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Frenchman. Anyone can come to 
America to live and become an Amer-
ican. 

Unfortunately, our current President 
and his friends in Congress want to 
turn their backs on what made Amer-
ica great. Their anti-immigrant agenda 
will lead to the deportation of millions 
and drastic cuts in legal immigration. 

The last time Congress restricted im-
migration in this way was almost 100 
years ago. Back then, conservatives 
were worried that there were too many 
Italians and Jews who were arriving on 
our shores. Now, they are concerned 
about Mexican, Nigerian, and Chinese 
immigrants. The rhetoric may have 
shifted, the targets may have changed, 
but it is the same kind of backward, 
un-American thinking that existed 
then. 

The American people are too smart 
for this. We don’t fear people who don’t 
speak like us or look like us or even 
pray the way we do. Time and time 
again, we have rejected the racists and 
the nativists of this country. We have 
done it before, and we will do it again. 

Madam Speaker, I don’t have to look 
at the polls to tell you that there are a 
lot more Americans like Aaron 
Chamberlin from Phoenix than like 
Donald Trump. 

Aaron is a restaurant owner in Phoe-
nix. When he learned that a young prep 
chef named Suny Santana was undocu-
mented, Aaron said Suny could stay as 
long as he found a way to fix his un-
documented status. 

Thankfully, Suny qualified for 
DACA. He worked hard and thrived. In 
fact, he did so well that Aaron offered 
to partner with him in opening his very 
own new restaurant in downtown Phoe-
nix. But then, cruelly and without 
warning, President Trump terminated 
DACA and stripped away Suny’s status, 
throwing his entire life into limbo. 

Democrats are fighting for Dreamers 
like Suny and for businessowners like 
Aaron who believe in them. 

We are also fighting for veterans like 
Miguel Perez of Chicago. Miguel has 
lived in this country since he was 8 
years old. He served two tours in Af-
ghanistan and suffers from PTSD as a 
result of his service. Unfortunately, as 
is too often the case with us, this led to 
problems with addiction. Miguel de-
serves our support. Instead, he is facing 
deportation. 

As I speak, Miguel is currently sit-
ting in an ICE detention center in Ke-
nosha, Wisconsin, which happens to be 
in the district of our Speaker, PAUL 
RYAN. 

Miguel isn’t alone. Hundreds of im-
migrants who served our country in 
uniform could now be deported at the 
behest of a President who has never 
served one day in service to this coun-
try. These are men and women who 
took an oath to protect and defend this 
Nation. They have earned the right to 
call this country home. They have 
earned the right to call themselves 
Americans. To deport these brave men 
and women after they have fought 

under our flag dishonors the service of 
all of us who risked our lives for this 
country. 

We must find a way to protect 
Dreamers and immigrant families, in-
cluding brave immigrants who served 
in uniform. The American people are 
on our side. They know that Trump’s 
fearful vision for our future is incom-
patible with who we are as Americans. 
They are proud to live in a country 
that attracts the brightest minds and 
the hardest workers from all around 
the world. They understand that exclu-
sion and hate are the exact opposite of 
what makes America America. 

This Nation did not become great by 
kicking out immigrants who fight hard 
like Miguel or who dream big like 
Suny. Unlike every other country on 
Earth, we aren’t defined by where we 
come from, but we are defined by what 
we believe. 

Donald Trump may not understand 
that, but the American people do. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 
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IMMIGRATION REFORM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GARRETT) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, it is 
a somber time to come into this Cham-
ber as we have colleagues at the other 
end of the building who formed some-
thing they call the Common Sense Coa-
lition, which is, I think, a gentle eu-
phemism like so many things in this 
town are, which might well be called 
the ‘‘kick the can down the road’’ coa-
lition, the ‘‘doing the same thing again 
and again and again and again and ex-
pecting a different result’’ coalition, or 
the ‘‘those who do not learn from the 
past are doomed to repeat it’’ coali-
tion. 

The photo that is to my left and to 
your right if you are viewing at home 
is of me at a ceremony at Red Hill 
Farm in the Fifth District of Virginia, 
where a man named Patrick Henry 
lived. 

