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do so by a Federal law enforcement of-
ficer.

Mr. Speaker, America’s ports remain
vulnerable and this Nation needs a
multifaceted strategy to secure them
and to deter those who would harm this
country. The Reducing Crime and Ter-
rorism at America’s Seaports Act of
2005 is part of that strategy.

I urge my colleagues to join Chair-
man COBLE and me by cosponsoring
this legislation.

——
O 1615

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KUuHL of New York). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. GUTKNECHT) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

————
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take my Special
Order at this time.

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

There was no objection.

———
BORDER CONTROL AND AMNESTY

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

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this
month a bill to grant amnesty to ille-
gal immigrants was introduced in the
United States Senate.

I think we should send a very clear
message to the other body not to waste
their time or ours on any bill dealing
with the status of illegal immigrants
until we first secure our borders.

What good does it do to try to ad-
dress the problems of 11 to 16 million
people who are here illegally if we do
not address the gaping wound that al-
lowed them in this country to start
with?

The majority of illegals simply walk
across our woefully undermanned 2,000-
mile border with Mexico. We could de-
port them back to their country of ori-
gin, and millions would be pouring
back across that same border within
hours. We could turn our backs on jus-
tice and the rule of law and declare ev-
eryone here as now to be legal. Within
hours we would have millions more il-
legal immigrants walking across that
same border, encouraged by the fact
that they could laugh at our laws with
impunity.

Either extreme, or anything in be-
tween, is pointless while we let our
border continue to bleed. Trying to de-
fend 1,951 miles of border against 4 mil-
lion illegal immigrants a year with
just 10,817 border patrol officers is a
mathematical impossibility.

This month Customs and Border Pro-
tection Commissioner Robert Bonner
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told the House Committee on Govern-
ment Reform that we could secure the
border, that we could secure the bor-
der, with an additional 50,000 auxiliary
officers. That figure is in very close
agreement with the draft field research
by the Immigration Reform Caucus
that was reported this week by the
Washington Times, CNN’s Lou Dobbs,
and Fox News, which estimates 36,000
auxiliaries may accomplish the same
purpose.

Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger of
California and Janet Napolitano of Ari-
zona, Bill Richardson of New Mexico,
and Governor Rick Perry of Texas can
order their National Guard, with sup-
port from other States through the Na-
tional Guard Bureau, to secure their
section of their border today. We have
already authorized the Secretary of De-
fense to pay the cost of that deploy-
ment in last year’s Defense Authoriza-
tion Act. In addition, we are bringing
home 70,000 Federal troops from around
the world, where they have been guard-
ing other nations’ borders for the past
60 years. A simple executive order from
the President would allow them to re-
lieve our National Guard and have
20,000 men and women to spare.

All it takes, Mr. Speaker, is will. We
have the manpower and we have the
money.

Mr. Speaker, on May 5 the American
people responded to a Zogby nation-
wide poll on this issue. They approve
using Federal troops to secure our bor-
der by a 53 to 40 percent margin. They
approve using State and local law
agencies to help secure our border by
an 81 to 14 percent margin. They op-
pose an amnesty plan like that pro-
posed in the Senate by a 56 to 35 per-
cent margin.

This week, after the border patrol
draft reported by caucus investigators
was released, CNN online polls were
running 92 percent in favor of using our
military to control our borders. In re-
sponse, the Mexican Government this
week spoke out against us securing our
border with our troops.

The American public demands we do
S0.

Now is the time for every Member of
this body to choose whose side we are
on.

————

SMART SECURITY AND THE NEED
FOR AN IRAQ PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it is
time for Congress to take a good, hard
look at the role the United States is
playing in Iraq and whether or not it is
in our national interest to maintain a
military presence.

We need to acknowledge the fact that
Iraq’s insurgency is growing in
strength, not diminishing, and that the
very presence of 150,000 American
troops on Iraqi soil appears as though
they see us as occupiers that actually
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unites the growing collection of insur-
gent forces.

Since our military presence actually
encourages further fighting, this war
will continue as long as U.S. troops re-
main in Iraq. That is why Congress
must accept the fact that we cannot
possibly bring our involvement in Iraq
to any kind of successful conclusion
through military means.

Yesterday, during consideration of
the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2006, I offered an
amendment urging the President to de-
velop a plan for the withdrawal of
troops from Iraq. Surprisingly, this
was the first time the House has for-
mally debated the possibility of with-
drawal from Iraq. We were allotted
only 30 minutes for the debate: 15 min-
utes on my side, 156 minutes on the side
opposing my amendment. But it is no
surprise, of course, the amendment was
defeated. But in spite of that, it is
clear that the Congress is starting to
get serious about a plan for leaving
Iraq. 128 Members, including five Re-
publicans, voted for this amendment.

But there is much more work to do,
Mr. Speaker. The Iraq war has now
raged on for more than 2 years, and we
are no closer to winning this conflict
than we were when President Bush de-
clared an end to major combat oper-
ations under an arrogant banner de-
claring ‘‘Mission Accomplished.”

Despite this lack of progress, the war
has exacted a deeply troubling human
and financial toll. In just over 2 years
of war, more than 1,600 American sol-
diers and an estimated 25,000 Iraqi in-
nocents have been killed. The Pen-
tagon lists the number of Americans
wounded as just over 12,000. But that
does not take into account even the in-
visible wounds many of our soldiers
will be bringing home and have already
brought home, the painful mental trau-
ma they have contracted from months
and years of fighting. When accounting
for these psychological injuries, the
number of wounded jumps to nearly
40,000.

To date, Congress has appropriated
more than $200 billion for military op-
erations in Iraq, despite little to no
oversight as to how these funds are
going to be spent, which has allowed $9
billion in reconstruction funds to just
vanish from the coffers of the Coalition
Provisional Authority, which was the
American governing body that man-
aged Iraq until the year 2004.

Given what is at stake here, do the
American people not deserve a plan?
Do our brave men and women, who are
selflessly sacrificing their lives, not to
mention their arms, legs, for a war
that we should not be in in the first
place, not deserve a plan?

Let us not forget that the legislative
branch is constitutionally mandated to
oversee expenditures from our National
Treasury. Instead of allowing fat-cat
war profiteers like Halliburton and its
subsidiary, Kellogg, Brown and Root,
to line their pockets as war profiteers,
it is time Congress started fulfilling
our responsibility.
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