last night to 
health care, and it kind of sounded like 
applause started when he was talking 
about how they were helping to reform 
health care, and then it died so quickly 
they must have realized, ooh, I don’t 
want to be on camera clapping for the 
reform of health care when people are 
hurting across America who have lost 
their insurance—people like me, who 
liked my insurance, but ObamaCare 
said your insurance policy is not good 
enough. So I lost it. Thank you very 
much. There are people in really tough 
shape around America who deserve bet-
ter health care than what ObamaCare 
is doing to them. 

There were so many things in the 
State of the Union address. He was 
talking about raising the minimum 
wage with Federal contractors with a 
stroke of the pen. I mean, how many 
other laws does the President want to 
pass with a stroke of the pen? It is not 
constitutional to make laws with one 
man’s pen. That is not the democratic 
Republic we are supposed to be. There 
was even, it sounded like, some snick-
ering when he said that. He didn’t talk 
about the millions who have lost their 
insurance as a result of ObamaCare. If 
it were only about trying to ensure the 
30 million people who reportedly didn’t 
have health insurance—they had 
health care; they didn’t have insur-
ance—then let’s direct it at those. 
Let’s don’t take millions and millions 
of Americans’ insurance away in the 
process. 

As far as illegal immigration, one of 
the newspapers in my district—Long-
view—had an article, an op-ed, in 
which they were saying I was opposed 
to immigration reform. Obviously, 
they read left-wing blogs and don’t 
read and talk to me and understand 
what I have said repeatedly. 

We desperately need immigration re-
form in America, but every time any-
body here starts talking about legal 
status—amnesty—the ICE agents and 
the ICE union representatives tell us 
repeatedly that more people try to 
rush into the United States, that more 
people die trying to come across the 
desert, that more people fall into 
human trafficking and a horrible life. 
My position has been clear for anyone 
who cares to see or hear, and it is sup-
ported by so many other Republicans. 

Mr. President has the money; he has 
got the wherewithal; he has got the 
manpower to secure our border. As 
soon as it is secured, as verified by the 
border States, we will come to an im-
migration reform bill so fast that peo-
ple won’t be able to believe it; but until 

the President enforces existing law, 
there is no sense in talking about it 
and luring more people to their deaths, 
more people in here. Control the bor-
der. Secure it. Don’t close it. We need 
that water continuing to flow into this 
pond, but secure it so we know who is 
coming in, and when people are here 
without valid visas, we need to pick 
them up. 
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Nearly 40 to 50 percent of the people 
that are here illegally came legally and 
overstayed their visas. Enforce the 
visas. 

And so when a guy has been 
radicalized, do your homework. Don’t 
let Tsarnaev back in when he doesn’t 
have a passport and there are all kinds 
of indications he is now a terrorist. 
Don’t let him in. We could have done 
without that one. 

Secure the border. We will get an im-
migration bill done immediately after 
that. But before that, there is no rea-
son to expect the President will ever 
secure the border. 

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

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Mr. WESTMORELAND (at the request of 
Mr. CANTOR) for today on account of 
medical reasons and weather. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 31 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, January 
31, 2014, at 3 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

4597. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2013-0002] [Internal Agency 
Docket No.: FEMA-8315] received January 10, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

4598. A letter from the Regulatory Spe-
cialist, LRA, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Appraisals for Higher-Priced Mortgage Loans 
[Docket No.: OCC-2013-0009] (RIN: 1557-AD70) 
received January 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

4599. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Registration 
of Municipal Advisors; Temporary Stay of 
Final Rule [Release No.: 34-71288; File No. S7- 
45-10] (RIN: 3235-AK86) received January 16, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

4600. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 

transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ 
final rule — Medicaid Program; State Plan 
Home and Community-Based Services, 5- 
Year Period for Waivers, Provider Payment 
Reassignment, and Home and Community- 
Based Setting Requirements for Community 
First Choice and Home and Community- 
Based Services (HCBS) Waivers [CMS-2249-F; 
CMS-2296-F] (RIN: 0938-AO53; 0938-AP61) re-
ceived January 13, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

4601. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Enforcement, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Control of Military Training 
Equipment, Energetic Materials, Personal 
Protective Equipment, Shelters, Articles Re-
lated to Launch Vehicles, Missiles, Rockets, 
Military Explosives, and Related Items 
[Docket No.: 120201082-3709-02] (RIN: 0694- 
AF58) received January 15, 2014, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

4602. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Removal of Person from the En-
tity List Based on a Removal Request [Dock-
et No.: 131121982-3982-01] (RIN: 0694-AG03) re-
ceived January 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

4603. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fisheries 
of the Northeastern United States; North-
east Multispecies Fishery; Final Rule to 
Allow Northeast Multispecies Sector Vessels 
Access to Year-Round Closed Areas [Docket 
No.: 130319263-3823-02] (RIN: 0648-BD090) re-
ceived January 13, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

4604. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation 
of Pacific Cod in the Western Regulatory 
Area of the Gulf of Alaska Management Area 
[Docket No.: 120918468-3111-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC975) received January 13, 2014, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

4605. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation 
of Pacific Cod in the Central Regulatory 
Area of the Gulf of Alaska Management Area 
[Docket No.: 120918468-3111-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XC976) received January 13, 2014, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

4606. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North-
eastern United States; Summer Flounder 
Fishery; Commercial Quota Available for the 
State of New Jersey [Docket No.: 111220786- 
1781-01] (RIN: 0648-XD012) received January 
13, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

4607. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North-
eastern United States; Summer Flounder 
Fishery; Quota Transfer [Docket No.: 
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