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to amend it or change it. The President 
secretly negotiated it, and it will be 
brought to this floor for an up-or-down 
vote, no amendments allowed. Congress 
has given up all its rights as a legisla-
tive body and its constitutional rights 
as relate to trade agreements between 
the U.S. and foreign countries. 

If this were in the best interests of 
the United States or an urgent pri-
ority, it might make sense; but what it 
does is perpetuate a failed and failing 
trade policy. The United States of 
America, the Bush administration, is 
setting a record every month this year. 
Congratulations to the Bush adminis-
tration. They have us on track for 
beating last year’s trade deficit of $620 
billion to $720 billion, $2 billion a day 
borrowed from foreign interests rep-
resenting tens of thousands, hundreds 
of thousands of U.S. jobs that have 
moved to China, India, Central Amer-
ica, Latin America, Mexico and other 
countries chasing the cheapest labor 
they can find, the most exploited labor 
they can find, the most environmental 
depredations they can find around the 
world. 

They think that this is just working 
great. The President thinks that it just 
shows our economy is really strong. 
That is why we are running these huge 
trade deficits. So they want to rep-
licate it closer to home so U.S. compa-
nies do not have to go all the way to 
China to exploit cheap labor; they 
could move a little closer to home in 
Central America. 

When they offered NAFTA, the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce predicted it 
would create 170,000 jobs in the United 
States. Many on that side of the aisle 
are still talking about all the great 
jobs that will come from NAFTA. Of 
course, and now CAFTA, it actually 
cost the United States 880,000 jobs. So 
they were off by a million jobs. That is 
a pretty big miss. CAFTA is likely to 
accelerate that trend. 

They tell us, Oh, it’s just that we 
want to sell things to Central America. 
Think of the massive buying power of 
those people in Central America. They 
earn $2 a day. If they devoted all of the 
economies to all of the countries that 
would be included in CAFTA, if every 
penny in those countries was spent on 
buying U.S. goods, it would equal 5 
days’ production in the United States 
of America. 

No, it is not about selling U.S. goods 
there any more than it was about sell-
ing goods to Mexico or selling goods to 
China. It is creating an export platform 
for U.S. companies who want to move 
overseas and have cheaper labor and 
avoid environmental laws and protec-
tions in this country. 

The only problem with this theory is 
what happens to the middle class? 
What happens to the working people of 
this country? We are larding them 
down with a huge foreign debt, $2 bil-
lion a day, and they are losing their 
jobs. How is this model sustainable? It 
also undermines our sovereignty. As we 
borrow more and more money from 

overseas, China, Japan and other coun-
tries, they get more and more capable 
of squeezing our country economically. 

And it will hurt farmers. For the 
first time in our history, the United 
States of America is going to run a 
trade deficit in agriculture. That was 
going to be one of the big winners 
under the WTO, CAFTA, NAFTA. Oh, 
it’s going to be great for ag. I remem-
ber having all these farmers come in, 
Oh, this is going to help us so much, 
the wheat farmers in Oregon. They 
were back the next year saying, You 
were right. The Chinese bought one 
shipload and that was it. 

Now, they are talking about shipping 
wheat to the United States of America. 
We are going to run a trade deficit in 
agriculture. We are going to become 
not only dependent upon foreign coun-
tries to borrow money and build things 
that we use every day but to feed us, 
and we are going to ask them to lend 
us the money to buy the food to feed 
ourselves. 

This is not a policy that is sustain-
able and in the national economic in-
terest or the national economic secu-
rity or defense interest. We need a new 
model for trade, not replicating the old 
failed model. I am pleased to see that 
more and more and more of my col-
leagues are coming around to this con-
clusion. 

Defeat CAFTA. 
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IN SUPPORT OF LIEUTENANT 
PANTANO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, Saturday was the final day of 
the article 32 hearing for a Marine fac-
ing murder charges for actions he took 
against Iraqi insurgents in self-defense. 
A year ago in Iraq, Second Lieutenant 
Ilario Pantano made a split-second de-
cision to shoot two Iraqi insurgents 
who refused to follow his orders to stop 
their movement towards him. Two and 
a half months later a sergeant under 
his command, who never even saw the 
shooting and who was earlier demoted 
by Pantano for his lack of leadership 
abilities, accused him of murder. Now 
the case is in the hands of a hearing of-
ficer who must determine whether 
Lieutenant Pantano will face a court- 
martial. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today, as I 
have many other nights, in support of 
this bright young lieutenant. I have al-
ways maintained the innocence of 
Lieutenant Pantano, and I believe last 
week’s hearing produced information 
that will ultimately prove his inno-
cence. 

During the hearing, it became clear 
that the sergeant who accused Lieuten-
ant Pantano, Sergeant Coburn, dis-
obeyed orders to not grant interviews 
to the media on this case. At one point 
he left the stand after the hearing offi-
cer read him his rights and explained 

he could face charges for disobeying or-
ders. When he finally did return to tes-
tify on Saturday, he is reported to have 
said ‘‘I don’t know’’ or ‘‘I can’t remem-
ber’’ over 50 times. His story simply 
could not hold up under cross-examina-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that this 
man’s testimony cannot be considered 
credible. How can these charges move 
forward when the primary witness is 
someone who did not actually see the 
shooting and who cannot definitively 
stick to one recollection of the series 
of events that took place? If that is not 
enough evidence, let me also quote 
briefly from Navy Medal Corpsman 
George Gobles, the only other person 
present at the time of the shooting and 
the prosecution’s other main witness 
who took the stand. He called Pantano, 
and I quote, ‘‘a damn good leader.’’ He 
testified, ‘‘I felt the safest with, you 
know, this platoon, because more than 
anything because of Lieutenant 
Pantano, his leadership.’’ 

Likewise, Major Brian Neil, the oper-
ations officer for Pantano’s battalion, 
testified that Lieutenant Pantano was 
one of the finest second lieutenants he 
has ever known during his 17-year ca-
reer in the corps. He recalled the day of 
the shooting, testifying: ‘‘To me, it was 
a good day. We killed two obvious in-
surgents.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, as I have said many 
times before, Lieutenant Pantano is by 
all accounts an exceptional Marine. I 
hope that last week’s proceedings will 
finally bring out the truth in this case. 
I pray that the end is near so that the 
Pantano family can move forward with 
their lives. Hopefully, the facts can 
bring closure to this serious and sad 
mistake in the history of the Marine 
Corps. 

In conclusion, I continue to ask my 
colleagues to research the case and 
consider supporting House Resolution 
167, my bill to help support Lieutenant 
Pantano as he faces this battle. I en-
courage them to visit his mother’s Web 
site at www.defendthedefenders.org and 
learn more about this fine young Ma-
rine. I would be proud to call him my 
son or my son-in-law. 

I ask as I close today, Mr. Speaker, 
that God please bless Lieutenant 
Pantano’s family, to please bless our 
men and women in uniform and their 
families, and I ask God to continue to 
bless America. 

f 

b 1630 

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUHL). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. GUTIERREZ) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to discuss ways we can work together 
to create an immigration system that 
better reflects the enormous contribu-
tions immigrants make every day, re-
spects our Nation’s proud history of 
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