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and under a previous order of the

House, the following Members will be

recognized for 5 minutes each.
———

BOO WHO?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, when Ms. USA
recently appeared in Mexico City, she
was repeatedly booed every time she
was onstage. Apparently, the host and
hostess and the ‘‘Politically Correct
Police” missed it or just ignored it.

The pro-amnesty crowd is moving
right along in its efforts to convince
the American public that illegal immi-
gration exists because people would do
anything to be an American; inter-
esting logic considering recent events.
But I've never understood the logic in
rewarding 12 to 20 million law breakers
with amnesty for any reason.

In America, we seem to do things a
little bit different. We cheer for our
country. We wave our flag. We invest
in our country, and we respect our
neighbors. And by respecting neigh-
bors, I don’t mean we invade somebody
else’s country, demand benefits and
protest brazenly in the streets waving
foreign flags. And where I come from,
we never boo a lady.

The booing incident of Americans
doesn’t come as a big shock to most of
us. It has happened before in U.S.-Mex-
ico sporting events. The Mexican team
and the Mexican fans booed the U.S.
players. It is the disappointment in the
lack of reaction from some of our lead-
ers to realize that they are not wel-
coming future Americans into our
country with their amnesty giveaway;
they are just giving away the country.

A pathway to citizenship, or earned
citizenship, or any other giveaway pro-
gram they want to call it only works if
people really want to become Ameri-
cans. If you want to be an American,
then there are some responsibilities to
that. You just don’t get to take all you
can and leave when you are done.

I don’t agree that this amnesty non-
sense is what’s best for America, and I
know, without a doubt, that the uncon-
trolled border is a natural disaster.
Sure, it’s great for Mexico. Their strug-
gling economy depends on our citizens;
or rather, their citizens’ loyalty to
their country, not loyalty to our coun-
try.

But the argument is that we have to
allow those living in our country ille-
gally the opportunity to come out of
the shadows and be a part of our coun-
try and our culture. That simply is not
going to happen, because their loyalty
lies with their former nation. And an
amnesty giveaway is going to legalize
their loyalty to their home country,
not make them Americans.

Mexico and other countries promote
illegal immigration to the TUnited
States with one understanding: You
send your money back home to Mexico.
And America is not home. Billions
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headed south last year to Mexico alone.
Remittances from the United States
were the second highest revenue for
Mexico, right behind the sale of crude
oil, beating out tourism.

So when the United States gets
booed, people that don’t understand
this are a bit taken aback. Is it irony
or arrogance? Most people don’t bite
the hands that feed them, especially
when you have them eating out of your
hand.

The administration recently said,
“Those determined to find fault with
this bill will always be able to look at
a narrow slice of it and find something
they don’t like. If you want to kill this
bill, if you don’t want to do what’s
right for America, you can pick out
one little aspect of it.”

Although 1 respect the President
greatly, I respectfully suggest he is in
error. We cannot accept the narrow
slice or the whole amnesty pie. We are
not that much of a glutton for this pie
in the sky.

Americans deserve better. They de-
serve real immigration reform that se-
cures the borders with the utmost of
urgency and an end to political pref-
erence policy for illegals, a policy that
discriminates against American citi-
zens and legal immigrants.

We need to end employment opportu-
nities and social benefits intended and
entitled to Americans and have legisla-
tion that puts the needs and benefits of
Americans first.

Kowtowing to Mexico, the country
that takes and takes from America but
booed Ms. USA off the stage, is exactly
what’s wrong with this new Senate am-
nesty bill and this administration’s po-
sition.

And that’s just the way it is.

——

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

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———————

WAITING FOR THE NEXT BIG
EVENT
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, last
month, despite my objections and
many of my colleagues, Congress

passed a bill to continue funding the
occupation of Iraq. Now everyone is
waiting for the next big event in the
war, General Petraeus’s report on
whether the escalation, the surge, is
succeeding. This report is due in Sep-
tember.

But with our brave American troops
and innocent Iraqis continuing to die,
we are remiss if we twiddle our thumbs
and wait for September. We need to
hold this administration accountable
for its actions in Iraq, and we need to
do it today, not 3 months from now.
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So I want to go back to January 10 of
this year, the night that the President
announced his new surge policy in a
speech to the Nation, to see if he is de-
livering on what he promised. On that
night, he said, ‘“‘America will hold the
Iraqi government to the benchmarks it
has announced.”

