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ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION AND 

BORDER SECURITY 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time of the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. MORAN). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK-
BURN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, you 
know, as we have heard on this floor 
tonight, Americans are paying atten-
tion to the illegal immigration issue 
and all of us here have received call 
after call after call from our constitu-
ents. And, you know, they are not ask-
ing much. They simply want us to en-
force our border security. And, Mr. 
Speaker, I agree with this. This is not 
some earth-shattering policy change, it 
is a matter of enforcing the laws that 
are on our books. 

Republicans passed legislation to 
strengthen the border late last year, 
and we did it with very little Demo-
cratic support. That has to change. An 
overwhelming majority of Americans 
believe the lawlessness and the dis-
regard for our laws inherent in illegal 
immigration is damaging to our soci-
ety and a serious, serious risk to our 
national security. 

We have watched some try to equate 
legal immigration and legal immi-
grants with those whose first act, their 
very first act coming into this country 
is breaking a law. 
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It is breaking our law by running 
across the border. That is an insult to 
every individual who complied with our 
policies and followed the appropriate 
process to get here. For too long we 
have overlooked or even rewarded 
those who broke the law, and it is time 
for that to stop. It has to stop. 

I want to share with you something 
one of my constituents asked me in a 
meeting while we were on our break. 
He said ‘‘Marsha, I hear that some of 
the people in Washington want to pro-
vide amnesty to those who are break-
ing our immigration laws, to those who 
are illegally entering our country.’’ He 
said, if you are going to let people pick 
and choose and decide which laws they 
want to have amnesty from, then I 
want amnesty from the IRS. And he 
said that I have a friend who runs a 
small manufacturing plant, he wants 
to have amnesty from OSHA. 

You know, you cannot disagree with 
comments like that. 

Mr. Speaker, this debate is that sim-
ple. We are either going to be a nation 
of laws or we are not. Border security 
is a necessity. The Republican Party is 
the party pushing to strengthen those 
borders. Americans need to let those 

opposed to our efforts hear their 
voices. And I thank all of my constitu-
ents who are speaking out loud and 
clear on this issue. 
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AMERICA NEEDS TO GET TOUGH 
ON ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to alert my colleagues to a 
tremendously destructive attack being 
carried out upon our country. This at-
tack is gravely damaging working 
Americans, especially those in the mid-
dle and lower incomes; perhaps as 
many as 50 percent of America’s popu-
lation has suffered or is being injured 
by this attack. 

My colleagues need to be alerted to 
the horrendous situation that many 
Americans are finding themselves in as 
their standard of living begins to de-
cline and our way of life and the pros-
perity we all enjoyed as young people 
seems now a distant goal. They need to 
be alerted, my colleagues need to be 
alerted because the suffering that is af-
fecting many Americans is dispropor-
tionate. Yes, those in the lower in-
comes are suffering, but in fact many 
upper-income Americans have actually 
benefited from the malady that now 
has been damaging so many of the less 
affluent Americans. 

Of course, what I am referring to is 
the mind-boggling, out-of-control flow 
of illegal immigrants into our country 
in these last two decades. Throughout 
our country, but especially in the 
Southwest, America’s education, 
health care, housing, and criminal jus-
tice infrastructure is breaking down. It 
is breaking down under the weight of 11 
to 20 million illegal immigrants who 
have flooded into our country in these 
past two decades. 

These 11 to 20 million illegals are by 
and large good and decent people, peo-
ple who have come here to better their 
lives. But our job is not to watch out 
for all of the good and decent people 
who can come here from throughout 
the world in violation of our laws. Our 
job is supposed to be watching out for 
the interest of the American people. 

These 11 to 20 million illegals are 
good people, but they have been bid-
ding down the wages of lower-income 
Americans, thus hurting these Ameri-
cans and their potential for having a 
decent living. They are destroying the 
social infrastructure that our fellow 
Americans of lower income depend 
upon. Whether it is health or edu-

cation, their children are losing out be-
cause the limited money we have for 
education is being spent on people who 
are not here legally and their children 
that they bring with them in order to 
enjoy this benefit. And we would bring 
our children if we were foreigners as 
well because we care about our fami-
lies. 

It is not their fault; it is the fault of 
the policymakers in Washington that 
permit people to come here and con-
sume the limited resources that should 
be going to our own people. 

