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credibility of the witness. And this is 
not the first time the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office has done this. 

In the year 2000, another border agent 
by the name of David Sipes came in 
contact with a human smuggler. He 
had a fight with him in the Rio Grande 
River as the human smuggler was 
bringing in people. And then David 
Sipes was prosecuted for, yes, a civil 
rights violation for assaulting the 
human smuggler. 

In that particular case, the U.S. At-
torney’s Office did the same thing. 
They hid evidence from the jury. They 
hid from the jury that this human 
smuggler was given $80,000 as a settle-
ment, that he was allowed to cross 
back and forth between the United 
States and Mexico, that he was given a 
Texas driver’s license, a U.S. Social Se-
curity card. And also in that case, yes, 
that human smuggler, while waiting to 
testify, brought in another load of 
illegals into this country. 

But in that case, the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office was caught. A new trial was or-
dered because they hid evidence, and 
that jury in that case found David 
Sipes, border agent, not guilty because 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office was not 
seeking justice but convictions. 

It makes us wonder what our U.S. At-
torney’s Office is doing and what side 
of they border war they are on. They 
are supposed to be protecting Ameri-
cans. They are supposed to be pro-
tecting the border agents. But yet they 
seem to prefer protecting human smug-
glers and drug dealers. That makes us 
wonder whether the Justice Depart-
ment needs to be investigated as to 
their priorities, because this ought not 
to be. 

Yet two border agents are still in 
prison 1 year today. They have served 
time, and they should be released. The 
President should pardon them, and 
hopefully the Fifth Circuit will do the 
right thing and order a new trial in 
this case. 

Our government needs to be on the 
right side of the border war and sup-
port our border agents and make peo-
ple understand that you can’t bring 
drugs and illegals into the country 
without being prosecuted. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF HRANT 
DINK 

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to solemnly remember the 
life of journalist and activist Hrant 
Dink. 

On January 19, 2007, Mr. Dink was 
gunned down by a Turkish 
ultranationalist outside his newspaper 
office in Istanbul, Turkey. 

Hrant Dink was a man who called for 
tolerance, peaceful dialogue, and great-

er civil rights for all Turkish citizens. 
He was a fierce defender of freedom and 
believed all people have equal rights 
under the law. He believed that every-
one should have the right to know the 
truth about their Nation’s past, how-
ever dark that past may be. 

Hrant Dink had been prosecuted by 
the Turkish Government under penal 
code 301, a law that bans free speech 
and was used to suppress a wide range 
of dissenting opinion, from criticism of 
Turkish Government institutions to 
opposing official Turkish denial of the 
Ottoman campaign of genocide against 
its Armenian population. Under the 
all-encompassing phrase ‘‘insulting 
Turkishness,’’ a citizen in Turkey can 
receive a prison sentence of up to 3 
years with the offense being increased 
by 50 percent if the so-called offense is 
committed abroad. 

Nearly 100 journalists and intellec-
tuals have been prosecuted under arti-
cle 301, including Nobel Prize author 
Orhan Pamuk. Many informed observ-
ers believe Hrant Dink’s prosecution 
under article 301 opened him up to a 
campaign of harassment and death 
threats from ultranationalists, which 
eventually led to his murder. To this 
day, citizens of Turkey live under 
threat of this gag law, with Hrant 
Dink’s own son prosecuted under this 
law because he reprinted his father’s 
newspaper articles. 

This is not the action of a true de-
mocracy. It is reflective of how a to-
talitarian state would behave, and this 
is not the Turkey we, the United 
States of America, have aligned our 
country with. 

Amnesty International has called for 
a complete repeal of this punitive leg-
islation. The European Commission has 
repeatedly asked for its repeal. 

Unfortunately, indications now sug-
gest that the Government of Turkey is 
only tinkering with changes, making 
this gag rule even more ambiguous. 
Today, I ask the House to support calls 
for the Turkish Government to imme-
diately repeal article 301. 

One year ago, Members of Congress, 
their staffers and several members, and 
members of several communities, came 
together to watch ‘‘Screamers,’’ a film 
about genocide in the last century, fea-
turing, among others, Hrant Dink. 
Here, in the Halls of Congress, we 
watched as Hrant Dink discussed the 
problems of article 301. 

Just 2 days after the film’s premiere, 
Hrant Dink was shot dead, a man who 
only wanted to speak the truth about 
historical facts as he saw them, a man 
who wanted every citizen to be treated 
equally, a man we should applaud here 
in America for his courage and dedica-
tion to democracy. 

I believe that if Turkey wants to fur-
ther explore the opportunities that she 
wishes to do within the present Euro-
pean Union, she must address the issue 
of article 301. I hope my colleagues will 

join me in honoring the memory of 
Hrant Dink and continue to urge the 
repeal of article 301. 
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ECONOMIC STIMULUS PACKAGE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today on behalf of the workers at 
NewPage Corporation in Rumford, 
Maine, and Fraser Timber Limited in 
Ashland, Maine. These workers re-
ceived some devastating news this 
week about job losses and layoffs. Fra-
ser Timber Limited will lay off 70 
workers on February 8, 2008 to June 1, 
2008. NewPage Corporation announced 
a shutdown of a paper machine in 
Rumford as of February 25, 2008. This 
decision could impact approximately 60 
to 70 jobs in Maine. 

In Maine, we are all too familiar with 
an economic and trade policy that has 
devastated our manufacturing sector. 
As a mill worker for nearly 30 years at 
Great Northern Paper Company, I 
know how devastating this news is for 
these workers and their families. When 
this happens in small rural commu-
nities in Maine, it ripples through the 
economy and throughout the region. 

When the House considers a potential 
economic stimulus package in the next 
few weeks, I’ll keep the workers of 
NewPage and Fraser at the forefront of 
my mind. Any economic stimulus 
package the House considers must con-
sider what’s good for our workers and 
their industry. We must get back to 
fiscal discipline, yet provide the relief 
so many people in Maine need. 

But if we are truly trying to reform 
our economy, we must also address the 
serious trade imbalance that’s creating 
this job loss. It’s no secret that trade 
has gotten the better of Maine’s manu-
facturing industry. Since passage of 
NAFTA, Maine has lost 23 percent of 
our manufacturing base. 

Today the USTR Trade Representa-
tive Susan Schwab said that moving 
forward on these trade agreements will 
actually help our economy. Well, I can 
tell you this, she obviously hasn’t 
talked to the men and women of 
NewPage and Fraser. She hasn’t talked 
to other workers in Maine and across 
this country that have been devastated 
by these NAFTA-style trade deals. 
These workers don’t want more TAA. 
They want their jobs back. 

I’ve been in touch with the Maine De-
partment of Labor Rapid Response 
Team, the workers at the mills, to dis-
cuss the implication of this, the paper 
machine shutting down on these work-
ers. In the days and weeks ahead, my 
office will be working to provide what-
ever assistance is necessary to help 
these workers get back to work. But 
they want their jobs. 
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