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BORDER PROTECTION, ANTITER-
RORISM, AND ILLEGAL IMMIGRA-
TION CONTROL ACT OF 2005

SPEECH OF

HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 16, 2005

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 4437) to amend
the Immigration and Nationality Act to
strengthen enforcement of the immigration
laws, to enhance border security, and for
other purposes:

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, | am very disappointed in the Border
Protection, Antiterrorism, and lllegal Immigra-
tion Control Act of 2005, H.R. 4437. It takes
an enforcement only approach at a time when
we should be working together on comprehen-
sive immigration reform, and it is full of anti-
immigrant provisions that are ill advised and
mean spirited.

For instance, sections 201 and 203 of the
House Judiciary Committee-reported version
of H.R. 4437 would make all aliens who have
at any time been unlawfully present in the
United States aggravated felons. This, in turn,
would subject them to mandatory detention;
generally bar them forever from obtaining asy-
lum, lawful permanent resident status, and
eventual citizenship; and subject them to ar-
rest by state and local law enforcement offi-
cers.

Section 202 would dramatically expand the
definition of smuggling and harboring illegal
aliens, potentially subjecting even unknowing
relatives, good Samaritans, and employers to
severe criminal penalties and civil asset for-
feiture of real estate, cars, and other property
for providing even life-saving assistance to
someone who turns out to be unlawfully
present in the United States.

Section 305 would permit States to use
State Homeland Security Committee grants,
Urban Area Security Initiative grants, or Law
Enforcement Terrorism Prevention Program
grant funds for preventing or responding to the
unlawful entry of an alien or providing support
to another entity relating to preventing such an
entity. In order to be permitted to use such
funds for such purposes, a State would have
to be carrying out the activity pursuant to an
agreement with a Federal agency.

Section 501 would make the use of expe-
dited removal mandatory against aliens sus-
pected of having entered the United States
without inspection who are neither Mexican
nor Canadian, who are apprehended within
100 miles of the U.S. international border, and
have been in the United States for 14 days or
fewer. Detention facilities are not available to
house all of the immigrants who will be subject
to mandatory detention under this program.

In fact, more than 110,000 aliens were re-
leased in FY2005 for lack of bed space. Sec-
tion 601 would, notwithstanding treaty obliga-
tions, permit the U.S. government to send
aliens to countries where they are likely to be
tortured.

Section 602 would permit the government to
subject aliens to indefinite detention without
there being any charges against the alien.

Title VII would require the expansion of the
Basic Pilot employment verification program to
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all employers, requiring that they use it to
verify the identity and employment eligibility of
each of the 54 million persons that get hired
each year and the 146 million persons who
currently are employed in the United States. It
also would dramatically increase the fines em-
ployers face if they hire undocumented work-
ers. It also calls for a study of an enhanced
social security card that would contain biomet-
ric and other personal information on a mag-
netic strip that all persons in the country would
have to use when seeking employment in the
United States.

I will just mention one more example. Title
VIII contains a provision that would strip courts
of the ability to review decisions by immigra-
tion officers to deny relief and to deport aliens,
including persons whose visas are revoked,
persons fleeing persecution. Moreover, it con-
tains a provision in section 806 that would re-
quire nonimmigrants coming to the United
States temporarily for work, school, or as tour-
ists to waive any right to any review of an im-
migration officer's decision as a precondition
to getting a visa.

Twenty years of short-sighted, enforcement-
only legislation has created the largest illegal
population in our nation’s history and H.R.
4432 is just more of the same. Far from being
pro-security and pro-enforcement, this bill ac-
tually undermines enforcement and security by
increasing the population of people here ille-
gally, sweeping under the rug the 11 million
here without papers, and ignoring those who
will still come to the U.S. because they're
coming to work As the President, Secretary
Michael Chertoff, and other key leaders in
both parties have said, we cannot enforce our
way out of the catastrophe that is our current
immigration system. The problem demands a
comprehensive, workable answer that restores
respect for the rule of law with fair rules that
are evenly enforced—not expansive enforce-
ment without hope for success.

—

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE’S RE-
CENT ACTION TO REINSTATE
FOREIGN MILITARY FINANCING
AND DEFENSE EXPORTS TO IN-
DONESIA

HON. TAMMY BALDWIN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong opposition to the U.S. Department of
State’s recent action to reinstate Foreign Mili-
tary Financing (FMF) and defense exports to
Indonesia, by waiving restrictions placed on
that aid by this Congress.