Patrick Henry is notable as an early 
patriot who sought to ensure the bless-
ings of self-determination and liberty 
for a fledgling nation that determined 
that it was unjust that they should be 
governed by edict from across the sea 
and most notably said the words: ‘‘I 
know not what course others may take; 
but as for me, give me liberty or give 
me death.’’ 

Indeed, anyone who signed the Dec-
laration of Independence understood at 
that time that they were literally sign-
ing their own death warrant, yet they 
did because it was the right thing to 
do. 

Today we have degenerated into a po-
litical class that knows pandering and 
efforts to placate individuals without 
the interests of the mass constituency 
that we all unitedly serve, and that is 
the American people. 

In fact, when Patrick Henry spoke 
about liberty one day in a separate 
speech, from the back of the room, 
someone shouted, ‘‘Treason,’’ and 
Henry responded eloquently: ‘‘If this be 
treason, make the most of it.’’ 

What has happened to our leaders? 
So that day I spoke to a group of a 

couple of dozen new Americans from 
every corner of the world—from Asia, 
Africa, the Middle East, Europe, and 
South America—who had, in some in-
stances, worked decades to become 
Americans and to earn those blessings 
of liberty gained for us by people like 
Patrick Henry, like 1 million nameless 
faces who died of combat death, dis-
ease, or starvation during a war to end 
the horrific institution of slavery, and 
like Abraham Lincoln and Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. 

So they, indeed, looked like Amer-
ica—Brown people, White people, Black 
people, Asian people, American peo-
ple—and they earned it. But what is 
coming out of the Senate now essen-
tially throws aside the sacrifices of so 
many in order to score political points. 

It was, indeed, one of the greatest 
honors of my life to welcome those new 
brothers and sisters to our American 
family. Yet the process through which 
they pained and labored does not in 
any way mirror the process that we 
would continue by kicking the can 
down the road under the proposed Sen-
ate ‘‘compromise.’’ 

I could really, literally, do this all 
day, all week, all month, and all year if 
I wanted to highlight the cases of indi-
viduals who had lost their lives because 
our Federal Government is completely 
unwilling to enforce the laws that it 
currently has on the books. 

b 1245 

Many of you recognize the lovely face 
of Kate Steinle, who was enjoying a 
beautiful afternoon in the Embar-
cadero district of San Francisco on pier 
14 with her dad. A graduate of Cal 
Poly, San Luis Obispo, she worked in 
the medical field and had recently 
moved in with her boyfriend when an 
illegal who had been deported 5 times, 
who the local government refused to 
turn over to Federal authorities, dis-
charged a weapon that he stole from a 
member of law enforcement at what he 
said was a sea lion—which is bad 
enough—and killed this lovely young 
woman whom her friends say loved 
yoga and helping others. 

Reports indicate that among her last 
words was a plea to her father to please 
help. She passed away because we 
refuse to enforce our law. 

Edwin Jackson, a linebacker for the 
Indianapolis Colts, was born in the 
same town that I was: Atlanta, Geor-
gia. He didn’t have big-time football of-
fers out of high school. Indeed, instead 
of the University of Georgia or Florida 
or Clemson, he matriculated to Georgia 
Southern University. But he worked, 
and he worked with an optimism that 
radiated from the very smile on his 
face. 
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And not long ago, Edwin Jackson be-

came one of nearly 1,000 people per 
year who die in alcohol-related acci-
dents involving people in this country 
illegally; as well as his Uber driver, 
Jeffrey Monroe, who should also be 
noted. Edwin Jackson’s obituary indi-
cated that his greatest goal in life was 
to be a positive role model for young 
people to overcome challenges. 

The individual who was detained had 
a blood alcohol content of .239, or near-
ly three times the legal limit. He had 
been deported twice before, tried to run 
from the scene, and lied to police offi-
cers about his name upon his apprehen-
sion. 

Edwin Jackson and Jeffrey Monroe 
are dead because we refuse to enforce 
our laws. 

Denise Mosier, in my home State of 
Virginia, in 2010, was riding in a van 
with two other nuns from the 33-women 
monastery where she made her home, 
aspiring to help people. Her two dear 
friends were horrifically injured in an 
accident that took Miss Mosier’s life. 
This Benedictine nun had devoted her 
life to the service of others. Quite lit-
erally, you could find nothing bad that 
anyone could say about this woman. 

