
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH336 January 17, 2008 
position of leadership on either side of 
the aisle to address this issue in a 
meaningful way. We have changed the 
parties in charge, but we haven’t 
changed the practice. 

So the mantle falls on the institu-
tionalists among us to foster this 
change, those who deep down know 
that we owe more to this institution 
than we are giving it. 

It is time to stand up and be counted. 
f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

POLITICAL PRISONERS FOR ONE 
YEAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, today it is 
cold in Washington. It is snowing. They 
say it may snow some more. But there 
are two places in the United States 
that are colder than in this city, and 
they are in separate places. They are 
two prison cells, Federal peniten-
tiaries, where two border agents, now, 
today have spent one calendar year in 
confinement for doing their job on the 
Texas-Mexico border. 

Madam Speaker, it seems as though 
border agents Ramos and Compean 
have been punished for doing what we 
hired them to do. Because, you see, 
when they were patrolling the Texas- 
Mexico border, a drug smuggler came 
into the United States bringing almost 
a million dollars worth of drugs into 
this country. They had a confrontation 
with this drug dealer. They both be-
lieved him to have a weapon. Shots 
were fired, and he disappeared in Mex-
ico, leaving his load of drugs in this 
country. 

Unbeknownst to them, they shot the 
drug smuggler. A few months later, our 
Federal Government relentlessly went 
and found this drug dealer, brought 
him back to the United States and 
gave him immunity from his crimes to 
testify against the border agents for, 
get this, a civil rights violation against 
him, the drug smuggler. They were 
tried and they were convicted and sent 
to the Federal penitentiary for 11 and 
12 years. 

But what the jury in that trial did 
not know was that the U.S. Justice De-
partment, the Attorney General’s Of-
fice, hid evidence in that case from the 
jury, because Madam Speaker, they not 
only made a deal with this drug smug-
gler not to prosecute him for bringing 
in a million dollars worth of drugs; 
while he is waiting to testify at the 
trial, he brings in another load of 
drugs. And then our U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice had the audacity for months to 
deny that ever occurred. 

But now the truth has come out. Now 
we know. Now the whole world knows 
that that evidence was hidden from the 
jury. The Fifth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals has heard this case on appeal. We 
are waiting to see if they reverse the 
case because the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
hid evidence that the jury should have 
heard because, you see, the star wit-
ness, the witness that the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office made a backroom deal 
with, brought in other drugs. The jury 
should have known that to judge the 
credibility of the witness. And this is 
not the first time the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office has done this. 

In the year 2000, another border agent 
by the name of David Sipes came in 
contact with a human smuggler. He 
had a fight with him in the Rio Grande 
River as the human smuggler was 
bringing in people. And then David 
Sipes was prosecuted for, yes, a civil 
rights violation for assaulting the 
human smuggler. 

In that particular case, the U.S. At-
torney’s Office did the same thing. 
They hid evidence from the jury. They 
hid from the jury that this human 
smuggler was given $80,000 as a settle-
ment, that he was allowed to cross 
back and forth between the United 
States and Mexico, that he was given a 
Texas driver’s license, a U.S. Social Se-
curity card. And also in that case, yes, 
that human smuggler, while waiting to 
testify, brought in another load of 
illegals into this country. 

But in that case, the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office was caught. A new trial was or-
dered because they hid evidence, and 
that jury in that case found David 
Sipes, border agent, not guilty because 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office was not 
seeking justice but convictions. 

It makes us wonder what our U.S. At-
torney’s Office is doing and what side 
of they border war they are on. They 
are supposed to be protecting Ameri-
cans. They are supposed to be pro-
tecting the border agents. But yet they 
seem to prefer protecting human smug-
glers and drug dealers. That makes us 
wonder whether the Justice Depart-
ment needs to be investigated as to 
their priorities, because this ought not 
to be. 

Yet two border agents are still in 
prison 1 year today. They have served 
time, and they should be released. The 
President should pardon them, and 
hopefully the Fifth Circuit will do the 
right thing and order a new trial in 
this case. 

Our government needs to be on the 
right side of the border war and sup-
port our border agents and make peo-
ple understand that you can’t bring 
drugs and illegals into the country 
without being prosecuted. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF HRANT 
DINK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to solemnly remember the 
life of journalist and activist Hrant 
Dink. 

On January 19, 2007, Mr. Dink was 
gunned down by a Turkish 
ultranationalist outside his newspaper 
office in Istanbul, Turkey. 

Hrant Dink was a man who called for 
tolerance, peaceful dialogue, and great-
er civil rights for all Turkish citizens. 
He was a fierce defender of freedom and 
believed all people have equal rights 
under the law. He believed that every-
one should have the right to know the 
truth about their Nation’s past, how-
ever dark that past may be. 