In 2000, due to the Indonesian military’s
record of abuse in places such as East Timor,
Congress responsibly placed conditions on
military assistance packages to Indonesia. The
restrictions on military aid to Indonesia were
included, once again, in the Fiscal Year 2006
Foreign Operations Appropriations bill. Two
days after the bill became law in November
2005, the State Department waived all remain-
ing restrictions on Foreign Military Financing
and defense exports to Indonesia. This Admin-
istration’s waiver was in clear contravention of
the will of this Congress. It greatly diminishes
the leverage we have to press for human
rights improvements.
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Organizations such as the East Timor Ac-
tion Group and Human Rights Watch are high-
ly critical of this waiver. Indonesian military of-
ficers and soldiers who have committed
human rights violations have not been pros-
ecuted. At least 15 human rights defenders,
including Indonesia’s foremost human rights
advocate Munir, have been murdered since
2000. To date, no senior Indonesian officer
has been held accountable for crimes against
humanity in East Timor in 1999 or before.

To this day, there are reports of the Indo-
nesian military terrorizing the people of West
Papua, but documenting these human rights
violations is nearly impossible because the
government and military severely limit access
to the province.

While the people of Indonesia have made
democratic advances, these have happened in
spite of the military. | believe the Bush Admin-
istration’s decision to waive the restrictions
this Congress placed on FMF and defense ex-
ports to Indonesia could threaten the demo-
cratic advances by once again propping up
brutal forces. Human rights activists in Indo-
nesia and East Timor have repeatedly called
for continued restrictions of U.S. military as-
sistance to Indonesia. | am disappointed the
Bush Administration has chosen to ignore
them.

———
SAN BERNARDINO POLICE DE-
PARTMENT CELEBRATES 100

YEARS
HON. JERRY LEWIS

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to say congratulations to the San
Bernardino, California, Police Department,
which has been protecting and serving the
people of my hometown since 1905. | would
like to give a hearty thanks to Chief Garrett
Zimmon and his officers, and all of those who
have served over the years in this fine depart-
ment.

When the police department was formed,
nine officers were sworn in to patrol a city of
20 square miles and provide law enforcement
to 9,150 residents. By 1913, San Bernardino
saw its first motor officers, and the department
continued to grow with the city. Seven brave
officers have given their lives in the line of
duty for San Bernardino citizens.

Although the first female officer was not
hired for the force until 1974, | would like to
mention that the mother of one of my high
school friends—Jack Brown—served as a re-
serve officer beginning in 1954. Rose Brown
set an upstanding example of community in-
volvement for her son, who as CEO of Stater
Bros. Markets is now one of San Bernardino
County’s most active private citizens.

Mr. Speaker, the San Bernardino Police De-
partment now serves a city of 190,000 resi-
dents, covering 60 square miles. Many of the
law enforcement problems that used to belong
in the “big city” are now faced daily by the
301 sworn officers and 159 support staff mem-
bers. I've been pleased to be able to provide
some assistance in creating a 21st-Century
dispatch system that places computers in
every patrol car. In short, the San Bernardino
Police Department has grown up with my
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hometown, and | ask you to join me to with
the chief and his officers congratulations on
their Centennial year.

——————

STEM CELL THERAPEUTIC AND
RESEARCH ACT OF 2005

HON. W. TODD AKIN

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
strongly support the passage of the Stem Cell
Therapeutic and Research Act of 2005. This
bill will encourage and support the most prom-
ising avenue of stem cell research available to
us today, and will do so without ending a
human life, as is required in embryonic stem
cell research. Cord blood is one the most ex-
citing areas of medical research today and
successful treatments have been developed
for a wide range of diseases, from sickle cell
anemia to leukemia.

The promise of medical research using the
stem cells found in umbilical cords is truly
amazing. Stem cells from cord blood have al-
ready resulted in treatments for at least 67 dif-
ferent human afflictions and future research
looks immensely promising. Just one example
of this is the successful treatment of numerous
children afflicted by Krabbe’s Disease. Doz-
en’s of children across the country have been
saved from an early death by cord blood
transplants. This legislation will make cord
blood more readily available to save lives and
treat numerous conditions.

This summer | had the opportunity to visit a
leading center of cord blood-based stem cell
research. The St. Louis Cord Blood Bank at
Cardinal Glennon Children’s Hospital is one of
the leaders in this field and is the second larg-
est cord blood bank in the world. It was excit-
ing to see the research being done and hear
stories about the lives that have been radically
altered by successful cord blood treatments. |
believe that the work being done by the St.
Louis Cord Blood Bank is just a taste of what
can be accomplished in the future.

While embryonic stem cell research may
draw more media attention and certainly pro-
duces many improbably optimistic promises
for the future, cord blood stem cells are al-
ready producing treatments. Embryonic stem
cell research requires the death of an innocent
embryo, but cord blood stem cells are a gift
from God that we would be irresponsible to
waste. Cord blood stem cell research has al-
ready resulted in numerous successful med-
ical treatments, and | believe that this re-
search has a bright future. The support and
coordination of cord blood banking and re-
search efforts across the country will benefit
our citizens in numerous ways in the years
ahead. | urge my colleagues to support the
Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of
2005.
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MANAGEMENT OF THE MISSOURI
RIVER AND THE CROP INSUR-
ANCE PROGRAM

HON. KENNY C. HULSHOF

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. HULSHOF. Mr. Speaker, as my col-
leagues know, Federal actions that negatively
impact private property inflame the passions of
farmers. This is certainly the case for the
farmers in my district who make their living
along the Missouri River, particularly as it re-
lates to the efforts of some to create an artifi-
cial spring rise on the Missouri River.