The driver who took her life was ulti-
mately charged with DUI third or sub-
sequent offense. He had arrived ille-
gally in this country and was only 
weeks away from a deportation hear-
ing, which he was only having because 
of his multiple prior arrests for driving 
under the influence. 

Tragically, our unwillingness to en-
force our own laws cost about 10 per-
cent of the community at the mon-
astery where Denise Mosier made her 
home dearly and cost about 4 percent 
their life. 

In fact, 13 percent of all drunk driv-
ers arrested in the United States every 
year are here illegally—13 percent of 
1.5 million. And the death toll of 
drunk-driving-related offenses in this 
country is about 10,000 per year. So ex-
trapolating those numbers, nearly 1,000 
people per year are killed in alcohol-re-
lated accidents involving those here il-
legally. And we refuse to enforce our 
own laws. 

Peter Hacking was a volunteer fire 
department captain in Texas. One 
afternoon not long ago, Peter stopped 
off Highway 78 to pick up his children, 
which included 4-year-old Ellie and a 
son who was 2, when they were killed 
by a previously deported drunk driver, 
who ultimately received a sentence of 
about 2 years, and who was here be-
cause we will not secure our border and 
we will not enforce our laws. 

Let me be clear: those two dozen or 
so individuals whom I had the great 
honor—of all faiths and all creeds from 
around the world—of welcoming into 
our American family are American just 
like everyone watching this today. But 
those who are not here legally, who 
will not go through the processes pre-
scribed by this very body, are a dis-
credit to those who work so hard and 
those who have sacrificed so much to 

make this Nation the beacon of free-
dom that it is. And no nation of laws 
can perpetuate itself so long as it looks 
the other way as its laws are selec-
tively enforced and not enforced. 

Tessa Tranchant, from Virginia 
Beach, Virginia, was riding with a 
girlfriend and killed by a drunk driver 
here illegally. 

Danny Oliver and Michael Davis were 
law enforcement professionals from 
Sacramento, California. They were 
murdered by a frequently deported in-
dividual who swears that he will find a 
way to kill more police officers. 

Dominic Durden was killed while 
riding his motorcycle by an illegal 
drunk driver. 

Jamiel Shaw was brutally shot and 
murdered by an illegal. 

Marilyn Pharis, who devoted her life 
to the service of this Nation in the 
United States Air Force, was beaten, 
tortured, raped, and murdered by an il-
legal who had been arrested 6 times in 
15 months, the most recent time being 
8 days before this crime was per-
petrated but not reported to Federal 
authorities because the sanctuary com-
munity that she was in did not deem it 
worthy to report. 

I want to see a healthy and robust 
immigration system into this country, 
legally. I want to live in a nation that 
enforces the very laws that these bod-
ies pass to protect those people who we 
are tasked with serving, the American 
people, be they naturalized or native 
born. 

I literally could keep telling these 
stories for weeks and weeks and weeks. 

So we now find fiscal responsibility a 
rallying cry from individuals who don’t 
seem to care about that at any point in 
time except for when it is convenient 
to their political agenda. We have a 
President in the White House who sug-
gested that we would build a border 
wall and we would have those who are 
responsible for the immigration prob-
lem pay for it. We have a media that 
glowingly and gleefully pokes fun and 
asks: How is that plan going for you? 

Well, I have a proposal. About 92 per-
cent of foreign nationals in U.S. Fed-
eral prisons are here illegally. That is 
over 9 out of 10. That comes out to 
about 34,500 inmates in our Federal 
prison system here illegally. And they 
are not here for immigration viola-
tions. They are here for robbery; they 
are here for rape; they are here for 
murder. 

The cost to incarcerate one indi-
vidual in the Federal prison system an-
nually is about $32,500. I’m not that 
good at math, but that comes out to 
about $1.1 billion per year. If you move 
away from the Federal prison system 
and extrapolate those numbers across 
the State prison systems, you are look-
ing at something like $9.5 billion per 
year to incarcerate illegals here con-
victed of violent crimes, felonies. We 
are talking about prisons, not jails. 

Now, the Senate plan says: Okay. 
Well, what we are going to do is we are 
going to spend $18 billion over 10 years. 

I will tell you what. If we can just se-
cure the Southern border and stop the 
inflow of illegals, we could reduce our 
Federal and State prison expenditures 
by about $9.5 billion a year, and I’ll get 
you your $18 billion in 2 years. 

