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We ought to be able to do that over the
next 5 years, as an adequate number of
new border patrol agents are trained
and placed on duty and we get new
fencing, lighting, sensors, and other
improvements in place.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to see us
get to a point where we do not need the
PATRIOT Act. We can let it quietly ex-
pire as we did with other internal secu-
rity measures enacted during previous
wars. But I would like for the Speaker
and this Congress not to ask me to
vote for any new so-called ‘‘guest
worker’’ program while this outrage at
our borders continues. The Members
can count on me for a ‘‘no’ vote right
now.

When our borders are secure and we
have absolutely stopped the invasion of
our Nation by illegal immigrants, then
and only then can we sit down and dis-
cuss how to solve this problem.

This week the Minutemen volunteers
are heading back out into the South-
west desert to do the job the Federal
Government is supposed to do. I do not
want them to have to do that. As a
matter of fact, they do not want to
have to be doing that. But until Con-
gress starts enforcing the immigration
laws of this country, they will continue
in growing numbers.

Mr. Speaker, protecting Americans
against terrorists begins with illegal
immigrants at our borders, not with
our own citizens here at home.

——
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CENTRAL AMERICAN FREE TRADE
AGREEMENT NOT GOOD FOR
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MARCHANT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 13
months ago, President Bush signed the
Central American Free Trade Agree-
ment, a trade agreement among six
Latin American countries with the
United States. The gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY), the most powerful
Republican Member of the House, said
last year when the agreement was
signed in May of 2004 that Congress
would soon vote on it. We did not. Then
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY)
said we would vote on it before Memo-
rial Day. We did not. Now the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) says
we are going to vote on it before July
4. I think he means it this time.

But the reason we have not voted on
the Central American Free Trade
Agreement is pretty simple: A major-
ity of Members of this House, Repub-
licans and Democrats, large numbers of
Members of this House simply do not
think our trade policy is working.

Every single trade agreement that
has come before this Congress that
President Bush has signed has been
voted on within 60 days: Morocco,
Chile, Australia and Singapore. The
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Central American Free Trade Agree-
ment has not been voted on in almost
13 months because Americans, rep-
resented by their Members of Congress,
have said we do not like the way our
trade policy is working.

Just take a look. In 1992, the year I
was elected to Congress for the first
time, our trade deficit, imports versus
exports, was $38 billion. Last year, 2004,
our trade deficit was $618 billion. From
$38 billion to $618 billion in a dozen
years.

Now, that is just numbers, that is
just economics maybe. But look what
that means. What that really means is
a huge loss in manufacturing jobs. In
the last 6 years, for example, the
States in red are States which have
lost 20 percent, at least one out of five,
of their manufacturing jobs: New York,
222,000; Pennsylvania, 200,000; Ohio, my
State, 217,000; Michigan, 210,000 lost
manufacturing jobs alone; Illinois,
224,000; Mississippi and Alabama to-
gether, 132,000; North Carolina, 228,000.
The States in blue have lost 15 to 20
percent, between one out of six and one
out of five, of their manufacturing
jobs. Texas, 201,000; California, 354,000
manufacturing jobs.

Our trade policy, Mr. Speaker, sim-
ply is not working. The Central Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement is going to
be more of the same. It is a dysfunc-
tional cousin of the North American
Free Trade Agreement, which helped to
begin this trend of a huge burgeoning
trade deficit and the continuing loss of
more manufacturing jobs.

The President has said he wants us to
pass the Central American Free Trade
Agreement and he makes some prom-
ises. The President said the Central
American Free Trade Agreement will
mean more jobs for Americans, it will
mean more manufacturing in the U.S.
and more exports to the developing
world, and it will mean an increase in
the standard of living for all seven
countries, not just us, but the six coun-
tries in the Central American Free
Trade Agreement.

Unfortunately, that is the same
promise that presidents have made for
a decade and a half. They promise more
jobs for Americans, they promise more
manufacturing exports, they promise a
higher standard of living in the devel-
oping world. And we end up with this:
We end up with wages stagnant in the
developing world, continued poverty in
Mexico or China or wherever these
trade agreements are, whichever coun-
tries these trade agreements affect,
and more lost jobs in the U.S.

The people that have supported
CAFTA like to tell us we will start
selling more products to Guatemala,
Honduras, Costa Rica, El Salvador and
Nicaragua. What they do not tell us is
that people in those countries simply
cannot afford to buy American prod-
ucts.

The average wage in the TUnited
States is $38,000. The average wage in
El Salvador is $4,800. The average wage
in Honduras is $2,600. The average wage
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in Nicaragua is $2,300. People in El Sal-
vador cannot buy cars made in Ohio.
People in the Dominican Republic can-
not buy software from Seattle. People
in Nicaragua cannot buy textiles and
apparel from North Carolina. People in
Honduras cannot buy steel from West
Virginia or Pennsylvania.

The fact is, these trade agreements
are about one thing: These trade agree-
ments are about exporting more U.S.
jobs, outsourcing more U.S. work. That
is why the largest companies in this
country support CAFTA, because they
want to move more production to these
countries and continue to pay these
very low wages instead of these higher
wages.

When you see who lines up for this
agreement, the people who support
CAFTA are the largest companies in
the United States. The people who op-
pose CAFTA are religious leaders in
Central America, religious leaders in
the United States. The people who sup-
port CAFTA, again, are the largest
banks and the largest financial institu-
tions in the United States. The people
who oppose CAFTA are people rep-
resenting workers, the environment,
people who advocate for food safety.
The people who support CAFTA are the
most powerful people in our country.
The people who oppose CAFTA are Cen-
tral American trade unions and people
who represent the poorest of the poor
in Latin America.

This trade agreement simply will not
work for Americans. It will mean more
lost jobs for the United States. It will
mean more manufacturing going off-
shore. It will mean a higher trade def-
icit with the United States, already
going from $38 billion to $618 billion in
just a dozen years. It will mean more
stagnant wages in Central America. It
will mean a pulling down of wages in
the United States.

The fact is, we can pass a different
CAFTA. We should defeat the Central
American Free Trade Agreement and
we should negotiate a CAFTA with
labor standards, with protections for
the environment, with protections for
food safety.

Why do we have protections for the
drug companies, and not workers in
CAFTA? Why do we have protections
for Hollywood films, but not for the en-
vironment or food safety?

Mr. Speaker, when workers in the de-
veloping world can buy American prod-
ucts, not just make them, then we will
know finally that our trade policy is
working.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Visitors
in the gallery should not express ap-
proval or disapproval of House pro-
ceedings.
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