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and I applaud the significant contribu-
tions they have made and others and
the individual public broadcasting sta-
tions.

The legislation brought before the
House today would have effectively
gutted this fine institution of critical
funding necessary to accomplish the vi-
sion laid out by President Johnson.
The base bill would have cut a stag-
gering $100 million, stripping the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting of
one-quarter of its funding.

Critics maintain that the CPB has
strayed from its mandate of independ-
ence and impartiality. In fact, polls
show a large majority of Americans
think that the news and information
programming is more trustworthy,
more independent than that of network
and cable programming. A majority of
viewers also think PBS is a valuable
educational and cultural resource. A
poll commissioned by the board of di-
rectors confirmed that 48 percent of
those surveyed believe that funding for
public broadcasting should be in-
creased, not decreased.

Mr. Speaker, I, too, am concerned
about the independence of the Corpora-
tion for ©Public Broadcasting; and
today, I reluctantly join with many of
my colleagues in calling on the Presi-
dent to ask for the resignation of
chairman of the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting Kenneth Tomlinson. Mr.
Tomlinson has actively sought to un-
dermine, underfund, and ultimately
dismantle the very organization he has
been appointed to lead.

As the leader of CPB, Mr. Tomlinson
should be advocating for the continued
vitality of the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting. Instead, he seems bent
on politicizing its content, under-
mining the objectivity of its news anal-
ysis, and turning it into yet another
partisan organ. Mr. Tomlinson has
withheld publicly funded polls that
show strong support for public broad-
casting, and more recently, expressed
his desire to nominate Patricia Har-
rison as the new president.

The nomination of Ms. Harrison, a
former cochair of the Republican Na-
tional Committee, further calls into
question the impartiality of the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting and
flies in the face of the mandate of
President Johnson that the corpora-
tion was to be carefully guarded from
government and party control. Mr.
Tomlinson, regrettably, has not proved
to be a good steward of the immense
public trust placed in his charge.

Mr. Speaker, on that day in 1967,
President Johnson had high hopes for
the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting, and said, ‘‘Today we rededi-
cate a part of the airwaves, which be-
long to all the people, and we dedicate
them for the enlightenment of all the
people.”

Today, I am proud we have beaten
back this assault on public broad-
casting and taken an important step to
renew our commitment to public
broadcasting and restore the funding
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and independence necessary to ensure
that our children and their children
will continue to enjoy quality, inde-
pendent public broadcasting.

————————

SUPPORTING CLEAR LAW
ENFORCEMENT FOR IMMIGRATION

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

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, next
week I will introduce legislation that
received wide bipartisan support in the
last Congress, the Clear Law Enforce-
ment for Removal of Criminal Illegal
Aliens Act, better known as CLEAR.

This bill seeks to address a major cri-
sis in our country: the lack of enforce-
ment of our immigration laws.

The CLEAR Act makes clear that
State and local law enforcement can
and should help Federal agencies en-
force these laws.

We have no problem asking local law
enforcement to help enforce Federal
drug laws. We have no problem asking
local agencies to help in Federal man-
hunts for murderers and terrorists. We
even have no problem with deputy and
police enforcing Federal laws against
cigarette sales to minors.

Yet when the issue of immigration
enforcement arises, so do the squeals
that immigration is a Federal responsi-
bility and should not be pushed off on
the States. They are right. It is a Fed-
eral responsibility. The problem is that
the Federal Government is not taking
their responsibility very serious.

Mr. Speaker, the catastrophe of ille-
gal immigration has already been
pushed off on the States by the Federal
Government flatly refusing to do its
duty of enforcing the law. Our police
and deputies spend billions combating
illegal immigrant crime, including or-
ganized foreign gangs. This could have
been prevented by vigorous Federal en-
forcement at the border.

Our local jails are full of criminal il-
legal aliens, costing the States billions
per year. This could have been pre-
vented by vigorous Federal enforce-
ment at the border.

Our local hospital emergency rooms
are full of indigent illegal aliens who
drive up the cost of health care to a
point that hardworking Americans can
basically no longer afford it. This could
have been prevented by vigorous Fed-
eral enforcement at the border.

Our local schools are filled with chil-
dren of illegal immigrants who pay lit-
tle or no local taxes, but drive up prop-
erty taxes for hardworking American
families to cover the skyrocketing
costs of bilingual and special edu-
cation. This could have been prevented
by vigorous Federal enforcement at our
borders.