Hrant Dink had been prosecuted by 
the Turkish Government under penal 
code 301, a law that bans free speech 
and was used to suppress a wide range 
of dissenting opinion, from criticism of 
Turkish Government institutions to 
opposing official Turkish denial of the 
Ottoman campaign of genocide against 
its Armenian population. Under the 
all-encompassing phrase ‘‘insulting 
Turkishness,’’ a citizen in Turkey can 
receive a prison sentence of up to 3 
years with the offense being increased 
by 50 percent if the so-called offense is 
committed abroad. 

Nearly 100 journalists and intellec-
tuals have been prosecuted under arti-
cle 301, including Nobel Prize author 
Orhan Pamuk. Many informed observ-
ers believe Hrant Dink’s prosecution 
under article 301 opened him up to a 
campaign of harassment and death 
threats from ultranationalists, which 
eventually led to his murder. To this 
day, citizens of Turkey live under 
threat of this gag law, with Hrant 
Dink’s own son prosecuted under this 
law because he reprinted his father’s 
newspaper articles. 

This is not the action of a true de-
mocracy. It is reflective of how a to-
talitarian state would behave, and this 
is not the Turkey we, the United 
States of America, have aligned our 
country with. 

Amnesty International has called for 
a complete repeal of this punitive leg-
islation. The European Commission has 
repeatedly asked for its repeal. 

Unfortunately, indications now sug-
gest that the Government of Turkey is 
only tinkering with changes, making 
this gag rule even more ambiguous. 
Today, I ask the House to support calls 
for the Turkish Government to imme-
diately repeal article 301. 

One year ago, Members of Congress, 
their staffers and several members, and 
members of several communities, came 
together to watch ‘‘Screamers,’’ a film 
about genocide in the last century, fea-
turing, among others, Hrant Dink. 
Here, in the Halls of Congress, we 
watched as Hrant Dink discussed the 
problems of article 301. 

Just 2 days after the film’s premiere, 
Hrant Dink was shot dead, a man who 
only wanted to speak the truth about 
historical facts as he saw them, a man 
who wanted every citizen to be treated 
equally, a man we should applaud here 
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in America for his courage and dedica-
tion to democracy. 

I believe that if Turkey wants to fur-
ther explore the opportunities that she 
wishes to do within the present Euro-
pean Union, she must address the issue 
of article 301. I hope my colleagues will 
join me in honoring the memory of 
Hrant Dink and continue to urge the 
repeal of article 301. 

f 

b 1500 

ECONOMIC STIMULUS PACKAGE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today on behalf of the workers at 
NewPage Corporation in Rumford, 
Maine, and Fraser Timber Limited in 
Ashland, Maine. These workers re-
ceived some devastating news this 
week about job losses and layoffs. Fra-
ser Timber Limited will lay off 70 
workers on February 8, 2008 to June 1, 
2008. NewPage Corporation announced 
a shutdown of a paper machine in 
Rumford as of February 25, 2008. This 
decision could impact approximately 60 
to 70 jobs in Maine. 

In Maine, we are all too familiar with 
an economic and trade policy that has 
devastated our manufacturing sector. 
As a mill worker for nearly 30 years at 
Great Northern Paper Company, I 
know how devastating this news is for 
these workers and their families. When 
this happens in small rural commu-
nities in Maine, it ripples through the 
economy and throughout the region. 

When the House considers a potential 
economic stimulus package in the next 
few weeks, I’ll keep the workers of 
NewPage and Fraser at the forefront of 
my mind. Any economic stimulus 
package the House considers must con-
sider what’s good for our workers and 
their industry. We must get back to 
fiscal discipline, yet provide the relief 
so many people in Maine need. 

But if we are truly trying to reform 
our economy, we must also address the 
serious trade imbalance that’s creating 
this job loss. It’s no secret that trade 
has gotten the better of Maine’s manu-
facturing industry. Since passage of 
NAFTA, Maine has lost 23 percent of 
our manufacturing base. 

Today the USTR Trade Representa-
tive Susan Schwab said that moving 
forward on these trade agreements will 
actually help our economy. Well, I can 
tell you this, she obviously hasn’t 
talked to the men and women of 
NewPage and Fraser. She hasn’t talked 
to other workers in Maine and across 
this country that have been devastated 
by these NAFTA-style trade deals. 
These workers don’t want more TAA. 
They want their jobs back. 

I’ve been in touch with the Maine De-
partment of Labor Rapid Response 
Team, the workers at the mills, to dis-
cuss the implication of this, the paper 
machine shutting down on these work-

ers. In the days and weeks ahead, my 
office will be working to provide what-
ever assistance is necessary to help 
these workers get back to work. But 
they want their jobs. 

