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And, let me see, the Assistant Sec-
retary of State Michael Posner taking
Arizona’s immigration law all the way
to the Chinese and saying, Well, we
brought it up early and often.

Apparently, we’re a sinful Nation be-
cause we believe in the rule of law, Mr.
Speaker.

And let me see, who’s left out of this?
Oh, yes. John Morton, the Assistant
Secretary, who is the head of ICE, Im-
migration and Customs Enforcement,
who remarked that he wasn’t com-
mitted to handling all the people that
might be picked up by Arizona immi-
gration or by Arizona’s law enforce-
ment officers in enforcement of Fed-
eral immigration law.

So this whole picture of this adminis-
tration paints something that makes it
really hard for government teachers to
get this message down to their stu-
dents. We have students that are jun-
iors or seniors in high school, and
you’re teaching them government.
They might be younger than that, but
juniors and seniors in high school.
They might read the paper and watch
the news, and they sit in the class-
room, and the teacher will say, We
have a separation of powers. We have
the legislative. We have the executive.
And we have the judicial branches of
government. These are three separate
powers. Some teachers will teach
they’re separate but equal. That’s an-
other hour to talk about it. I don’t be-
lieve they’re equal. But they are sepa-
rate.

To argue that they’re separate and
having students watch the news and
hear that the President doesn’t want to
enforce immigration law because he
doesn’t agree with it; that he wants to
hold law enforcement hostage until the
American people accept his form of
amnesty. The President doesn’t get
that kind of discretion. The President’s
job is to enforce the law. The Attorney
General’s job is to enforce the law.
John Morton’s job as head of ICE is to
enforce the law. And the Secretary of
Homeland Security Janet Napolitano’s
job is to enforce the law. Because you
disagree with the law means nothing.
You enforce that law whether you
agree with it or not because you’re not
a policy maker. You're a law enforcer.

That’s how our Constitution is set
up. That’s the power that’s invested in
them. If our Founding Fathers had
wanted them to be legislators, they
would have written it into the Con-
stitution. If the people of this country
wanted them to be legislators, I can
tell you what they would have done.
They would have amended the Con-
stitution and had the power to change
Federal law over to John Morton,
Janet Napolitano, Eric Holder, for the
President of the United States, or
maybe even Michael Posner, the As-
sistant Secretary of State. Who knows.

That’s not who we are. That’s not the
way it is. We must defend the rule of
law. It is an essential pillar of Amer-
ican exceptionalism. We cannot sustain
our greatness as a Nation if we’re going
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to allow the discretionary—discre-
tionary—enforcement of the law to
come from executive branch people.
And for a President of the United
States, who taught constitutional law,
albeit as an adjunct professor at the
stellar University of Chicago School of
Law, to think that that’s the case, that
he doesn’t understand this any better,
he thinks he can get away with it.

Well, I am here to say, no, the Amer-
ican people know better. We can read
the Constitution. We can read our his-
tory. And we have access to the infor-
mation necessary to keep an educated
populace, coupled with an armed popu-
lace, coupled with the people that have
enough self-confidence to be in a full-
throated way to stand up and defend
our liberty and defend our freedom.
That’s who we are, Mr. Speaker. That’s
who we must remain. That’s the char-
acter that we must maintain. And we
cannot allow ourselves to be dimin-
ished by a people who happen to find
themselves right now sitting in con-
trolling positions within this govern-
ment that don’t understand or willfully
defy our values as a Nation or our Con-
stitution.

Mr. Speaker, I couldn’t have picked a
better moment to yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida (at the
request of Mr. HOYER) for June 14 and
today on account of official business.

————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. BALDWIN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. BALDWIN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GARAMENDI, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SABLAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. BISHOP of Utah) to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material:)

Mr. BOOZMAN, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, June
22,

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, June 22.

Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BisHOP of Utah, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia, for 5 minutes,
today.

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.
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The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 33 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, June 16, 2010, at 10
a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7886. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Importation of Tomatoes From
Souss-Massa-Draa, Morocco; Technical
Amendment [Docket No.: APHIS-2008-0017]
(RIN: 0579-ACT77) received May 21, 2010, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

7887. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Coat Protein of Plum Pox
Virus; Exemption from the Requirement of a
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0763; FRL-8826-
9] received May 21, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

7888. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a re-
port of a violation of the Antideficiency Act
by the Department of the Navy, Case Num-
ber 09-01, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 15617(b); to the
Committee on Appropriations.

7889. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Services, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Capacity Building Pro-
gram for Traditionally Underserved Popu-
lations—Technical Assistance for American
Indian Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Projects Catalog of Federal Domestic Assist-
ance (CFDA) Number: 84.406 received May 19,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

7890. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Services, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — National Institute on
Disability and Rehabilitation Research
(NIDRR)—Disability and Rehabilitation Re-
search Projects and Centers Program—Reha-
bilitation Research and Training Centers
(RRTCs)—Employer Practices Related to
Employment Outcomes Among Individuals
with Disabilities Catalog of Federal Domes-
tic Assistance (CFDA) Number: 84.133B-3 re-
ceived May 21, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

7891. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Acquisition Regulation: Subchapter E—Gen-
eral Contracting Requirements, Subchapter
F—Special Categories of Contracting, and
Subchapter G—Contract Management (RIN:
1991-AB88) received May 27, 2010, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

7892. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revocation of Significant
New Use Rule on a Certain Chemical Sub-
stance [EPA-HQ-OPPT-2009-0668; FRI1.-8819-3]
(RIN: 2070-AB27) received May 21, 2010, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

7893. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Nonprocurement Debarment and
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