But here we are, Mr. Speaker, 6
months later, and the Iraqi govern-
ment has made virtually no progress
on any of it’s benchmarks. Even Lieu-
tenant General Douglas Lute, our new
war czar, expressed frustration about
this in his Senate confirmation hear-
ing. General Lute said, ‘“My assess-
ment would be that the Iraqis have
shown very little progress.”

Mr. Speaker, back on January 10, we
were told that the surge would help the
Iraqis carry out their campaign to put
down sectarian violence. But the Pen-
tagon’s own report on the current situ-
ation, which was released last Wednes-
day, said that the violence continues to
be driven by sectarianism. In other
words, we’ve sent our troops to fight a
civil war that has nothing to do with
protecting America from terrorism.

Also, back on January 10, the esca-
lation speech included these words:
“Our military forces in Anbar are kill-
ing and capturing al Qaeda leaders.”

Yet, Mr. Speaker, in the Senate hear-
ing I mentioned a moment ago, Sen-
ator EVAN BAYH quoted a top CIA ex-
pert in saying that the American pres-
ence in Iraq is creating more members
of al Qaeda than we are killing.

The President claims that he has the
power to grab people off the streets of
America, declare them enemy combat-
ants and order the military to hold
them indefinitely. But last week, a
Federal Appeals Court ruled that, ‘“‘to
sanction such authority would have
disastrous consequences for the Con-
stitution and for the country.”

The President says that he is a strict
constructionist when it comes to the
Constitution. But he has shown that he
is not a strict constructionist, not a
loose constructionist, but a non con-
structionist who simply ignores the
Constitution.

It is time, Mr. Speaker, for a new pol-
icy in Iraq. We must fully fund the safe
redeployment of our troops. We must
guarantee the very best health care for
our veterans. We must work with the
Iraqi people and the international com-
munity to provide for the reconstruc-
tion of Iraq. We must look to diplo-
macy, not preemptive war, to help Iraq
and its neighbors to achieve political
solutions to the region’s problems, and
there must be no permanent American
military bases in Iraq.

And America must rely, once again,
on our most powerful weapons in the
fight against terrorism, our Constitu-
tion and our democratic values.

And, Mr. Speaker, we must bring our
troops home.
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PROSECUTION OF FORMER U.S.
BORDER PATROL AGENTS

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, as the Members of this House
well know, in February 2006, U.S. Bor-
der Patrol Agents Ramos and Compean
were convicted in a U.S. District Court
in Texas for shooting a Mexican drug
smuggler. They were sentenced to 11
and 12 years imprisonment, respec-
tively, and today is the 153rd day since
the two agents entered Federal prison.

What Members of this House may not
know is that 10 years of each of their
sentences were based on an indictment
and conviction for a Federal crime that
does not exist. The Federal crime they
were convicted of does not exist.

The law that they were charged with
violating has never been enacted by the
United States Congress but rather was
fashioned by the Office of the United
States Attorney for the Western Dis-
trict of Texas, Johnny Sutton.

The law that the agents were charged
with, 18 United States Code section
924(c)(1)(a) as enacted by Congress, re-
quires a defendant to be indicted and
convicted either of using or carrying a
firearm during and in relation to the
commission of a crime of violence or
possessing a firearm in furtherance of a
crime of violence.

However, neither Mr. Ramos nor Mr.
Compean was ever charged with the
specific elements of the crime. Instead,
Mr. Sutton’s office extracted from the
United States Criminal Code a sen-
tencing factor, discharging a firearm,
and substituted that sentencing factor
for the congressionally defined ele-
ments of the offense.

In this case, I can imagine how dif-
ficult it would be to obtain an indict-
ment and conviction for ‘‘using,” ‘‘pos-
sessing”’ or ‘‘carrying’ a firearm when
the Border Agents were required to
carry firearms as part of their job.
That difficulty may well, very well, ex-
plain why this United States Attor-
ney’s Office unilaterally changed
Congress’s definition of a crime to a
definition that would be easier to prove
by the prosecution.

Any change in the elements of a
crime amounts to the seizure of legis-
lative authority by a Federal pros-
ecutor. When this encroachment upon
the legislative power of Congress was
brought to my attention and to the at-
tention of my colleagues, Congressmen
VIRGIL GOODE and former Texas State
judge, Congressman TED POE, we joined
forces with the Gun Owners Founda-
tion, U.S. Border Control, U.S. Border
Control Foundation and the Conserv-
ative Legal Defense and Education
Fund to file a friend of the court brief
in the United States Court of Appeals
for the Fifth Circuit Court.