In other words, you want to pay for 
this wall? 

Build it; it will pay for itself. And 
that is in dollars and cents. 

But, folks, how do you quantify the 
lives of these people? 

How do you put a dollar value on the 
life of a woman who spent her entire 
life serving our country and was tor-
tured, raped, and murdered by someone 
who had been arrested just 6 days be-
fore and, under the Federal law, should 
have been reported to Federal authori-
ties, but they didn’t think it was nec-
essary in California? 

Or Jamiel, is there a dollar value you 
can put on this young man’s life? 

How do you quantify these lives? 
How about these law enforcement pro-
fessionals? How about this teenage girl 
from Virginia Beach, Virginia? How 
about a firefighter and father of a 22- 
month-old and a 4-year-old? How about 
a nun who devoted her entire life to 
serving others? How about a football 
player who worked his way up from the 
bottom and only wanted to motivate 
and inspire young people who faced 
challenging circumstances? 

I genuinely love my brothers and sis-
ters of all races, creeds, and origins; I 
genuinely do. I welcome them to apply 
to a process to allow them to avail 
themselves of the benefits of, I believe, 
the greatest Nation the Earth has ever 
seen. Winston Churchill said: ‘‘Democ-
racy was the worst form of govern-
ment, except for all the others.’’ This 
is the worst country in the world, ex-
cept for all the others. 

But if we won’t enforce the laws that 
we pass, who are we? What have we be-
come? And if we won’t protect those 
people who protect us—firefighters, po-
lice officers, nuns, and mothers—how 
can we look at ourselves? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. BUDD). 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend and colleague from Virginia for 
yielding. I really thank him for his 
leadership on this issue. 

The last time I spoke on this floor on 
immigration, I talked about three prin-
ciples: One, Americans have the right 
to determine who becomes citizens 
through laws; two, the people who do 
come here should be in the best inter-
est of American citizens; and three, 
that we have the right to enforce those 
choices. 

The people who do come here should 
be in the best interest of American 
citizens. That is key. What we are 
doing now isn’t there yet. We allow, 
today, one individual to get a green 
card. Then he is able to sponsor his im-
mediate family and relatives. And then 
the relatives can sponsor their rel-
atives. Then the relatives of those rel-
atives can sponsor their relatives and 
so on, until there is no one in the fam-
ily left to sponsor or no one left who 
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even wants to come to the United 
States. 

Potentially, this could go on forever. 
This is called chain migration, and 65 
percent of our green cards are awarded 
through this chain migration. That is 
about 700,000 people every year gaining 
permanent residence in our country 
through no other criteria than that 
they happen to be related to someone 
who lives here. 

We have no idea whether these indi-
viduals are going to be economically 
successful. We have no idea whether 
they will contribute to our country. We 
don’t even look at those characteris-
tics for chain migration. The impor-
tant question is who the immigrant is 
related to, not whether or not he might 
help America be a safer or a more pros-
perous country. Chain migration does 
not meet that key principle. American 
immigration should be in the best in-
terest of Americans. 

The Securing America’s Future Act 
ends this chain migration. It stops it 
for everyone except the children and 
spouses of immigrants. But those rel-
atives cannot bring in additional immi-
grants, so the chain is broken. The Se-
curing America’s Future Act, in turn, 
replaces those immigrants with skilled 
workers, workers who could help us 
build a better future. 

I think about it this way: there are 
150 million people around the world 
who would say that they would emi-
grate to the United States if they were 
just given the opportunity. What a 
great country. We could do what we do 
now and let those people enter on the 
basis of who they are related to. That 
is what we are doing. Or we could let in 
the best engineers, doctors, nurses, 
teachers, and businessmen. We can let 
in those who could speak English well, 
who know our system of government, 
who have gone to university. But that 
can only happen if we end chain migra-
tion. 

The chain migration proposal in the 
Securing America’s Future Act be-
comes even more crucial when we look 
at the DACA issue. If we allow DACA 
recipients to get some form of resi-
dency, past history tells us that they 
will potentially sponsor around 31⁄2 im-
migrants each. That is a 2- to 3-mil-
lion-person increase in the immigrant 
population. That is a huge incentive 
for future immigrants to come here il-
legally. 

b 1300 

The notion that you will get to bring 
your whole family over here if you 
manage to enter illegally is part of 
what led to the 2013–2014 border crisis. 
When the previous administration was 
rumored to be granting amnesty, tens 
of thousands of Latin American fami-
lies sent their minor children north. 