Our police routinely find illegals, in-
cluding those with criminal records.
They call the Federal Government,
which does nothing other than force
our police to release these criminals
back on to our streets. There are about
500,000 of them out there.
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This has got to stop, and this is a fair
bill, and it is intended to stop that.

Washington had its chance to enforce
the law, and it has failed the Nation.
Now it is time we stop putting obsta-
cles in the way of our police, deputies,
and State patrol helping to get this job
done.

Under the CLEAR Act, local law en-
forcement is authorized to not only ar-
rest illegal aliens but to transport
them to the nearest Federal detention
centers, including across State lines;
and if DHS does not pick them up im-
mediately, under CLEAR, the Federal
Government pays the tab for that, as
appropriate.

CLEAR authorizes new Federal re-
sources to support local law enforce-
ment, including immigration law
training, 20 new Federal detention cen-
ters and more if they are needed.

The CLEAR Act makes illegal immi-
gration a criminal offense, not just a
civil offense. Repeat offenders will face
serious jail time, not a free ride back
to the border.

Mr. Speaker, next week this House
will have a chance to start getting seri-
ous about fighting our national crisis
of illegal immigration. I urge every
Member in this House to join us as an
original cosponsor.

———

SMART SECURITY AND THE NEED
FOR AN IRAQ PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it is
time for Congress to take a good hard
look at the role the United States is
playing in Iraq and whether it is in our
national interests to maintain a mili-
tary presence there.

We need to acknowledge the fact that
Iraq’s insurgency 1is growing in
strength, not diminishing. It is the
very presence of our 150,000-or-so Amer-
ican troops in Iraq that unites the
growing collection of insurgent forces.

Since our military presence encour-
ages further fighting, this war will con-
tinue as long as the United States
troops remain in Iraq, appearing to be
occupiers of their country. That is why
Congress must accept that we cannot
possibly be successful through military
means alone.

During consideration of the defense
authorization bill on May 25 for fiscal
year 2006, I offered an amendment urg-
ing the President to develop a plan for
the withdrawal of troops from Iraq.
Surprisingly, this is the first time the
House formally debated the possibility
of withdrawal from Iraq, and that was
over a 2-year period. While my amend-
ment was defeated, it is clear that Con-
gress is starting to get serious about
the need to end the war in Iraq. 128
Members, including five Republicans,
voted for this important amendment,
but there is much more work to be
done.

The Iraqg war has now raged on for
more than 2 years, and we are no closer
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to winning this conflict than we were
when President Bush declared an end
to major combat operations under an
arrogant banner declaring ‘‘Mission
Accomplished.”

Despite this lack of progress, the war
has exacted a deeply troubling human
and financial toll. In just over 2 years
of war, almost 1,800 American soldiers
and an estimated 25,000 innocent Iraqi
bystanders have been killed. The Pen-
tagon lists the number of Americans
wounded as over 12,000; but that does
not take into consideration the invis-
ible wounds many of our soldiers have
brought home, the painful mental trau-
ma they have contracted from months
and years of fighting, watching their
friends being killed or wounded by the
insurgents, and killing and wounding
others themselves, a lot to live with
when they finally come home.
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When accounting for these psycho-
logical injuries, the number of wounded
jumps to more than 40,000 soldiers.
Given what is at stake here, do the
American people not deserve a plan?
Do our brave men and women who are
selflessly sacrificing their time and en-
ergy, not to mention their arms, legs
and lives for this war, not deserve a
plan? And it would be helpful for their
families to know what the plan is in
Iraq.

We have asked the President to ad-
dress Iraq’s lack of security. We have
asked him to come up with a plan for
ending the war. He has not; so we will.

After we bring the troops home, we
do have a plan. There is a plan. It is a
plan that would secure America for the
future, the SMART Security resolu-
tion, which I recently reintroduced
with the support of 50 of my House col-
leagues. SMART is Sensible Multilat-
eral American Response to Terrorism
for the 21st Century, and it will help
address the threats we face as a Na-
tion. SMART Security will ensure
America’s security by reaching out and
engaging the Iraqi people.

Instead of rushing off to war for the
wrong reasons, SMART Security en-
courages the United States to work
with other nations to address the most
pressing global problems. Because not
every international problem has a mili-
tary answer, SMART Security will pre-
vent terrorism by addressing the very
conditions that give rise to terrorism
in the very first place: poverty, de-
spair, resource scarcity and lack of
proper education, as an example.