The brief urges reversal of these un-
just convictions and 10 year mandatory
minimum sentences by spelling out
how changes contained in two counts
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of the indictment against the agents
are ‘‘fatally defective” because they
fail to charge an offense as defined by
the statute.

Mr. Speaker, many of my colleagues
and the American people have been
greatly concerned about the denial of
due process of law to Agents Ramos
and Compean. The American people
must be confident that prosecutors will
not tailor the law to make it easier to
convict in a particular case. Federal
prosecutors take an oath to enforce the
law, not to make the law.

It is my understanding that the
House Judiciary Committee will soon
hold hearings to examine the prosecu-
tion of this case, and I want to thank
Chairman JOHN CONYERS for his inter-
est in investigating the injustice com-
mitted against these two Border
agents.

I encourage the chairman and the
committee to take a thorough look
into the actions of the Office of U.S.
Attorney for the Western District of
Texas and its pattern of aggressively
prosecuting law enforcement officers,
including Ramos and Compean, former
Border Patrol Agent Aleman and Dep-
uty Sheriff Gilmer Hernandez. These
are legitimate legal questions and con-
cerns about this prosecutor’s office,
and they need to be answered.

And again, I thank the chairman of
the Judiciary Committee for his inter-
est and concern about justice to right
an injustice.

———

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———
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HIGHLIGHTING THE COBB COUNTY
SHERIFF’S OFFICE

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to highlight the exemplary im-
portant work of the Cobb County Sher-
iff’s Office. This Georgia agency has
been screening County Jail inmates to
identify and deport illegal immigrants.
This is a hugely important effort. After
these criminals serve their time, we
need to deport them.

Many jailed illegal immigrants are
incarcerated for crimes 1like rape,
armed robbery and drug trafficking. We
want to do more than simply get these
criminals off our streets. We want, Mr.
Speaker, to get them out of our coun-
try.

Six deputies with the Cobb County
Sheriff’s Office recently underwent spe-
cialized training with Immigration and
Customs Enforcement to identify ille-
gal immigrants in our jails. Cobb Coun-
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ty is the first department in Georgia
and indeed one of the first in the Na-
tion to work with ICE on this initia-
tive. They are setting a fine example
for communities across America, and
our cities will undoubtedly benefit
from the widespread adoption of this
program.

After all, our State and local law en-
forcement officials are our first re-
sponders in the fight against illegal
immigration. They play a critical role
in stopping criminal aliens from harm-
ing our citizens.

Here’s how this new program works.
Local law enforcement officials travel
to Herndon, Virginia, to train with Im-
migration and Customs Enforcement.
They get experience in immigration
law, criminal law, document examina-
tion, alien processing, and cross-cul-
tural communication.

These trained deputies then return
home to their communities where they
work with ICE agents to identify ille-
gal immigrants in local jails by com-
paring fingerprints with ICE and FBI
databases and interviewing prisoners.

The program may be new but it is al-
ready working. In the Cobb County jail
alone, which holds nearly 2,200 in-
mates, law enforcement officials have
identified 63 people of interest to Fed-
eral immigration authorities. That is
63 rapists, robbers, and drug lords that
we can get off of our streets and out of
our country.

Mr. Speaker, we know local law en-
forcement officials are often our front
line of defense when it comes to identi-
fying and removing illegal immigrants
from our communities. As we look for
solutions to the current illegal immi-
gration crisis, we must empower our
State and local officials and help them
coordinate with Federal agents. And
that is why I proudly supported an
amendment last week to the Homeland
Security appropriations bill. We passed
that on the floor to support this new
and promising ICE program so that we
don’t just provide funding to commu-
nities located within 100 miles of the
southern border; otherwise Cobb Coun-
ty, Georgia won’t have qualified.

Last summer I examined border secu-
rity efforts along the United States-
Mexican border, and during that trip I
observed our Border Patrol agents
loading up buses and planes with crimi-
nal illegal immigrants being deported
back to their home countries. Now
Cobb County is playing a vital role in
this process, and I am incredibly proud
of their efforts. The sheriff’s office is
helping rid our society of dangerous
criminals who have no business being
here in the United States.

Especially, Mr. Speaker, I want to
recognize Cobb County Sheriff Neil
Warren, Cobb County Police Chief
George Hatfield, and the six Cobb depu-
ties who went through the specialized
training: Paul Harrison, Claudia Cross,
Marco Cabrera, Olanda Palmer, and
Paul Diaz. Their effort to uphold the
rule of law is commendable, and I urge
more local agencies to consider partici-
pating in this critical program.
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