It is time for a tough, anti-illegal im-
migration bill that would deny all ben-
efits to those who are in this country 
illegally. Just beefing up the borders is 
not enough. No, border security is not 
the goal. What we are talking about is 
dealing with a real issue, and it is 
called illegal immigration as well as 
the 11 to 20 million illegals that are al-
ready here. 

It is a bit disturbing to hear the on-
going debate in Washington. What they 
must ask themselves is: Who is watch-
ing out for the American people? Well, 
they need to watch and listen very 
closely to their Representatives. In the 
next few weeks, they should be very 
aware of what their Representatives 
are doing. And if their Representatives 
are not watching out for their interest 
and the interest of their families, the 
interest of the American people, then 
the American voters should vote in a 
way to express their anger or how they 
feel about that. 

Illegal immigrants may be good peo-
ple. And, in fact, the kids on the 
streets of L.A., I come from southern 
California; there are tens of thousands 
of them out on the streets. They are 
basically good kids. Yes, they were 
waving Mexican flags, and I did not 
like that, but they are basically good 
and decent kids. But I will tell you it 
is not the job of the Government of the 
United States to spend our limited edu-
cation dollars on people who are here 
illegally from Mexico or anywhere else. 
Our limited education dollars should be 
spent on our own young people to try 
to maximize their value so when they 
get older they can earn a decent living, 
and especially a living where their 
wages are not bid down by tens of mil-
lions of illegals who will do the job 
cheaper. 

Our limited resources should go to 
America’s seniors. Yes, there may be 
good and decent people who have come 
here illegally. I do not care if they are 
good people, we need to spend our lim-
ited resources on our own seniors and 
our own young people. 

This is not a hateful or a malicious 
type of approach to the problem. You 
can have love in your hearts, Christian 
love for other people, or any other kind 
of love for that matter, and care for 
other people, but know that you are 
taking care of your family and your 
neighbors and other Americans first. 
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America is a land of every race and 

religion. In California, we are espe-
cially proud of our Mexican American 
heritage. But we are talking about 
Americans, people who are tied to-
gether. If we do not consider that 
American citizenship or legal residency 
in our country means anything, we are 
degrading that very issue of citizenship 
and legal procedures that one goes 
through with respect to the law by giv-
ing benefits to millions of people who 
have come here in total disregard for 
America’s law. 

What we need to do is make sure that 
any law that passes is a strong anti- 
illegal immigration law and not just a 
border control law. And do not let any-
one tell you, oh, we need these people 
because there is work that Americans 
won’t do. Americans will do any job as 
long as the price is high enough, and 
they have been bidding down the 
amount paid to laborers by having mil-
lions of illegals coming into this coun-
try willing to work for less money. Do 
not let the agricultural business or any 
other business tell you that they can-
not find people to do that work. 

Yes, we would have to be creative. 
For example, there is no reason why 
the millions of young Americans who 
are in their 20s and early 30s, who oc-
cupy our prisons throughout the 
United States, should not earn some 
money, earning their own way, perhaps 
giving restitution to their victims and 
perhaps having some money when they 
get out of prison to start a new life by 
picking fruits and vegetables. This can 
and should be done. Everybody is 
brushing that argument off. 

If we do not have illegals in this 
country, we might have to accept cre-
ative approaches. That is why we need 
strong illegal immigration legislation 
to get down to the business of helping 
the American people. 
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MEDICARE’S PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
BENEFIT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to be here this evening doing 
this special hour of the Republican ma-
jority talking about a great success 
story, and that is the implementation, 
after a 40-year wait, literally, of a ben-
efit under Medicare that our seniors 
have been promised by other adminis-
trations, by other Congresses. And fi-
nally this President, this administra-
tion and this Congress, this Republican 
majority, has delivered on the promise 
to bring a prescription drug benefit to 
our needy seniors. 

I will be joined this evening during 
this hour by a few of my colleagues on 
this side of the aisle, the gentleman 

from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE) and the 
gentleman from the great State of 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS), a fellow OB/GYN. 

But I want to start out talking a lit-
tle bit about this program and why I 
think it is so beneficial. My colleagues 
know that in my prior life, as recently 
as 4 years ago, in fact, before getting 
elected to the Congress, I practiced 
medicine for 30 years. I was there real-
ly at the infancy of the Medicare pro-
gram. I was a freshman medical stu-
dent in 1965 when an amendment to the 
Social Security Act that is the original 
Medicare was signed into law by Lyn-
don Baines Johnson. 

