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if we continue to hold the new govern-
ment responsible for whatever bad 
things a government did that was vir-
tually universally held in the lowest 
possible regard by the Congress. And I 
think we are universally glad that gov-
ernment is gone, no matter how we feel 
about the other issues in Iraq. I think 
that is really the point at the end of 
this one part of that debate. The gov-
ernment is gone. I suppose we can de-
bate that. I think the arrangement we 
made in the bill handles other coun-
tries appropriately and also gives the 
President the proper waiver authority 
for dealing with this new situation in 
Iraq. But I suppose today is also not 
the day to debate that, unless my 
friend wants to comment on that. 

Mr. HOYER. I understand the gentle-
man’s point, but as the gentleman well 
knows, there are opposing views to 
that point. But certainly now, as the 
gentleman observed, is not the time to 
debate it. I think the answer to your 
question is that it may well be before 
us again. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10:30 a.m. tomorrow, and fur-
ther, when the House adjourns on that 
day, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on 
Tuesday, January 22, for morning-hour 
debate. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the business 
in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

HOPE VI AND DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, yesterday we revisited the 
question of the Defense Authorization 
bill. I think it is important to remind 
my colleagues that in our appropria-
tions bill that was passed and signed by 
the President, we took care of a num-
ber of issues dealing with our soldiers, 
including an increase in their com-
pensation, including a recognition of 

traumatic brain injury, and a number 
of other concerns. 

This bill yesterday was a disappoint-
ment because it continued to include 
money for Iraq, and it is time to bring 
our soldiers home. 

I also want to commend the debate 
today on HOPE VI, another issue that 
addresses the issue of homelessness and 
those who are without homes. This leg-
islation was provocative and important 
because it is an economic stimulus 
when you provide housing for those in 
public housing who cannot be housed. 

It is innovative because it suggests 
we should have green buildings, mean-
ing more efficient, and it is innovative 
because it protects the elderly who 
may have those young people in their 
homes who have had some run-in with 
the law, that those individuals go but 
not the elderly who would be evicted. 

This is a good piece of legislation. I 
supported HOPE VI. I am disappointed 
I could not support the Defense Au-
thorization bill. 

f 

EARMARK REFORM 
(Mr. FLAKE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, we 
have always been fortunate to have in 
this body of legislators Members who, 
for lack of a better term, are called 
‘‘institutionalists.’’ These are Members 
on both sides of the aisle who under-
stand and appreciate the fact that this 
institution will outlive all of us and 
that we should try to ensure that when 
we leave the Congress, we leave the in-
stitution better than we found it. 

Madam Speaker, we desperately need 
these institutionalists to stand up 
today and play a role in reforming the 
practice of earmarking that is beneath 
the dignity of this great institution. 

It is almost a daily occurrence that 
we wake up to newspaper articles de-
tailing questionable earmarks that co-
incide with large campaign contribu-
tions, earmarks that face little or no 
scrutiny in this body, earmarks that 
were more intended to garner votes or 
contributions than to address legiti-
mate needs. 

We have also seen little inclination 
on the part of those currently in the 
position of leadership on either side of 
the aisle to address this issue in a 
meaningful way. We have changed the 
parties in charge, but we haven’t 
changed the practice. 

So the mantle falls on the institu-
tionalists among us to foster this 
change, those who deep down know 
that we owe more to this institution 
than we are giving it. 

It is time to stand up and be counted. 
f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

POLITICAL PRISONERS FOR ONE 
YEAR 

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. Madam Speaker, today it is 
cold in Washington. It is snowing. They 
say it may snow some more. But there 
are two places in the United States 
that are colder than in this city, and 
they are in separate places. They are 
two prison cells, Federal peniten-
tiaries, where two border agents, now, 
today have spent one calendar year in 
confinement for doing their job on the 
Texas-Mexico border. 

Madam Speaker, it seems as though 
border agents Ramos and Compean 
have been punished for doing what we 
hired them to do. Because, you see, 
when they were patrolling the Texas- 
Mexico border, a drug smuggler came 
into the United States bringing almost 
a million dollars worth of drugs into 
this country. They had a confrontation 
with this drug dealer. They both be-
lieved him to have a weapon. Shots 
were fired, and he disappeared in Mex-
ico, leaving his load of drugs in this 
country. 

Unbeknownst to them, they shot the 
drug smuggler. A few months later, our 
Federal Government relentlessly went 
and found this drug dealer, brought 
him back to the United States and 
gave him immunity from his crimes to 
testify against the border agents for, 
get this, a civil rights violation against 
him, the drug smuggler. They were 
tried and they were convicted and sent 
to the Federal penitentiary for 11 and 
12 years. 

But what the jury in that trial did 
not know was that the U.S. Justice De-
partment, the Attorney General’s Of-
fice, hid evidence in that case from the 
jury, because Madam Speaker, they not 
only made a deal with this drug smug-
gler not to prosecute him for bringing 
in a million dollars worth of drugs; 
while he is waiting to testify at the 
trial, he brings in another load of 
drugs. And then our U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice had the audacity for months to 
deny that ever occurred. 

But now the truth has come out. Now 
we know. Now the whole world knows 
that that evidence was hidden from the 
jury. The Fifth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals has heard this case on appeal. We 
are waiting to see if they reverse the 
case because the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
hid evidence that the jury should have 
heard because, you see, the star wit-
ness, the witness that the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office made a backroom deal 
with, brought in other drugs. The jury 
should have known that to judge the 
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