On one side, bureaucrats and fringe special
interests—absent sound science or empirical
data—want to periodically flood the lower Mis-
souri River basin in the hopes of helping the
endangered pallid sturgeon spawn. On the
other side, concerned farmers, river stake-
holders, Missouri’s congressional delegation,
Governor Matt Blunt—just to name a few—un-
derstand that increasing river flows above the
normal river levels during a volatile time of
year—one in which farmers are most vulner-
able—will cause flooding of adjacent farmland,
infrastructure and even entire communities.
Those of us on this side of the debate know
that only sound science should be used as a
basis for our river policy, and actions meant to
help wildlife—especially actions that lack sci-
entific merit—should not take precedence over
the needs of the people who live and work
along the river.

Despite this, the Army Corps of Engineers
was compelled to include two artificial spring
rises in their 2006 operating plan for the Mis-
souri River. While the broad coalition that op-
poses this misguided spring rise fully intends
to continue fighting implementation of these
unproven and scientifically questionable spring
rises, | want to make the House aware of an
issue that we will need to address, should the
Corps move forward with spring rises in 2006.

For years now, those of us opposed to a
spring rise made the commonsense assump-
tion that the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s
Risk Management Agency would serve as a
safety net for those adversely affected by the
spring rise, providing crop insurance coverage
to those harmed by government-induced flood-
ing, such as a spring rise on the Missouri
River.

Apparently, it is the opinion of some that
this is not the case. Just this week, the Risk
Management Agency administrator stated in a
letter dated December 15, 2005, that the Risk
Management Agency “is prohibited by law
from covering crop losses due to a govern-
ment sanction release of water by the Corps
because it does not qualify as a naturally oc-
curring event.”

To me, and to those | represent who live
along the river, this policy defies logic. Com-
mon sense and basic fairness dictate that crop
insurance should cover flood damages caused
by a spring rise. From the perspective of a
farmer, it adds insult to injury for the Federal
Government to cause a flood and then refuse
to cover crop insurance damages associated
with the Government’s actions.

I'm not asking for a handout, nor are my
constituents. What | am seeking is a flood in-
surance policy relating to a spring rise that is
consistent with the Risk Management Agen-
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cy’s stated mission, to “promote, support, and
regulate sound risk management solutions to
preserve and strengthen the economic stability
of America’s agricultural producers” and to
“provide crop insurance to American pro-
ducers.”

Over the coming weeks and months, | will
be working with some of my colleagues, like
my friends Representative SKELTON and Sen-
ator TALENT to find the best, most efficient so-
lution to this obvious problem. In this effort, |
look forward to working with the administration
and the committees of jurisdiction in Congress
to remedy this situation. Likewise, | fully intend
to continue working with like-minded stake-
holders and elected officials to stop the flawed
spring rise that will cause unnecessary flood-
ing and damage for those along the Missouri
River.

——
H.R. 4581, THE EASEMENT OWNERS’
FAIR COMPENSATION CLAIMS
ACT OF 2005

HON. W. TODD AKIN

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, in his first State of
the Union address, President Abraham Lincoln
said, “It is as much the duty of government to
render prompt justice against itself in favor of
citizens as it is to administer the same be-
tween private individuals.” President Lincoln
said this in reference to the United States
Court of Claims which he proposed Congress
to establish for the purpose of justly resolving
the claims of citizens against the United
States. One of the most fundamental rights we
enjoy in this nation is the right to know that
our property is free from confiscation absent
the protections of the Fifth Amendment. When
the government does confiscate a citizen’s
property, the United States Constitution re-
quires the government to provide the citizens
from whom the property is confiscated full and
fair compensation for the property that has
been taken.

A matter has come to my attention in which
the United States government falls tragically
short of meeting this obligation. | refer to those
individual property owners in St. Louis County
whose property has been confiscated by the
Federal Government for use as a public rec-
reational trail under the Federal Trails Act.
These citizens’ property was taken more than
12 years ago when it was converted to a rec-
reational trail under the Federal Trails Act, and
they have still not received compensation.
This is so despite the fact that the Justice De-
partment has admitted in a settlement agree-
ment and in numerous court pleadings that the
Federal Government has confiscated their
property and that the Fifth Amendment to the
U.S. Constitution requires that the Federal
Government pay these property owners the
fair value of the property taken. The Justice
Department and the property owners each
hired appraisers who determined the fair value
of the property and after 6 years of litigation
in the Federal Court of Claims a settlement
agreement was reached.

Yet, two days before this agreement was to
be approved by the judge, the Federal Circuit
Court of Appeals issued a decision in a Geor-
gia case called Caldwell v. United States. The
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