It was a national emergency, and it 
overwhelmed the Border Patrol and the 
immigrant processing facilities there 
in the Southwest. We had to pass emer-
gency appropriations just to process 
these individuals. Any DACA fix that 

does not also include additional border 
security and protections against those 
migrating this way, they could really 
see a similar crisis. 

Madam Speaker, the Securing Amer-
ica’s Future Act is an incredible piece 
of legislation. And while I have dwelt 
on its chain migration provisions—and 
there are many more worthy reforms— 
this bill cracks down on sanctuary cit-
ies, which my colleague mentioned ear-
lier. It includes Kate’s Law to toughen 
penalties against those who are de-
ported, come back to the United 
States, and commit crimes. It includes 
mandatory E-Verify to crack down on 
businesses that break the law. It ends 
the diversity visa lottery, one of the 
most senseless Federal policies that I 
can think of. 

I thank Chairman GOODLATTE for his 
efforts on this; I thank Representative 
LABRADOR, one of our staunchest con-
servative leaders in the House, for his 
leadership in crafting this bill; and I 
thank Representative GARRETT for or-
ganizing this opportunity to discuss 
the bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
thank Representative BUDD for his 
comments. 

At this time, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida, (Mr. YOHO). 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to thank my good colleague from 
Virginia (Mr. GARRETT) and everybody 
else who has participated in this im-
portant topic. 

For far too long, Washington has al-
lowed our broken immigration system 
to fester. Since 1986, when safeguards 
were put in place to protect our Nation 
from illegal immigration, we have seen 
the rule of law not followed, and it has 
led to the situation we have today. 
This is not an overnight sensation that 
just has happened. 

If you look at the number one role of 
government, it is to provide for the 
common defense of our Nation and the 
security of our Nation. Madam Speak-
er, you cannot have a secure nation if 
you don’t have secure borders. That is 
one of the reasons we lock our car 
doors. That is one of the reasons we 
lock our house doors is to secure our 
family. 

Well, the government’s role is to se-
cure their Nation and the people within 
it so that we can have a secure nation, 
the peace of mind that our families are 
protected from people that shouldn’t be 
here in the first place. We need to re-
form our system so that we have legal 
immigration that is not burdensome to 
the point where it doesn’t work, and 
that is what Washington has been well 
known for. We need to seek real re-
forms that cut down on illegal immi-
gration while protecting and bolstering 
the legal immigration system. 

Our Nation is a nation of immi-
grants, and Theodore Roosevelt ad-
dressed this, I think, very succinctly in 
1907 in a speech when he talked about 
our land being a land of immigrants, 
how we have come over from other 
countries from around the world. But 

he also went on to say and talk about 
the values of America, that we, being a 
land of immigrants, understand this: 
There is but room for one flag. It is the 
American flag. You need to honor it. 
There is room but for one language. It 
is English. You need to learn it. 

Immigration without assimilation is 
an invasion, and that is really what we 
have, an invasion, because we don’t 
know who is here. We don’t know 
where they came from. 

And Dreamers who were brought here 
to this country, I think we are all sym-
pathetic. They were brought here to 
this country at no fault of their own 
and registered with DHS under DACA. 
There is a program where they could 
have registered. They are a different 
class, but they can be handled in a sys-
tematic manner, whether it starts off 
with probationary periods, running 
background checks, ensuring all fines 
are paid for outstanding traffic tickets 
or other, among other things. And I 
stand with and I am a cosponsor of the 
Goodlatte-Labrador bill. I think it is a 
great start. As immigration policies or 
as policies up here in Washington, we 
know they change over time, and so I 
think this is a good start. 

We need to strengthen our border— 
that needs to be paramount—and tight-
en our borders through what the Cus-
toms and Border Patrol tell us to do. 

You know, there are people who want 
to build a wall from sea to shining sea. 
I think we should build a wall where 
the experts say we need to build a wall 
and do other forms of security, but the 
bottom line is we have to have a secure 
border. And it is not just our southwest 
border; it is all of our borders. And I 
think every American should be con-
cerned about this, and you would think 
they would want this. 

