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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, the nation's top law enforcement official, Attorney General Albert 
Gonzales on the battle over immigration. 
 
Trying to boost the chances for an immigration reform bill, the president this week announced the 
deployment of National Guard troops to the border.  How long will they be there?  Will that really stem the 
tide of illegal immigrants?  And what about that fence?  One congressman unveiled a model this week.  Ten 
feet tall and on top: 
 
Unidentified Congressman:  You put a little concertina wire. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  We'll ask the attorney general about that. 
 
Then we'll talk about it with Senator Dianne Feinstein of California and the man who's leading the fight 
against any kind of amnesty program, the chairman of the House Judiciary Committee, James 
Sensenbrenner. 
 
I'll have a final word on what's official among officials in official Washington. 
 
But first, the immigration debate on FACE THE NATION. 
 
Announcer:  FACE THE NATION with CBS News chief Washington corespondent Bob Schieffer.  And 
now from CBS News in Washington, Bob Schieffer. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And good morning again. 
 
After months of feuding, the Iraqi Parliament has finally approved a unity government to run the country.  
Some key posts remain to be filled, but this morning the president said this development serves as a 
devastating defeat for the terrorists. 
 
President GEORGE W. BUSH:  The formation of a unity government in Iraq is a new day for the millions of 
Iraqis who want to live in freedom.  And the formation of the unity government in Iraq is--begins a new 
chapter in our relationship with Iraq. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And we'll have more about all of that on tonight's "CBS Evening News." 
 
Now we want to turn to an issue much closer to our own borders--the border, exactly--and that is this whole 
situation about immigration.  Joining us from Houston, the attorney general, Alberto Gonzales. 
 
Mr. Attorney General, welcome to the broadcast this morning.  Let me start by talking about what the 
president talked about in his speech the other night, and that is putting National Guard troops along the 
border.  Now, it's our understanding that they're not going to be standing guard, as it were, but could you 
clear up for us exactly what they are going to be doing?  Will they be armed, for example? 
 
Mr. ALBERTO GONZALES (United States Attorney General):  They--they're going to be there in a support 
role.  The Border Patrol has primary responsibility to secure our borders, and the president plans to have 
additional Border Patrol agents along the border.  It will take a little time to get those agents trained and have 
them available to go to the border.  And so in the interim, we're going to supplement the current number of 
Border Patrol agents with National Guard, that they are there solely in a support role.  They're not--they will 
not be involved with direct law enforcement.  They will be there, for example, if you've got a National 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, May 21, 2006 3 
 

 

 BURRELLE'S INFORMATION SERVICES / (202)419-1859 / (800)456-2877 

Guardsman who's trained in building roads, they'll be sent to the border and they will assist in building roads 
across along the border.  If you have a National Guardsman who's trained in analysis or intelligence, they 
will be sent to the border and they'll be involved in analysis and intelligence.  So they're there in a support 
role. With respect to whether or not they'll be armed, those are--those are rules of force, rules of engagement 
that we'll work out between the Department of Homeland Security and the governor. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, I mean, will they have their weapons with them? 
 
Mr. GONZALES:  Again, this will be something that will be worked out.  The rules of engagement, rules of 
force will be something that will be worked out between DHS, Border Patrol and--and the governors.  
They're there primarily, not to--not to enforce our border laws but--but to provide support to the Border 
Patrol agents who have primary responsibility for securing our borders. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Let's talk about something else.  In the past, the president hadn't had much to say 
and hadn't seemed to favor putting a fence along the border.  Now this week he comes out and says, yes, he 
would favor a fencing about--what?--250 miles of the border.  Can you expect that he might want to 
eventually fence off the entire border as some in the House are asking him to do? 
 
Mr. GONZALES:  I don't know if that would make much sense.  We've got a 2,000-mile border.  Because of 
natural geography, we don't need a fence or a border along certain portions of that border.  Obviously, we 
believe it does make sense to have fencing along certain areas of our border.  We--we do have several 
hundred miles of fencing currently, but--but we--the objective here is to make sure that we're being smart in 
securing our border.  In some places it makes more sense to rely upon new technology.  In some places it 
makes more sense to rely upon the natural geography.  In some places it makes more sense to simply have a 
more--a presence, a show of force of Border Patrol agents. And so the goal here is to--is to evaluate what 
makes the most sense in securing our borders.  In some cases it's going to be a fence.  In some case--cases it's 
not going to make sense to put a fence. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Mr. Attorney General, as you well know, the difference is now the president favors some sort 
of path toward citizenship for those who are in this country already, many of them illegally.  The House of 
Representatives seems dead set against this.  I would like to ask you, if the House and Senate comes--come 
together with some sort of bill that does not include what those in the House call an amnesty program, what 
you're calling a path to citizenship, if they present the president with a bill that does not include a program 
like that, can the president sign that kind of legislation? 
 
