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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. DRAKE).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 9, 2006.

I hereby appoint the Honorable THELMA D.
DRAKE to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-
GREN) for 5 minutes.

——————

IMMIGRATION

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, in assessing
the effectiveness of immigration pol-
icy, it is helpful to look at both the
push factors and the pull factors which
contribute to the phenomenon of ille-
gal immigration.

In assessing the push factors, we
must not overlook the role of the gov-
ernment of Mexico. On a human level,
it is a sad fact that people are moti-
vated to make what is often a dan-
gerous trek north to the United States

because of the absence of economic op-
portunity in Mexico itself. Yet this
flow of illegal immigration into the
United States acts as a pressure relief
valve by allowing the Mexican govern-
ment to escape political accountability
to those it has failed.

Ironically, the Mexican government’s
laissez fare attitude towards immigra-
tion out of Mexico is not reflected in
its policy concerning its own southern
border. When you hear the President of
Mexico or other Mexican politicians
rail against the House-passed border
control bill, please keep in mind that
when it comes to their own border poli-
cies, all of the rhetoric concerning the
right to migration is suddenly nowhere
to be found. In the end, the Mexican
government’s policy will prove to be
shortsighted and will ultimately cause
serious damage to their own country.
Imagine the long-term effects of a na-
tion losing millions of its hardest
working younger people. The future of
Mexico is sending its government a
clear and unmistakable message of
adios as they vote with their feet.

Furthermore, when one factors Mexi-
co’s demographic future into the equa-
tion, a dire picture emerges. According
to an article by Philip Longman in the
May/June issue of Foreign Affairs,
“Mexican fertility rates have dropped
so dramatically, the country is now
aging five times faster than is the
United States. It took 50 years for the
American median age to rise just five
years, from 30 to 35. By contrast, be-
tween 2000 and 2050, Mexico’s median
age, according to U.N. projections, will
increase by 20 years, leaving half the
population over 42. Meanwhile, the me-
dian American age in the year 2050 is
expected to be 39.7.”” Thus, ultimately
illegal immigration from Mexico into
the U.S. is not good for either Mexico
or the United States.

According to the Associated Press,
President Fox has characterized the
House immigration bill as, quote, stu-

pid. To his credit, the same AP story
quoted President Fox as acknowledging
that his government must ‘‘generate
opportunities here in Mexico.”” How-
ever, it is the responsibility of the
United States Government to control
our own borders and to take action to
reduce the pull factors which draw peo-
ple to the United States. We must de-
magnetize the attraction of illegal em-
ployment in the U.S. Unfortunately,
our track record here reflects a failure
of government policy on our side of the
border.

The Immigration Reform and Control
Act of 1986, IRCA, or Simpson-Mazzoli,
for the first time imposed sanctions on
employers for the hiring of those ineli-
gible to work in the United States. Yet
since the passage of that bill, adminis-
trations of both political parties have
failed to enforce the law. The fact that
there were only three cases last year,
three, of a notice to file a prosecution
for the unlawful hiring of illegal aliens
is utterly indefensible. There must be a
will to enforce the law.

I wish to recount what in retrospect
was the death knell to an effective re-
gime of employer sanctions. An amend-
ment to Simpson-Mazzoli was accepted
which completely undermined the em-
ployment verification system. In its
place, a series of documents required to
be submitted with the I-9 employment
eligibility verification form was sub-
stituted. The end result was the cre-
ation of a new cottage industry for the
production of false documentation. I
would like to emphasize once again
that it was the negation of an effective
employer verification system, which in
combination with the lack of enforce-
ment, undermined the usefulness of
employer sanctions as an immigration
enforcement tool.

It was for this reason that the basic
pilot project was created in 1996 by this
Congress. The system allows employers
to voluntarily check the names and So-
cial Security numbers of its employees
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