We also should allow Customs and 
Border Patrol to survey and make rec-
ommendations for how they think best 
we can increase the security of, again, 
not just our southern border but, 
again, all the borders. 

Sanctuary cities who openly defy 
Federal immigration law place Amer-
ican citizens at risk, and I would hope 
the people in those cities, the citizens 
of those cities, would rise up and hold 
their elected officials accountable so 
that it is not a political platform that 
a party wants to promote. All you have 
to do is look at the many people who 
have been killed by people here ille-
gally, and they rush for the protection 
of a sanctuary city. 

And these are cities, again, that are 
breaking the Federal law. They defy 
Federal law without consequence. Con-
gress does have the power to hold these 
people accountable, these States. And, 
again, it will be the citizens of those 
cities, hopefully, who will rise up and 
say enough is enough. 

The Goodlatte-Labrador bill, H.R. 
4760, the Securing America’s Future 
Act, I cosponsored because it lays out a 
plan to address many of the immigra-
tion reform priorities: It eliminates 
the diversity visa, which is just a hap-
penstance. If you are the lucky one 
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who pulls the right number, you get 
the lottery ticket, and the lottery tick-
et is coming here to America. It elimi-
nates the diversity visa to increase the 
number of skilled worker visas. It cre-
ates a new agriculture guest worker 
program. 

And I am proud because some of the 
recommendations we have are in that 
bill, and so we want to see that pass. 
This is one of the things that has to 
happen. 

But before we can go forward, we 
have to make sure that the borders are 
secured, that the rule of law is en-
forced, and that we have a good guest 
worker program. It also requires em-
ployers to utilize the E-Verify system 
to ensure their employees are legally 
able to work in this country. 

The good thing about the E-Verify 
system, it also gives protection to the 
employer, knowing that they went 
through the process that the govern-
ment says they must go through and 
they have hired people that the govern-
ment says are okay. So it gives protec-
tion not just to our employers, but it 
gives protection to the people here, 
who come here for the privilege of com-
ing to America to work. 

It invests in a new security measure 
for our borders, gives registered DACA 
recipients a renewable 3-year legal sta-
tus, while ensuring individuals who 
could cause harm are not eligible for it. 
It withholds grants and Federal fund-
ing from sanctuary cities and gets rid 
of the chain migration. 

So this, I think, is a very strong bill. 
I think it is a very good bill, that it ac-
complishes the goal. It could always be 
better. It is not comprehensive immi-
gration reform, but it is a great start. 

You know, working in the agricul-
tural sector for 35 years of my life as a 
veterinarian working on the farms, I 
talked to a lot of the immigrants, and 
a lot of the immigrants that I talked to 
were here illegally. And I asked them: 
Do you want to be a citizen of the 
United States? 

They said: No. The majority of them 
didn’t. They wanted the opportunity— 
the opportunity—to come here to make 
some money to go back home, and I 
think we should accommodate that. 

And then if you talk to other immi-
grants who are here and they migrated 
here legally, I asked them: Why did 
you come here? Why did your parents 
come here? 

And do you know what it always 
comes down to? They wanted oppor-
tunity, and they wanted security, and 
they wanted a better life for their fam-
ily. 

So our broken system does not ac-
complish that, and it is time to fix the 
broken system, and this is the time to 
do it. 

With that, I thank the gentleman for 
bringing up this great topic, this pas-
sionate topic, and with your work, 
your help, we can accomplish this. 

Mr. GARRETT. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
YOHO), my friend and colleague, for his 
comments. 

In 42 years, 3,037 Americans have 
been killed on U.S. soil by foreign-born 
terrorists. There have been 182 foreign- 
born terrorists, to be precise, who have 
taken the lives of almost 3,050 Ameri-
cans, and 63 of those 182, or greater 
than a third, came here legally on 
visas, to include the diversity visa 
scheme. In fact, our office has tried rel-
atively diligently to calculate the ac-
tual death toll of native-born Ameri-
cans by recipients of diversity visas, 
unsuccessfully. These are difficult data 
points. 