Mr. GONZALES:  Well, I think--I think we need to wait and see.  We're very early in the legislative process. 
 The Senate must do its job in passing legislation.  It will then go into conference.  And then we'll see what 
comes out--what comes out of the conference.  The president, however, does believe very strongly in having 
comprehensive immigration reform.  He's laid out a broad set of principles.  All of those principles, we 
believe, should be included in legislation.  We believe they're all very important in overall strategy of 
securing our borders.  And we believe there--they will all relieve pressure along the border.  And it's--it will 
all be very important in ensuring that we have the safest border we--we--we can have, which, of course, is 
what we all seek.  In a post-9/11 world, we have to know who's coming into our country and why. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Yes.  But, I mean, you have said yourself it is essential to pass some kind of immigration 
reform this year.  But at this point, you're not ready to say that the president's going to lay down the law to 
the House and say, `Look, you've either got to do something that provides a path to citizenship, or I can't 
sign the legislation.' You're not ready to--to go that far yet. 
 
Mr. GONZALES:  Well, again, this--let's wait for the legislative process to conclude and then we'll make an 
evaluation as to what comes out of the Congress.  So I think it's premature to be talking in those terms.  
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We're optimistic that--that there will be comprehensive immigration reform passed by the Congress.  It is 
very important.  We have the momentum now to do something; Congress is focused on it, the American 
people are focused on it. And so I'm optimistic that we're going to get something done this year.  I think it's 
vitally important to do so. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  One of the things that the Senate did last week was pass this bill that makes English 
the official language of the United States. In the past, the president has never thought that was a very good 
idea.  It's my understanding, he wants everybody to speak English, we all understand that, when they're 
coming into this country.  Do you think it was a good idea to pass that bill? 
 
Mr. GONZALES:  I'm not--I'm not sure that they passed a bill that said it's the official language.  I think it 
was language that, that English is the national language, it is the common unifying language, which, of 
course, is absolutely true.  English is the common unifying language in our country.  I also believe it's very, 
very important for people to speak English, it is the path to opportunity.  When I travel around the country 
and talk to Hispanic groups, I emphasize the fact that English represents freedom in our country. So it is 
certainly the fact that English is the national language, everything confirms that.  What the president has 
opposed in the past is having English be the official language or English--or this notion of English-only.  
The president does not support that, or at least has not supported that in the past.  My reading of the language 
that was passed by the--by the Senate is that these amendments would not have an effect on any existing 
rights currently provided under federal--under federal law.  And so I think that these are very--these are 
symbolic, primarily.  Symbols can be important, and are important, particularly when you're talking about, 
about America and America's heritage and history and tradition.  But in terms of ultimately what we will 
support or not support, it's--we'll have to wait to see how the list is processed, I'm told. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally, Mr. Attorney General, what do you think the chances are that there will be an 
immigration reform bill this year?  Because a lot of people up at the Capitol are beginning to think that, in 
the end, there'll be a lot of talk and nothing will happen.  What do you think? 
 
Mr. GONZALES:  I--well, I think it's important to get this done.  I think it is important--I think we're talking 
about the national security of this country, I think it's very, very important to try to get something passed this 
year.  As I indicated before, there is strong momentum to do this, there's a great deal of focus, and I think we 
have a responsibility to the American people to get this resolved this year, if possible. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Thank you, Mr. Attorney General. 
 
And in a moment, we'll be back to talk with Congressman James Sensenbrenner and Senator Dianne 
Feinstein. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And we're back now with California Senator Diane Feinstein, who's a Democrat of course.  
And joining us from Milwaukee, the Republican Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee, Chairman 
Jim Sensenbrenner. 
 
Thanks to both of you for coming here this morning. 
 
Well, as we all know, the president in his speech last Monday outlined what is essentially a limited guest 
worker program.  He calls it a path to citizenship, others call it amnesty.  Let's show you just exactly what 
the president said when he talked about it later in the week. 
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Pres. BUSH:  If somebody pays their dues, pays their taxes, pays a fine, proven to be a good citizen, they get 
at the end of the line.  Someone said, `Well, that's amnesty.' That ain't amnesty.  Amnesty's automatic 
citizenship. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And there you have it.  Well, Congressman Sensenbrenner, do you--how do you view what 
the president outlined? 
 
