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into Mexico, weapons that were pur-
chased by straw buyers in the United
States with the oversight of the ATF.
Approximately 2,000 weapons were
knowingly sent to our neighbors in
Mexico by our government. Most of
them are still unaccounted for. But we
do understand that those weapons
probably have been used illegally in
Mexico to kill Mexican nationals. How
many, no one knows.

Two of those automatic weapons
have turned up at the murder scene in
Arizona of Border Patrol agent Brian
Terry. And one weapon apparently was
used to gun down U.S. agent Jaime Za-
pata in Mexico.

The Mexican government has taken
to the airwaves complaining of the U.S.
smuggling operation. Mexican officials
want answers, and even want U.S. Gov-
ernment officials responsible to be ex-
tradited to Mexico for trial. No wonder.

Madam Speaker, let me be clear:
These weapons are not BB guns or .22
rifles; they are semiautomatic weapons
and also include sniper rifles. Sniper ri-
fles are used to assassinate specific tar-
gets.

The ATF and the Justice Department
have stonewalled the release of infor-
mation regarding this operation called
Fast and Furious, and the public’s not
getting much data on this idiotic idea.
Why would the U.S. Government send
automatic weapons to the drug cartels
in Mexico? Mexico is at war with the
drug cartels. The drug cartels are the
enemy of the Mexican people, not to
mention they are the enemy of the
United States. This gun running issue
is nonsense.

Now the Justice Department is sup-
posed to investigate this operation,
which includes investigating the ATF
and the Justice Department. The At-
torney General, who’s head of the Jus-
tice Department, at first said he didn’t
know anything about this operation
until recently. Now it seems evidence
shows he was given a memo last year
about the whole idea. Did he not read
the memo? Granted, the Attorney Gen-
eral has experience not reading impor-
tant documents, like the Arizona im-
migration law. You remember, Madam
Speaker, the Attorney General publicly
criticized the Arizona bill, and then he
testified before the Judiciary Com-
mittee to a question I asked him that
he hadn’t even read that bill.

Anyway, if he didn’t know about the
smuggling operation, he should have;
he’s in charge. And if he did know
about it and approved it, he should be
held accountable for this nonsense. I'm
not sure what the Attorney General’s
claim of defense will be this week. It
reminds me of my days on the bench as
a judge in Texas when a defendant in a
homicide case would say first, I wasn’t
there. And then he would say, well, if I
was there, it wasn’t me. And if it was
me, I acted in self-defense. In other
words, don’t hold me accountable.

So just what is this Justice Depart-
ment’s defense to all of this? We shall
see. But the idea that the Justice De-
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partment should investigate the Jus-
tice Department and the ATF is ab-
surd. The Justice Department has no
credibility on this matter, and what-
ever their investigation shows, the
American public cannot trust its trust-
worthiness. Having the Justice Depart-
ment investigate Fast and Furious, the
ATF, and the Justice Department is
like having Al Capone investigate
bootlegging. The President should ap-
point a special counsel to investigate
this operation of government gun run-
ning to Mexico.
And that’s just the way it is.
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TRADE POLICY THAT CREATES
JOBS IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, at last, it’s been
a long year. The House this week is fi-
nally getting around to considering
legislation to create jobs. You have got
to admit, their objective, and the
dream of Grover Norquist, of delivering
a government so small that you can
drown it in a bathtub has kind of a de-
pressive effect on investment in the
economy.

Cutting investment in education has
lost jobs; it hasn’t created jobs. Cut-
ting investment in infrastructure—28
percent unemployment in construc-
tion, allied trades, small businesses
that provide the work and the equip-
ment, which are all private sector
jobs—is not too good. So their pursuit
of these goals so far this year has had
a bit of a depressive and negative effect
on the economy.

But to congratulate the Republican
leaders, finally they’ve turned to cre-
ating jobs this week. Three trade
agreements. Now, these are Kkind of
musty, dusty trade agreements. They
were negotiated by the Bush adminis-
tration. Unfortunately, they have been
adopted by the Obama administration.
Nothing ever changes down at the
Trade Representative’s  office. It
doesn’t matter who’s in charge—Ron-
ald Reagan, Bill Clinton, George Bush,
Barack Obama. People in the Trade Of-
fice push the same policies. So these
are job-creating trade agreements.
Congratulations. We’re building upon
the success of the past. NAFTA, great
success. The WTO, great success. Job
creation. Phenomenal job creation. The
only problem is the jobs are being cre-
ated in foreign nations because of our
failed trade policies in this country.
We are hemorrhaging jobs.

This is the record over a decade:

We lost 15 factories a day—15. Now,
some of them were kind of small, local
small businesses, but Republicans love
to talk about their advocacy for small
business. Fifteen a day for 10 years,
that’s our current trade policy. So
what else? Well, that figures out to
about 1,370 manufacturing jobs a day
over the last decade.
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So, learning from past experience, we
are now going to do exactly the same
thing yet again. We are going to
adopt—I can predict the future. The
Republicans will all vote for it and a
substantial number of my colleagues, a
minority of Democrats, but they’ll sign
on too, to this false promise of job cre-
ation under the guise of free trade.

According to the Economic Policy In-
stitute, for starters, the Korea Free
Trade Agreement will cost us 160,000
jobs. Bye-bye to the last vestiges of the
auto parts industry. They have little
provisions, like 35 percent Korean con-
tent requirement, which means they
can source all their stuff from China,
or maybe even better, North Korea,
where they use slave labor. It will be
really cheap. And we’re going to ask
our workers to compete with that.
There goes another industry.

Now, Colombia and Panama. Well,
EPI estimates they’re kind of dinky
economies. That will only lose us about
55,000 jobs to start. So, for starters,
we’re creating a quarter of a million
jobs overseas with more failed trade
policies.

There are other minor problems. Co-
lombia: they Kkill labor organizers. But,
hey, they promised they won’t do that
anymore.

Panama: a huge haven for drug smug-
glers, terrorist money, and others.
They launder money, but they prom-
ised the Obama administration, even
though Bush said they could Kkeep
doing it, they promised the Obama ad-
ministration they won’t do it. They
will no longer allow people to secret
ill-gotten gains in Panama unless it’s
in their national interest. That’s a lit-
tle bit of a loophole.

So these are a great deal for the
American people. How’s that? I don’t
know. Because the special Trade Rep-
resentative’s office, unfortunately,
rather meekly and quietly, the Presi-
dent, and the Republican leadership
say these are a good deal for the Amer-
ican people because, yes, they will ben-
efit Wall Street and a few multi-
national corporations. They’ll just cost
another quarter of a million Americans
their jobs.

It’s time to put an end to this cra-
ziness. I can hope—but it won’t hap-
pen—that we can stop these trade
agreements here this week on the floor
and look for a new trade policy, a trade
policy that creates and brings jobs
home to the United States of America.
I thought that’s who we were here to
represent.

———
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. There
are many times that we come to the
floor to address our current plight. I do
wish to say to the American people
that we’re well aware of the impor-
tance of jobs and the focus of creating
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