SMART Security also encourages de-
mocracy building, human rights edu-
cation, conflict resolution through
nonmilitary means, educational oppor-
tunities, and strengthening civil pro-
grams in the developing world. These
are the best ways to encourage democ-
racy in countries like Iraq, not through
wars that cost thousands of unneces-
sary deaths and cost billions of dollars.
The SMART approach is the best way
to reach out to Iraq. It is time we
stopped putting all of our eggs in the
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military basket and started getting
smart about our national security.

STOP COUNTERFEIT POLLS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCcCAUL of Texas). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, today I
want to call attention to the June 25
Bulgarian and July 3 Albanian par-
liamentary elections. Voters in these
developing economies deserve the op-
portunity to exercise the freedoms that
were unavailable to them for so long.

As the world’s greatest democracy,
we should strive to foster the ideals of
freedom in these developing democ-
racies. Free and fair elections are the
first essential step in this long and ar-
duous process.

As a member of the International
Anti-Piracy Caucus, I am a proud sup-
porter of international intellectual
property protection.

As Albania and Bulgaria move
through the election process, they
should understand that part of the
process of becoming free is making
sure that applicable laws are in force
both locally and internationally. Fail-
ure to punish those that disregard laws
will mean that these countries will not
become accepted players on the world
stage for some time to come.

Part of the process for providing free
and fair elections is respecting and en-
forcing the intellectual property rights
of American businesses assisting in
these elections.

Therefore, I call upon the sitting gov-
ernments of these two nations, includ-
ing their justice ministries and central
election commissions, to condemn the
distribution of counterfeit Gallup polls
that are being used to distort the
democratic process during their par-
liamentary elections.

Promotion of democracy is one of the
core pillars of our national security
policy. Bulgaria and Albania are both
important allies in the war on terror.
It is essential that the elected leader-
ship of these two great nations remain
committed to defeating, preserving,
and extending freedom and the rule of
law. The citizens of these great coun-
tries have already made substantial
progress in the fight for democracy. It
is unfortunate, however, that a small
segment of society has chosen to act
nefariously in an attempt to distort
the election process by misuse of the
Gallup name.

George H. Gallup, the founder of the
Gallup Poll, felt that providing a voice
to all people around the world would
strengthen societies to help ensure ac-
countability of elected representatives.
Unfortunately, Mr. Gallup’s mission is
being tainted by a group of counter-
feiters in both Bulgaria and Albania.

These organizations are conducting
electoral polling under the Gallup
name without permission or license,
while all the while receiving American
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support through USAID. These actions
constitute a clear violation of Gallup’s
intellectual property rights and, per-
haps more importantly, taint the rep-
utation that Gallup has rightfully
earned during its 70 years of existence.

While it is true that Gallup is a
major employer with its headquarters
in my district, Gallup has been active
across the country during their exist-
ence, providing polling in every Presi-
dential election and several senatorial
and congressional elections during that
time period. Gallup might employ a
number of my constituents, but it is a
strong national company with a solid
international reputation as well. To
see this reputation tarnished with the
aid of taxpayer dollars is not only a se-
rious mismanagement of government
funds but reprehensible conduct as
well.

Mr. Speaker, USAID ought to provide
better oversight of the work conducted
under their name overseas, and I have
called upon them to provide an expla-
nation regarding this matter. Addition-
ally, Congress should do all it can to
help ensure that American companies
and American intellectual property
rights are protected overseas without
the willful and wanton negligence of
American governmental institutions.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that my col-
leagues will join me in this call for free
and fair elections in Bulgaria and Alba-
nia, and support my request to stop the
counterfeit polls from being distrib-
uted.

——————

IRAQ SOLUTION LIES WITH
UNITED NATIONS INVOLVEMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCHENRY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to amplify on the Iraq pro-
posal that I made last night in the
House. I believe the solution in Iraq
lies with the United Nations and that
it is time for direct U.N. involvement
to replace U.S. forces and to allow our
troops to return home safely and in an
orderly way.

The evidence is mounting that Amer-
ica’s current approach in Iraq will not
work. When was the last time anybody
heard the word ‘‘coalition’ to describe
the military activity in Iraq? The
world largely perceives the TUnited
States as going it alone in Iraq. Fur-
thermore, large portions of the Arab
world believe in the insurgency rhet-
oric that America is an occupier in
Iraq for selfish oil reasons and not to
serve the needs of the Iraqi people.

Administration claims about the in-
surgency do not square with the news
coming out of Iraq every day or with
the sober assessment by America’s best
military leaders. U.S. and Iraq civilian
casualties are mounting. That is what
Americans see every night on the news.
What Americans want is a sober assess-
ment of Iraq that reflects reality and
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