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mandatory, you wonder about the free-
dom of the American people that now
have to prove that they are an Amer-
ican before they can go to work. That
is a new burden of proof that we
haven’t had before. I don’t want to
speak too strongly against that, Mr.
Speaker. I would just say instead that
my new IDEA Act is a better idea.
What it does is it clarifies that wages
and benefits paid to illegals are not de-
ductible for Federal income tax pur-
poses. It allows the IRS to come in and
do an audit. In that audit, they can run
the names of the employees through E-
Verify, and if the employer uses E-
Verify, they get safe harbor on any vio-
lations of hiring people who can’t law-
fully work in the United States. The
IRS can look at that and say you had
a chance for safe harbor, you didn’t use
E-Verify. These employees can’t law-
fully work in the United States, and
you can’t lawfully deduct the wages
and benefits you paid to them. It is not
a business expense to break the law. So
the IRS would deny those business ex-
penses for salary and benefits, and they
can attach interest and penalty. So
your $10-an-hour illegal becomes about
a $16-an-hour illegal, and you have vol-
untary compliance with E-Verify. It is
a much better situation. Point number
three isn’t so bad.

Reforms to the legal immigration
system. That is, they want to accel-
erate legal immigration, Mr. Speaker,
and the needs of employers and the de-
sire for those exceptional individuals
to help our economy. Well, there is
some truth in that, but we are bringing
in 1.2 million legal immigrants a year
and giving them an opportunity, a path
to citizenship; 1.2 million. Now, those
folks who want to change all this pol-
icy and grant amnesty for everybody
that is here, and then open the doors
up for an accelerated legal immigra-
tion to go on after that, to the tens of
millions, and we are not talking about
11 million; we are talking about 11 mil-
lion times some multiplying factor
that is probably closer to three times
or more than that say over the next 20
years.
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We need to come to a conclusion as
to what is an appropriate number of
legal immigrants to come into Amer-
ica. I think 1.2 million is plenty gen-
erous. I think then we should start to
upgrade those applicants so that they
are young, they have education, they
have language skills, they have learn-
ing capacity, they have an ability to
simulate into the American culture
and the American civilization and con-
tribute and pay taxes so that they
carry their share of the load because
the day is going to come that they are
not.

Then, Mr. Speaker, I take us down to
the lower end of this. First, the
DREAM Act gets addressed, and it
pretty much embraces DICK DURBIN’S
DREAM Act. Of course, I reject that
for the sake of this, that, again, it re-
wards lawbreakers.
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But in the final paragraph, the con-
cluding paragraph, it says: ‘‘individuals
living outside the rule of law.” It says,
Mr. Speaker: ‘“‘There will be no special
path to citizenship for individuals who
broke our Nation’s immigration laws.”
There would be no special path to citi-
zenship.

Well, let me just say that if you put
people on a path to citizenship who are
in this country illegally while you have
5 million people waiting outside the
United States who do respect our laws,
then you have given a special path to
citizenship. The nonspecial path is for
those folks to go back into their home
country and line up behind the 5 mil-
lion who are lined up in their home
country today waiting, respecting our
laws to come into the United States;
otherwise, it is a special path to citi-
zenship.

But they go on and they say: ‘“‘that
would be unfair to those immigrants
who have played by the rules and
harmful to promoting the rule of law.”
That is breathtaking in its concept. We
are going to provide a special path to
citizenship because it would be harmful
to promoting the rule of law, except we
are going to legalize all of those people
that have broken the law. And we are
not going to ask them to go back to
their home country and get in the back
of the line; we are going to let them
stay here and it won’t matter whether
they are in a line or not. They were
satisfied to live in the shadows of
America—that is what they came here
to do—or else they came here on the
promise of amnesty like those Kkids
that are coming across our southern
border now to line up for the DREAM
Act, 50,000 strong in a year.

“Harmful to promoting the rule of
law.” No. What they are proposing here
is destructive to the rule of law.

It goes on further and it says: ‘“‘from
here on, our immigration laws will in-
deed be enforced.” There is another
breathtaking statement, Mr. Speaker.
Immigration laws from here on would
indeed be enforced.

I am very confident, and I have not
looked, but I am very confident that I
can go into this CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD in the House and in the Senate
and go back to 1986 and pull the debate
out of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and
point to you where time after time a
Member of Congress, House and Senate,
said, We are going to pass this amnesty
act, and from here on, indeed, our laws
will be enforced; we will restore the
rule of law from this point forward, but
first we must grant amnesty.

Those are the words from 1986. Those
are the words from this document that
was released just last Thursday. And
those have always been the myopic
words of people who believe in open
borders more so than they believe and
have reverence for our rule of law,
which we still have the opportunity to
restore, even from the 86th Amnesty
Act, the rule of law.

If we fail to do so here and now, if
this amnesty is granted, the rule of law
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will not be restored within the lifetime
of this Republic, Mr. Speaker.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities with regard to
the President.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CRENSHAW (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of flight
delays.

———

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 2860. An act to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide that the Inspector
General of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment may use amounts in the revolving fund
of the Office to fund audits, investigations,
and oversight activities, and for other pur-
poses.

————

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The Speaker announced his signature
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the
following title:

S. 1901—An act to authorize the President
to extend the term of the nuclear energy
agreement with the Republic of Korea until
March 19, 2016.

———————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 48 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, February 4, 2014, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

4629. A letter from the Director, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the an-
nual report from the Office of Financial Re-
search for 2013; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

4630. A letter from the Director, Office of
Financial Research, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting the 2013 Annual Re-
port on Human Capital Planning; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

4631. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f)
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No.
10-13 informing of an intent to sign the
Memorandum of Understanding with the
Kingdom of Belgium, Australia, Canada, the
Kingdom of Denmark, the Federal Republic
of Germany, the Hellenic Republic, the King-
dom of the Netherlands, the Kingdom of Nor-
way, Portugal, the Kingdom of Spain, and
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