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case and decide if rape of a child is con-
stitutional under the eighth amend-
ment and whether it violates the cruel 
and unusual punishment provision of 
the eighth amendment. 

No one has been executed in the 
United States for a crime other than 
murder since 1964. Of 3,000 inmates on 
death row, only two face the death pen-
alty for nonhomicide, and one is Pat-
rick Kennedy. 

In addition to Louisiana, Georgia, 
Montana, Oklahoma, South Carolina 
and Texas have laws allowing death 
penalty for rape of a child. In 1977, the 
Supreme Court decided that the death 
sentence for rape of an adult woman 
was unconstitutional, but they never 
ruled on the issue of sexual assault and 
rape of a child. Thus, this case appears 
before the Supreme Court. 

Louisiana has interpreted the Su-
preme Court’s previous rulings not to 
apply in Louisiana because the sexual 
assault was of a child and that is why 
this case appears before the Supreme 
Court to make this decision. 

Madam Speaker, this crime is sense-
less. We can sometimes understand 
why people commit the crime of theft, 
we can understand why sometimes peo-
ple commit the crime of burglary, and 
even sometimes commit the crime of 
murder, but there can never be a time 
in our culture when we understand why 
a person rapes an 8-year-old girl. It is 
the ultimate crime of degradation. It is 
the ultimate type of torture, and it is 
the ultimate crime against little girls 
and their identity. It is worse than 
murder. And in this instance, the vic-
tim has a daily reminder of the crime 
that has ruined her life. It is an at-
tempt to destroy not the life but the 
soul of this victim. So justice must be 
pronounced in this case. Society will be 
judged and the Supreme Court will be 
judged by the way it treats the inno-
cent among us. Hopefully this case will 
be upheld by the Supreme Court. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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WASTE AND ABUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, when I was first elected to Con-
gress, my incoming class decided to 
concentrate on the concept of exposing 
waste, fraud and abuse in national gov-
ernment. I wish I was still doing that 
because with all due respect, I have 
struck the mother lode of waste, fraud 
and abuse. 

Tomorrow we will debate on this 
floor under a rule a perfect example of 
abusing taxpayers, fraud on taxpayers, 
and wasting of taxpayers’ money. 

Less than 10 years ago, Secretary 
Babbitt established an organization 
called the National Land Conservation 
System. He said it was his idea, his 

hope, to move from what he called the 
‘‘Bureau of Livestock and Mining,’’ 
which was actually his legal responsi-
bility, to what he wanted to be, a bu-
reau of landscapes and monuments. He 
wanted this organization to emphasize 
and recognize the crown jewels of the 
Bureau of Land Management. 

One has to ask: How does one actu-
ally recognize and emphasize the crown 
jewels of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment? 

In hearings, we asked the bureau 
spokesman if before this entity was es-
tablished, was the Bureau of Land 
Management incompetent in handling 
these goals, or of emphasizing and rec-
ognizing these lands. And the answer 
was, obviously, no. 

So the question once again is: Why 
do we want tomorrow to codify and 
make permanent this entity which is 
at best redundant and is at worst sim-
ply a waste of taxpayers’ money, be-
cause you see, this new entity doesn’t 
appoint anyone. It doesn’t fire any-
body. It doesn’t write or remove regu-
lations. It doesn’t administer or regu-
late. It doesn’t do anything except cost 
the taxpayer $50 million a year to run 
it. 

The best argument that the pro-
ponents of this bill will have is that it 
doesn’t change anything. In essence, it 
does nothing to an entity that does 
nothing; so why do it. 

Another of the great arguments is it 
won’t cost us a dime, except when the 
sponsor was asked in his State news-
paper whether this new system would 
have more funds and regulations, his 
response was, ‘‘Well, you’ve got to es-
tablish the system, and then you go to 
step two.’’ 

In what actually is being purported 
as something that doesn’t really 
change anything, my fear is this bill 
might actually do something. 

The Department of Interior ten-
tatively supports this proposal because 
it says it helps them to maintain the 
basic difference between a national 
park and a national monument on BLM 
land as opposed to a monument or park 
on National Park Service land. And the 
key element in the difference between 
the two is the concept in the BLM of 
multiple use on the public lands. 

And yet when our side tried to intro-
duce an amendment in the committee 
to make sure that multiple use was one 
of the key values of this new system, it 
was defeated on a party-line vote. And 
when we went to the Rules Committee 
to try to bring this issue to the floor, 
it was once again defeated on a party- 
line vote. 

The only difference between BLM and 
National Park Service is this concept 
of multiple use, and yet this is one 
issue that is specifically eliminated 
from the bill that will be in discussion 
tomorrow. This bill is supposed to take 
the status quo and make it permanent; 
and yet all of the problems inherent in 

the status quo are not solved by this 
particular bill. We have great issue 
with private in holdings on these lands, 
none of which is addressed. 

We tried to make sure that those 
people who like to recreate on these 
lands, that no boating, no shooting 
areas would be diminished if this went 
into effect, and once again that issue 
was rejected on a party-line vote and 
not even allowed to be discussed on the 
House floor. 
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We talked about potential border se-
curity, and an amendment will be 
granted tomorrow that says we will do 
nothing to change what we are doing 
on border security on these lands 
which are part of our border, and that 
is, indeed, one of the problems because 
it’s not the status quo we want. It is 
change that needs to be done. 

This area is sometimes called sarcas-
tically the Trail of Amnesty, where it’s 
estimated that every year a quarter of 
a million people will go through, those 
who are most of the worst in the 
human traffickers, the drug dealers 
and some of our gang members. 

There is one ranch that is near this 
area; already in a short period of time 
has been burglarized 16 times even 
though he has iron bars on the window, 
a security system. When he’s on horse-
back riding his ranch he finds needles, 
baby clothes, two skulls, four dead bod-
ies. No Country for Old Men looks like 
a soap opera compared to this terri-
tory. 

It is not the status quo we need to do. 
It is change that is essential. And once 
again, nothing like this happens. When 
we write fuzzy and vague language we 
invite lawsuits against the Federal 
Government. 

We’ll have an amendment tomorrow 
to try to eliminate or at least limit the 
kinds of potential lawsuits we have. We 
will see what happens because, once 
again, that was rejected in the com-
mittee. 

This national land conservation sys-
tem should not be codified and made 
permanent; if anything, it should be 
eliminated as a $50 million example of 
waste, fraud and abuse. The dream of 
Secretary Babbitt is really an expen-
sive millstone around the neck of all 
taxpayers in this country. 

f 

CONFLICT IN THE MIDDLE EAST 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank you. And it’s indeed an honor to 
be here tonight to talk with my col-
leagues about something that’s going 
on in the world today that is of huge 
import. And no, I’m not talking about 
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