But just in the last few years, the 
name Sayfullo Saipov has been in the 
American news. This jihadist who had 
an admiration for terrorists, to include 
the murderous raping, intolerant thugs 
of ISIS, took the lives of eight Ameri-
cans and injured many more in a truck 
attack on Halloween, just last October. 
He was the recipient of a diversity lot-
tery visa. 

Before that, Abdurasul Hasanovich 
Juraboev from Uzbekistan was also the 
recipient of a diversity lottery visa, 
and he was arrested in 2015 for con-
spiring to ‘‘kill as many Americans as 
he could.’’ He wrote: 

I am in the USA now. We don’t have the 
weapons we need. Is it possible to commit 
ourselves as dedicated martyrs anyway while 
here? What I am saying is, to get guns, to 
shoot Obama, and then maybe get shot our-
selves. Would that do? That would strike 
fear into the hearts of the infidels. 

This legal diversity visa recipient 
from Brooklyn said: 

If this is not successful, maybe bomb 
Coney Island. 

Fortunately, he was arrested before 
he could bring to fruition his plans to 
assault individuals in the very Nation 
that had so graciously opened its 
doors. 

It is incredibly interesting to me the 
results that I learned when my wife 
and I engaged in that which is all the 
rage these days and looked at our DNA. 
I found out I had relatives from mul-
tiple continents, and I am proud of 
that. But I am an American just like 
those people who stood with me that 
day at the home of the great American 
patriot Patrick Henry, from Africa and 
Asia, the Middle East, South America, 
Europe, Oceania. They are my Amer-
ican brothers and sisters. They did ev-
erything by the numbers and availed 
themselves of a dream that we all 
share. Those who do not, cheapen the 
sacrifice made by so many who have 
come before them. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 
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SUCCEEDING ON BEHALF OF THE 
AMERICAN PEOPLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WOODALL) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, I 
very much appreciate that, and I ap-
preciate you being here with us on a 
Thursday afternoon. 

I know that you came to Congress 
with the same optimism that I came to 
Congress with, and that is, if only we 
work hard enough together, if only we 
commit ourselves with earnestness to 
one another, we will be able to make a 
difference for folks. I still believe that, 
and I hope you still believe that, too, 
after your time here. 

I still believe that, if only we work 
hard enough, we are going to be able to 
serve the American people as we prom-
ised we would. But occasionally—occa-
sionally—I don’t want to vilify the en-
tire fourth estate today, Madam 
Speaker. There is not enough time to 
go through that today. But occasion-
ally, the fourth estate seems to suggest 
that we are failing the American peo-
ple when, in fact, we are succeeding on 
their behalf, and that is what I want to 
talk about this afternoon. 

We just came through a difficult 
budget time, Madam Speaker. We came 
through that not because of any fail-
ures of any man or woman in this insti-
tution. I want to make that clear. This 
House came together as a body back in 
July of last year and passed every sin-
gle national security appropriations 
bill that was upon us. 
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July of last year—3 months before 
the end of the fiscal year—this body 
came together and did its job to fund 
our men and women in uniform, fund 
border security, and fund those incred-
ibly important national security items 
that every single American family 
cares about. 

The Senate had been unable to get 
any of those bills passed. That brought 
us to just a week ago, when the Presi-
dent finally signed into law a funding 
bill for the United States Government 
to cover the remainder of fiscal year 
2018. 

I mentioned the House passed, in 
July of last year, all of the national se-
curity appropriations bills. In Sep-
tember of last year, Madam Speaker, 
the House passed all the rest of the ap-
propriations bills. So the entire Fed-
eral Government, from the perspective 
of the 435 men and women who serve in 
the House, that work was completed on 
time before the end of the fiscal year. 

But, again, the Senate was unable to 
take up any appropriations bills, for a 
variety of different reasons—and I am 
not interested in assigning that blame 
today. I am interested in figuring out 
what we can do about it going for-
ward—took until just a week ago for 
the Senate to sign an appropriations 
bill, craft a plan, and do what we call 
raising the caps so that we can get a 
funding agreement that will take us 
over the next 18 months. 

Madam Speaker, you can’t see it 
here, but I have a chart of defense 
spending going back over the last few 
years. In fact, I started the chart the 
year that I was running for Congress 
for the very first time. It was 2010. I 
came in in that big class of freshmen. 
There were 100 of us. Imagine that: 100 
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