Mainers have rallied for each other 
during difficult times in the past and 
will do so again. I’ll continue to be in-
volved in meeting the needs of our 
workers affected by this announce-
ment, and I’ll stay in close contact 
with plant officials and workers in the 
days ahead. 

But this Congress has to look at the 
fundamental problem with our flawed 
trade models and trade deals that 
we’ve been passing in this Congress. 
And this Congress is no different than 
the previous Congress. We continue to 
use the same flawed trade model, and 
that’s going to continue to hurt work-
ers and manufacturing businesses here 
in this country. 

This Congress has to wake up to 
what’s actually happening out there. 
We will not need any economic stim-
ulus package if we make sure that we 
pass fair trade deals that are good for 
our workers here, that are good for our 
businesses here in this country. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

THE ELON PEACE PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, today I rise to bring to the at-
tention of the House an important new 
plan that seeks to bridge the long-
standing divide between the Israelis 
and the Palestinians. The plan is titled 
‘‘The Right Road to Peace,’’ and it is a 
comprehensive proposal for finding an 
avenue to peace, as well as addressing 
the humanitarian needs of the Pales-
tinian people. 

As we know, the Palestinian people 
have, for nearly three generations, lan-
guished in U.N.-run refugee camps in 
Lebanon, Jordan, Gaza and the West 
Bank. The author of the proposal, Mr. 
Binyamin Elon, a highly respected 
member of Israel’s Knesset, he, at the 
heart of this plan, has offered an inno-
vative approach for providing oppor-
tunity, housing and education to a pop-
ulation which, for a long time, has 
lived as a ward of the international 
community. Mr. Elon’s proposal would 
end the cycle of dependence that long 
has shackled Palestinian development. 

Madam Speaker, I will include a 
summary of the document entitled 
‘‘The Right Road to Peace’’ into the 
RECORD after my remarks. 

Today, there are approximately 1.3 
million registered Palestinians being 

cared for in 59 camps run by the United 
Nations Relief and Works Agency, or 
the U-N-R-W-A, sometimes referred to 
as UNRWA. 

Nearly 60 years after the first of 
these camps were established, virtually 
nothing has been done to return this 
population to a settled existence. The 
1.3 million Palestinians living in these 
camps live in a world of poverty, their 
day-to-day existence solely reliant on 
international handouts. 

The history of Palestinian refugee 
problems clarifies why the Elon peace 
plan is so needed at this time: 

Following the Israeli War of Inde-
pendence in 1948, hundreds of thou-
sands of Palestinians were displaced. 
At the time, hundreds of thousands of 
Jews fled also or were ousted from 
their homes in Arab lands. The U.N. es-
tablished the U.N. Relief and Works 
Agency in 1949 to care for the Arab/Pal-
estinian refugees. The U.N. has never 
created an agency solely to serve the 
interests of one displaced group of peo-
ple. 

Many of the refugees do not even 
have historical roots in the territory 
now known as Palestine. Many of those 
residing in the West Bank are descend-
ants of those who came from Syria and 
the Trans-Jordan area. 

While the displaced Jews of the re-
gion settled in Israel and were inte-
grated into the Israeli society, the Pal-
estinians remain sequestered in these 
refugee camps. Why the Arab commu-
nity that perpetually talks about the 
welfare of the Palestinians does noth-
ing to relocate these people out of 
these camps is strange and, for many, 
it’s considered no mystery. Many of 
these regimes fought against Israel in 
1948, seeking to destroy Israel, and 
their desire is to perpetuate the camps 
and to perpetuate the terrorism the 
camps breed. 

This, in my opinion, is unfortunate, 
and UNWRA is a U.N. agency estab-
lished purportedly for the benefit of 
the refugees. However, in my opinion, 
it serves to perpetuate the terrorism 
problem. 

While UNWRA lets camp residents 
run their own activities, under its own 
oversight, the camps have become cen-
ters of terrorism, lawlessness, and 
crime. This further victimizes the Pal-
estinians in the refugee camps who 
have no involvement in these criminal 
activities. Palestinian terrorists oper-
ate freely in many of these camps, co-
ordinating attacks against innocent 
Israeli civilians and Palestinians who 
oppose their terror agenda. 

In 2004, the UNWRA commissioner, 
Peter Hansen, admitted in an interview 
with the Canadian Broadcasting Cor-
poration that the agency employs indi-
viduals who are members of groups like 
Hamas, a group the U.S. Government 
considers to be a terrorist organiza-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, it is high time that 
the truth be told and that the UNWRA 
mandate come to an end. In its place, a 
proposal should be adopted that would 
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