March 1, 2006

APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL
MEMBERS TO THE MEXICO-
UNITED STATES INTER-

PARLIAMENTARY GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FI1TZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 276h, and the order of
the House of December 18, 2005, the
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Members of
the House to the Mexico-United States
Interparliamentary Group, in addition
to Mr. KOLBE of Arizona, Chairman,
and Mr. McCAUL of Texas, Vice Chair-
man, appointed on February 16, 2006:

Mr. DREIER, California

Mr. MANZULLO, Illinois

Mr. DELAHUNT, Massachusetts

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, American Samoa

Mr. ENGLISH, Pennsylvania

Mr. WELLER, Illinois

Mr. REYES, Texas

Mrs. DAVIS, California

Mr. FORTUNO, Puerto Rico.

———

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, it is said that imitation is the
sincerest form of flattery, Mr. Speaker.
And it has been interesting to listen to
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle.

For the last number of years we have
had the privilege on our side of the
aisle of the leader giving the 30-some-
thing Democrats the opportunity to
take the floor each night at least for 1
hour, if not 2, to talk about the things
that are important to America and, in
particular, important to our genera-
tion. So now it is nice to see that at
least the other side is beginning to rec-
ognize that this is an important venue
to get some information out to the peo-
ple. As I said, imitation is the sincerest
form of flattery.

There are times, Mr. Speaker, that
we are going to agree and times that
we are going to disagree. The gen-
tleman from Texas and I were just
commiserating, and he and I were both
elected just over 13 months ago and
sworn into this esteemed body. And I
was just joking with him that the
chart that he just brought out and
talked about related to the TUnited
Arab Emirates voting record with the
United States and the United Nations
is actually a document that I had with
me right here in my hand and was one
of the things that I was going to dis-
cuss as well.

Because I think this port deal, nor-
mally we talk about our differences in
the 30-something Working Group with
the Republicans on the other side of
the aisle; in this case, I am heartened
to see, at least for some of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle,
we have not differed on the really deep
concern that many of us have as a re-
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sult directly of our constituents’ feed-
back on this port deal with Dubai
Ports World and the administration.

When I can concur with my col-
leagues, I will do that. In this case, the
administration has repeatedly indi-
cated what a good friend the UAE is to
the United States. And we only have
very few examples that we can utilize
to determine what the definition of
“friend”’ is.

One measure of friendship is cer-
tainly how often they support us in
terms of human rights and the other
important issues that come up in the
United Nations. There is a pitiful
record that the United Arab Emirates
has. And in terms of supporting us in
the United Nations, not only is it piti-
ful but it was not so good before 2001,
and it has only gotten worse since 2001.

So I stand here and am able to say
that I am glad to see that our col-
leagues have at least pointed out that
there is deep concern on the part of the
legislative branch, at least some of us
in the legislative branch, about the
continued rapid-fire movement forward
on this port deal.
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I continue to scratch my head, we
continue to scratch our heads on our
side of the aisle, at the brazen nature
of the defense that the President has
engaged in of this deal. The revelation
that came to light less than a week ago
now that this is a deal that the Presi-
dent was not even aware of. And I sit
on the Domestic and International
Monetary Policy, Trade and Tech-
nology Subcommittee, which had a
hearing today. Not only did we learn
that the President did not have any
knowledge of this deal but neither did
the Secretary that was responsible for
each of these agencies that is part of
the process to approve the deal nor the
Deputy Secretary nor the Under Sec-
retary under them nor the Under Sec-
retary under them. Three levels below
the Secretary of each of the agencies
responsible for reviewing the foreign
investment deals that are proposed to
occur in the United States, that was
the level of awareness that there was
in the agencies like the Department of
Homeland Security, like the Depart-
ment of State, like the intelligence
agencies that are involved in the proc-
ess of approving this. That is so dis-
turbing, it is hard to explain.

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that in
the time that I have been in Congress
and, quite honestly, since I spent 12
years prior to being in Congress in the
Florida legislature, and I will even in-
clude the 13 years combined that I have
served in public office, I have not seen
or gotten feedback this quickly and in
this enormity in as short a period of
time on an issue as I have on this pro-
posed port deal. And I am talking
about compared to Social Security pri-
vatization, the Medicare prescription
drug program.

I get a lot of responses and feedback
on those issues, but they are lengthy
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and voluminous over a period of time.
I have little old ladies and elderly gen-
tlemen call my office, I represent a
large senior citizen population, calling
my office crying because they are in
fear. I represent an area that includes
the Port of Miami. My district abuts
the Port of Miami. I had an oppor-
tunity to tour the Port of Miami Ter-
minal Operating Company and saw
firsthand what the potential threat is
in the event that this company owned
by the United Arab Emirates goes
astray in the event that we no longer
consider them an ally down the road,
that there is absolutely no question
that there is a potential national secu-
rity risk. And for the President and his
administration to continue to insist
that there is not a national security
risk when it is clear that they have not
even begun to examine this potential
risk closely, that is just shocking.

We have had a number of different
revelations that have occurred over the
last week, not the least of which is
that the Coast Guard brought up their
concern during the process, the CPS
process, the Committee on Foreign In-
vestment in the United States. During
that committee’s process, the Coast
Guard raised concerns. The Depart-
ment of Homeland Security raised con-
cerns. And let me back up for a second
because although there are millions of
people who have been paying attention
to this, let me take this opportunity to
back up for a second and just explain
what it is I am talking about.

Of course, SO many people are aware
that there is a proposal that was con-
sidered over the last several months
but that only recently came to light by
most people in this administration,
most people responsible for this deci-
sion. It only recently came to light in
the last several weeks where we have
learned that Dubai Ports World, which
is a company, a foreign corporation,
owned 100 percent by the government
of the United Arab Emirates, is in the
process of closing a deal. The deal is
supposed to closed tomorrow. They
have purchased an interest in P&O, a
stevedoring company; and after tomor-
row when the deal closes, they will now
own and operate the terminal oper-
ating companies at six of our major
ports. Six major ports.

When you have a proposal like that
in the United States, it is supposed to
go through the Committee on Foreign
Investment in the United States. That
is made up of a number of different
agencies in the United States. It is sup-
posed to include people like the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, Sec-
retary of State. The Secretary of the
Treasury chairs it. You have numerous
intelligence agencies that have the
highest level, or are supposed to have
the highest level, of Secretaries serv-
ing on that committee, and they go
through a review process, by law. This
is a law that they are supposed to fol-
low whereby they take it through a 30-
day review process. And after that 30-
day review, if there are national secu-
rity concerns, then that is supposed to
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