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in this country illegally for any amount of
time, for any reason, that if those folks are
allowed to gain full citizenship you would
define as amnesty?”’

SK: “That’s pretty close, John, I mean you
know I defined it as a pardon and a reward
for immigration lawbreakers coupled with
the reward of the objective of their crime. I
think that your definition’s very close to
that of mine.

That doesn’t mean there aren’t groups of
people in this country that I have sympathy
for, T do. And there are Kkids that were
brought into this country by their parents
unknowing that they were breaking the law.
And they will say to me and others who de-
fend the rule of law ‘““we have to do some-
thing about the 11 million.”” And some of
them are valedictorians—well my answer to
that is—and by the way their parents
brought them in. It wasn’t their fault. It’s
true in some cases, but they aren’t all val-
edictorians. They weren’t all brought in by
their parents.

For everyone who’s a valedictorian, there’s
another 100 out there that they weigh 130
pounds—and they’ve got calves the size of
cantaloupes because they’re hauling 75
pounds of marijuana across the desert.

Those people would be legalized with the
same act. And until the folks that want to
open the borders and grant this amnesty can
define the difference between the innocent
ones who have deep ties with America and
those who have been, I'll say have been un-
dermining our culture and civilization and
profiting from criminal acts, until they can
define that difference they should not advo-
cate for amnesty for both good and evil.”

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Iowa, and I
am grateful that he is putting into the
RECORD the pillars of American
exceptionalism. That is our Nation.
Again, what we are concerned about is
America first; the American people
first; American jobs first; American
wages first; American benefits first.
And unfortunately, a study came out
in April from Harvard that said illegal
aliens have contributed to a loss of in-
come of $1,300 a year. Let’s not drive
that number any further. So I am very
grateful to have had this opportunity
to discuss this with the American peo-
ple this evening.

I yield back the balance of my time.
WHAT AMNESTY FOR ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS
WILL COST AMERICA
(By Jim DeMint and Robert Rector, Heritage
Foundation)

The economist Milton Friedman warned
that the United States cannot have open bor-
ders and an extensive welfare state. He was
right, and his reasoning extends to amnesty
for the more than 11 million unlawful immi-
grants in this country. In addition to being
unfair to those who follow the law and en-
couraging more unlawful immigration in the
future, amnesty has a substantial price tag.

An exhaustive study by the Heritage Foun-
dation has found that after amnesty, current
unlawful immigrants would receive $9.4 tril-
lion in government benefits and services and
pay more than $3 trillion in taxes over their
lifetimes. That leaves a net fiscal deficit
(benefits minus taxes) of $6.3 trillion. That
deficit would have to be financed by increas-
ing the government debt or raising taxes on
U.S. citizens.

For centuries immigration has been vital
to our nation’s health, and it will be essen-
tial to our future success. Yet immigrants
should come to our nation lawfully and
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should not impose additional fiscal costs on
our overburdened taxpayers. An efficient and
merit-based system would help our economy
and lessen the burden on taxpayers,
strengthening our nation.

A properly structured lawful immigration
system holds the potential to drive positive
economic growth and job creation. But am-
nesty for those here unlawfully is not nec-
essary to capture those benefits.

We estimate that when those who broke
our laws to come here start having access to
the same benefits as citizens do—as is called
for by the Senate ‘‘Gang of Eight” immigra-
tion bill—the average unlawful immigrant
household will receive nearly $3 in benefits
for every dollar in taxes paid. The net annual
cost is $28,000 per unlawful immigrant house-
hold.

Given the U.S. debt of $17 trillion, the fis-
cal effects detailed in our study should be at
the forefront of legislators’ minds as they
consider immigration reform.

Already, illegal immigrants impose costs
on police, hospitals, schools and other serv-
ices. Putting them on a path to citizenship
means that within a few years, they will
qualify for the full panoply of government
programs: more than 80 means-tested welfare
programs, as well as Social Security, Medi-
care and Obamacare. The lifetime fiscal cost
(benefits received minus taxes paid) for the
average unlawful immigrant after amnesty
would be around $590,000. Who is going to pay
that tab?

Our government is now in the business of
redistribution. As Nicholas Eberstadt, an
economist at the American Enterprise Insti-
tute, has pointed out, federal transfer pay-
ments, or taking from one American to give
to another, grew from 3 percent of spending
in 1935 to about two-thirds of all spending in
2010. Adding millions of unlawful immigrants
to U.S. programs will have a massive nega-
tive fiscal effect.

Our findings are based on empirical re-
search and reflect common sense. Unlawful
immigrants have relatively low earning po-
tential because, on average, they have 10th-
grade educations and low skills. Heads of
households like that, whether from the Mid-
west or Central America, will receive, on av-
erage, about four times as much in govern-
ment services and benefits as they pay in
taxes. Adding millions more to bloated wel-
fare and overburdened entitlement programs
would deepen the fiscal hole our country is
in.

In addition to costing taxpayers, amnesty
is unfair to those who came to this country
lawfully. More than 4 million people are
waiting to come to the United States law-
fully, but our dysfunctional bureaucracy
makes it easier to break the law than to fol-
low it.

Our cost estimates are in some ways very
conservative: The $6.3 trillion figure does not
factor in the waves of unlawful immigrants
who could pour into this country hoping for
another future amnesty. As scholars at the
Heritage Foundation and elsewhere have ex-
plained, the comprehensive immigration bill
being considered in the Senate differs little
from previous empty promises to secure our
borders and enforce immigration laws on the
books. When amnesty was granted under a
similar plan in 1986, there were about 3 mil-
lion unlawful immigrants; now we have more
than 11 million.

Instead of forcing through a complicated,
lengthy bill, Congress ought to advance
piece-by-piece immigration solutions that
enjoy broad support and build trust with the
American people. We should move to stream-
line our legal immigration system, encour-
age patriotic assimilation to unite new im-
migrants with America’s vibrant civil soci-
ety, fulfill promises to secure our borders
and strengthen workplace enforcement.
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We are proudly a nation of immigrants.
People the world over are attracted to the
United States because we are a nation of
laws. Granting amnesty to those who broke
the law and putting them on a path to citi-
zenship would be unfair, would encourage
more bad behavior and would impose signifi-
cant costs on American families.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. BARLETTA (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today and July 25 on ac-
count of a family emergency.

Mr. HORSFORD (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of med-
ical-mandated recovery.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 55 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, July 25, 2013, at 9 a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

2323. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Assistant Attorney General, Department of
Justice, transmitting the 2012 Annual Report
regarding the Department’s enforcement ac-
tivities under the Equal Credit Opportunity
Act, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1691f; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

2324. A letter from the Chairman, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System,
transmitting the Board’s semiannual Mone-
tary Policy Report pursuant to Pub. L. 106-
569; to the Committee on Financial Services.

2325. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Rescission of
Supervised Investment Bank Holding Com-
pany Rules [Release No.: 34-69979] (RIN: 3235-
AL35) received July 16, 2013, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

2326. A letter from the Program Manager,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s ‘Major”’
final rule — Medicaid and Children’s Health
Insurance Programs: Essential Health Bene-
fits in Alternative Benefit Plans, Eligibility
Notices, Fair Hearing and Appeal Process,
and Premiums and Cost Sharing; Exchanges:
Eligibility and Enrollment [CMS-2334-F]
(RIN: 0938-AR04) received July 10, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2327. A letter from the Deputy Bureau
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Connect
America Fund [WC Docket No.: 10-90] re-
ceived July 19, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2328. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
Transmittal No. 13-39, Notice of Proposed
Issuance of Letter of Offer and Acceptance,
pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.
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