Something that many people do not 
know about Medicare part A and part 
B, part B being the optional part, just 
as part D is, seniors were going to have 
to pay a monthly premium. The very 
person, the very first senior to exercise 
his option to sign up for part B was 
none other than President Harry S. 
Truman. If you go to my Web site, you 
can actually see the film clip in black 
and white. 

I like black and white, which says 
something about my age and television 
and movies. It is very interesting. 

When you look back at that program 
today, and we are talking about a 40- 
year history, I think most people 
would say Medicare has been a great, 
great benefit. I think all of my col-
leagues would agree with that, part A 
and part B, even the optional part B. 
And over the years, of course, that 
monthly premium has increased to 
$88.50 a month today, and I think it 
was something like $15 a month in 1965, 
but it is still a deal. It is a good deal 
because the seniors taking that money 
probably out of their Social Security 
check are only actually paying 25 per-
cent of the true cost of part B; 75 per-
cent of it is paid by the general tax-
payer. 

Again, it is an optional program, but 
I think today I am right in these sta-
tistics, 98 percent of seniors when they 
turn 65, on that other voluntary part, 
part B, the doctor part, the surgery 
part, the outpatient testing part and 
physical exams, have opted in and cer-
tainly not opted out. 

So here we are now finally with a 
great addition to the Medicare benefit 
for our seniors. We passed it, we all re-
member. We have some complaints 
still from the other side of the aisle 
that we passed it in the middle of the 
night. Doing things in the middle of 
the night in my profession as an obste-
trician is quite routine. You either 
admit patients in labor in the middle of 
the night and deliver them in the day-
time; or your admit them in labor in 
the daytime and deliver them at night. 
I would like to feel as a Member of 
Congress that I am not immune to a 24- 
hour schedule. 

But back in November of 2003 we did 
pass this. We had the transitional pro-
gram, the Medicare prescription drug 

discount card that was so beneficial to 
our neediest seniors because it gave 
them a $600 credit per year for 2 years. 
It was actually a year and a half. They 
got $1,200 worth of credit for pur-
chasing prescription drugs if they were 
low income, and many were. 

Now that program has gone away and 
we are into the insurance program and 
getting very close to the end of the 6- 
month sign-up period, May 15 of this 
year, just a little less than 6 weeks 
from now. 

I think my colleagues, I wish on both 
sides of the aisle, but certainly those of 
us on the majority, even though some 
of us for what we felt they felt were le-
gitimate reasons to be in opposition to 
this, yes, somewhat expensive addi-
tional program, they are encouraging 
our seniors to take advantage of it. 

I am, as I say, wanting to talk about 
this program tonight, and we will do 
that as we continue this hour. But I 
want to, at this time, yield the floor to 
my colleague from Minnesota who has 
a lot of interesting stories to tell about 
folks in Minnesota, his constituents 
and how they are saving money and 
eventually how we are saving lives. 

At this time I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE). 
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Mr. KLINE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and for his bringing this 
issue to the floor tonight and certainly 
his leadership over these months. 

I just wanted to touch on a couple of 
points. I think it is important, as the 
gentleman from Georgia said, that we 
recognize there was a spirited debate 
on this bill, and not everyone in this 
House voted for it. There are still peo-
ple today who think that it was a mis-
take when we added the prescription 
drug benefit to Medicare. 

But I think the point to my col-
leagues, and I know that my good 
friend Dr. GINGREY would agree with 
me, and I hope that senior citizens 
across the country understand that we 
need to set that debate aside right now. 
We have a law in place that provides a 
tremendous benefit for our senior citi-
zens, particularly our lower-income 
senior citizens. 

I think that chart that Dr. GINGREY 
showed that says a total of 27 million 
seniors, 27 million seniors now have 
coverage under Medicare Part D, says 
an awful lot about the acceptance of 
this program, regardless of the heat 
and the debate that took place when 
this bill was passed. 

I know that we now have registered 
for the Medicare prescription drug plan 
in Minnesota, in the Second District, 
65,000 senior citizens, and that is a 
very, very good thing. We found early 
on, and I think my colleague probably 
did, that as we moved from the dis-
count cards, which I thought were a 
tremendous benefit themselves, I know 
that my mother, who lives on Social 
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