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in 30 days for your deportation hearing.
Are we surprised that the vast major-
ity of people don’t show up but just
merely melt into our landscape and be-
come part of that 12 million people who
come to our country in violation of our
immigration laws? Well, it is because
we only have 20,000 detention beds—
20,000—with 1.2 million people coming
across our borders just last year. That
is the fundamental, root problem with
the catch-and-release policy that the
Department of Homeland Security has
had for far too long.

Senator KYL and I would not only
raise the number of detention beds to
50,000, but we would end the catch-and-
release policy by improving and in-
creasing and mandating the use of ex-
pedited removal across our borders.

This chart reflects that Border Pa-
trol apprehensions of people from coun-
tries other than Mexico were 165,000
last year. Yet 114,000 of them were re-
leased under the catch-and-release pro-
gram. As I say, most, if not all, of them
melted into the landscape and became
part of this shadow culture living in
America today of people who have
come to this country in violation of
our immigration laws. We may assume
we know why they have come here. We
may assume that they are people in
search of a better life and, indeed,
many of them are. But the fact is, we
can’t assume in a post-9/11 world; we
have to know who is coming into our
country and why they are here because
we know there are those who have evil
intent toward America. We know there
are common criminals. We know there
are drug dealers and drug smugglers.
We know there are arms dealers. We
know there are international criminal
syndicates who will do anything for a
buck, whether it is smuggling drugs,
guns, weapons of mass destruction, or
smuggling terrorists across our bor-
ders.

In addition to the 10,000 more Border
Patrol agents, I believe the solution to
securing our borders is in the tech-
nology we have, our technological ad-
vantage. But we are not using tech-
nology along the border the way we
should. We know the Department of
Defense, our military, is the finest,
most professional military the world
has ever known, and in large part it is
because of the technology they are able
to use. We need to use ground sensors.
We need to use unmanned aerial vehi-
cles. We need to use technology to pro-
vide a secure border.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent for 30 seconds
to conclude my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, as I
pointed out, border security is national
security. I see the chairman of the Sub-
committee for Homeland Security of
the Appropriations Committee on the
floor, and he has been a great cham-
pion of getting more money allocated
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for this important effort. But we are a
far cry from where we need to be. We
can do this if we have the national will
and commitment. But our national se-
curity depends on border security, and
we have to make a credible effort—in-
deed, more than an effort—we need to
be successful in providing security to
our borders in order to keep the Amer-
ican people safe.
I yield the floor.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

SECURING AMERICA’S BORDERS
ACT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 2454, which
the clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 2454) to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide for com-
prehensive reform, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I un-
derstand that the Senator from Geor-
gia and the Senator from Louisiana
wish to speak. I also wish to speak, and
I see the Democratic floor leader is
here. I spoke with the Senator from
Massachusetts, and he said he wasn’t
speaking at this time. I was wondering
if we could maybe get a time agree-
ment so that we can get an order, if
that is all right with the Democratic
floor manager.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, what
is the parliamentary situation now? I
am just asking the question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 12
p.m. will be equally divided between
the two leaders or their designees.

Mr. GREGG. Madam President, I
would just suggest that since the Sen-
ator from Georgia is here and the Sen-
ator from Louisiana is here and I am
here and I know the Senator from
Vermont is here, since he is the floor
leader, he would probably want to pro-
ceed. Do you have a statement you are
proceeding with, I presume?

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I
would tell my good friend from my
neighboring State of New Hampshire, I
do have a statement. It is not very
long; it is probably 7 or 8 minutes. But
I would like to say, just to frame the
issue, the distinguished chairman of
the committee, Senator SPECTER, and I
spoke on the floor yesterday on this.
This is a major issue. I will want to
speak. I do not intend to hold the floor
very long.

Mr. KENNEDY. Will the Senator be
good enough to yield? I will be glad to
wait for 45 minutes or an hour. I will
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seek recognition at that time. After
the Senator from Vermont speaks, we
have some other speakers, but I think
we can wait.

Mr. GREGG. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senator from Vermont be
recognized for as much time as he may
desire and then the Senator from Geor-
gia be recognized for 15 minutes, the
Senator from Louisiana for 15 minutes,
and then I be recognized for 15 minutes,
and that will get us to approximately
the 45 minutes the Senator was talking
about.

Mr. KENNEDY. Then would the Sen-
ator from Illinois be recognized for 15
minutes and I will follow the Senator
from Illinois?

Mr. GREGG. That sounds reasonable
to me.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. GREGG. I yield the floor. I thank
the Senator from Vermont and the
Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I
thank the Senator from New Hamp-
shire. As usual, he found us a roadmap
and it worked well.

Madam President, let me just briefly
suggest the absence of a quorum. I am
going to take us out of the quorum in
about 1 minute.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, we
are going to have a major debate on
immigration. That is a good thing,
both for the country and for the Sen-
ate. I note, however, in the Judiciary
Committee, we have had a major
amount of debate and long markups.
The distinguished chairman of the
committee, Senator SPECTER, and I
have tried to make sure we had full
hearings.

The distinguished senior Senator
from Massachusetts, Mr. KENNEDY, is
on the floor. As I said last night, he has
spent more time on this than any of
the rest of us. He has been in the Sen-
ate longer. He has been a leader in the
area of immigration.

When we began the debate, Chairman
SPECTER and I followed the opening
statement of the Republican leader
with a discussion of how the Judiciary
Committee, in a truly bipartisan man-
ner, worked successfully to meet the
deadline set by the Senate’s Repub-
lican leadership. I understood that the
majority leader had committed to turn
to the committee bill if we were able to
meet that deadline. I heard our chair-
man reiterate that same thing on the
floor again yesterday. We did it, we
completed that difficult task. We did it
by working together, Republicans and
Democrats, something that should be
done more often around here.
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