Representative JAMES SENSENBRENNER (Republican, Wisconsin; Chairman, Judiciary Committee):  
Unfortunately it is amnesty, because it gives a lawbreaker a way to become a citizen by paying a $2,000 fine. 
 We shouldn't be selling American citizenship. 
 
And furthermore, what the Senate is doing is it is providing illegal immigrants benefits that we don't give the 
legal immigrants, and that's dead wrong. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Well, Congressman--Senator Feinstein, how do--what do you think about what the 
president said?  And what Congressman Sensenbrenner just said. 
 
Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN (Democrat, California; Ranking member, Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Terrorism, Technology and Homeland Security):  Well, I--I have a difference of opinion with the chairman.  
I think the first thing that has to happen is that you develop a realistic, comprehensive program.  And that's 
strong, safe and effective borders.  That's cleaning up huge problems in our visa programs where you have 
30 percent of the people who get visas don't go home.  And that is doing something that's important, and 
legal, and positive about the 10 to 12 million people who are in this country, who are part of our work base, 
who are not going to go home, who have come here because they have no hope or opportunity in their own 
country.  And that's what the earned legalization program is.  And people are going to have to jump through 
hoops to get there.  Monday I will introduce an amendment to Hagel-Martinez which takes it back more 
toward the McCain-Kennedy strategy, but provides for an opportunity for the program to work.  I don't think 
Hagel-Martinez can work because it says 4.8 million of the 10-12 million people have to go home, and I will 
set a process which is clearly an earned legalization program which takes place over a number of years. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  We should point out that Hagel-Martinez is, of course, the Senate bill now on immigration, 
and it does include, as you say, this limited, what I call a guest worker program. 
 
Let me just ask you this, Mr. Chairman.  If that is the Senate bill that is passed, if it does include some sort of 
a guest worker program, is that a deal-breaker for the House? 
 
Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  Well, I don't think anything is a deal-breaker, but one of the things we've got to 
do is prevent the country from repeating the failed 1986 Simpson-Mazzoli law which caused the problems 
that we have now.  That did give amnesty to illegal immigrants who were already in the country, and set up 
an employer sanctions program to try to prevent more from coming in by drying up the jobs.  Well, 
employer sanctions were never enforced, more illegal immigrants came, and we've gone from two and a half 
to 11 million illegal immigrants. 
 
Now, there is an amnesty in the Senate bill on every employer who's been breaking the law for years and 
hiring illegal immigrants.  They give them amnesty, but they--they don't force the employers to only hire 
people who are legally here with documents, such as citizens and legal immigrants with Green Cards. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let me just ask you this, does not Senator Feinstein bring up a valid point in that there are 11 
million of these people at last count who are in this country?  Isn't it, from a practical standpoint, impossible 
to get them out of this country, and don't we have to find some way to find some accommodation here? 
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Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  Well, we can't have legal proceedings to deport 11 to 12 million people, that is 
evident.  But the way to prevent more illegal immigrants from coming in is to secure the borders, and to 
enforce employer sanctions.  When employer sanctions are enforced, and it becomes really difficult--if not 
impossible--to hire an illegal immigrant, a lot of the people here will go back home by a way of attrition.  I 
am afraid that the Senate is going down the same road of the mistake that was made 20 years ago. And if we 
do that, we're going to get more illegal immigrants into this country, and that's exactly what the Mexican 
government immigration official at Juarez said earlier last week. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator? 
 
Sen. FEINSTEIN:  Yes.  I'd like to indicate that I don't agree with the chairman on this point.  My state is the 
largest state for illegal immigration and legal immigration.  We have the largest agricultural industry in 
America. It is a 30 to $40 billion annual industry.  It virtually employs undocumented workers:  huge 
landscape industry, all undocumented; some of the construction business, undocumented; service area, 
undocumented people.  They're subject to exploitation, they live a clandestine lifestyle, they are not going to 
go home.  That's the first thing.  Therefore, what do you do?  And employer sanctions don't work.  Every 
time an employer is raided and arrested, there is a public outcry because, basically, people have a sympathy 
with those who are here and work hard, long hours, want to live the American dream. 
 
So the key for me is to have a practical program that doesn't reward what they do--puts them, as the 
chairman said, at the end of the line for a green card. It can take 10, 11 years, have to report annually, have to 
work, have to pay taxes, have to pay a fine.  The amendment I have has--even has an annual small fee in 
there.  Total background check, so that you have this process going on over a period of years, at the end of 
which they have access to a green card. In the meantime, they would have a card which is biometric, which 
is fraud-proof--I call it an orange card--and which is numbered, so that those people who have been here the 
longest are the first to get their green card at the end of the line. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, well, Mr. Chairman, what's wrong with what the senator just said? 
 
Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  Well, first of all, we shouldn't be very sympathetic to employers who are hiring 
large numbers of illegal immigrants and paying them very low wages and exploiting them.  Those folks are 
the 21st-century slave masters, and what they're doing is just as immoral as what the 19th-century slave 
masters did that we had to fight a civil war to get rid of.  But who's going to pay for all this bureaucracy that 
Senator Feinstein has talked about? Are we just going to add it to the deficit?  Are we going to raise taxes to 
do it?  Or are we going to have the employers who want to hire these folks pay for this with a user fee?  
There's so many unanswered questions that I can just see 1986 repeating itself.  And a lot of the illegal 
immigrants in this country will not sign up for whatever program it is--call it amnesty, call it earned 
legalization--because they're afraid they're going to lose their job. The market works.  It is always cheaper to 
hire an illegal immigrant than to hire a citizen or a legal immigrant with a green card. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Good question, Senator.  Who's going to pay for it? 
 
Sen. FEINSTEIN:  On, on the question of cost, the Congressional Budget Office, the Joint Tax Committee, 
have just come out with a report this past week that indicates that over the 10 years, the cost of the program, 
of everything in the Senate bill, which has been changed since then to reduce it, is a, the cost is about $54 
billion.  And the cost of fees coming in from the programs, $66 billion.  Now that's Joint Tax and CBO.  
Those are two good authorities that say the program does pay for itself--more than that--financially. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Speaking of something that's going to cost something, that is, sending 6,000 National Guard 
troops down to the border.  Chairman Sensenbrenner, let me ask you:  do you think that's really going to 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, May 21, 2006 7 
 

 

 BURRELLE'S INFORMATION SERVICES / (202)419-1859 / (800)456-2877 

make any difference?  We're told now they're not going to stand guard, they're just going to be there to sort 
of help.  Do you think that's going to make any difference? 
 
Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  Well, it can get the Border Patrol out on the border rather than doing 
administrative work.  But I think there's a more effective thing that can be done, which is in the House bill, 
and that is providing $100 million to the sheriffs and local law enforcement of the 27 border counties, where 
we can get more boots on the ground, better equipment and better firearms to defend themselves, because a 
lot of the illegal immigration coming across the border is smuggling drugs. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And... 
 
Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  And these people are well-armed, and we've got to protect our law enforcement 
as best we can. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And about that--well, go ahead, Senator. 
 
Sen. FEINSTEIN:  If I--if I could respond to that, the estimate I've had is that there are about 500 support 
jobs remaining that could be done by the National Guard.  The National Guard, if under federal control, is 
subject to Posse Comitatus so they cannot do law enforcement.  So they would have to do construction, 
some of the fence construction, some of the high-tech construction, help with some of the cameras and aerial 
devices that will be there.  I think that's possible.  I think over a short term, a very short term, not more than 
two years, it might make some sense to put--to give an instant push.  The important thing is the Posse 
Comitatus being observed under federal control.  If they're under state control, it's a little different. And we 
have to find out what the nature of control is because that has not been clearly identified. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, thanks to both of you for an illuminating discussion. 
 
Sen. FEINSTEIN:  Thank you. 
 
Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
 
Thank you, Senator. 
 
Rep. SENSENBRENNER:  Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Back with a final word in just a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And finally this morning, as we were just discussing, it is official.  The Senate voted last 
week to make English the national language of the United States.  Do you feel a lot better knowing that?  Or 
were you like me and thought English was our national language?  Sort of like we all knew the Washington 
Monument honored George Washington, even though it doesn't have a sign on it that says "official 
monument to George Washington." Even I figured out that one. 
 
Of course, new citizens should be required to speak English, but why would the Senate spend hours debating 
whether to make English our national language? Let me break it to you gently:  Because it gives senators 
something to do while they avoid addressing the real problems--the war, health care, the ballooning deficit, 
and immigration, for that matter.  Working on real problems that have to do with national security and the 
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country's fiscal well-being take determination, political courage and the ability to compromise, all of which 
have become the missing ingredients of modern politics. 
 
So we'll hear more about silly issues between now and Election Day.  And come to think of it, maybe we 
should make the Washington Monument the national monument to our first president.  Otherwise people 
might think it honors the Washington Airport.  And if senators designate Grant's Tomb the official tomb of 
General Grant, maybe that old joke about who's buried there will go away. While they're at it, maybe 
senators could also declare the US Capitol to be the national monument to wasting time and avoiding 
responsibility.  Actually, I doubt any of us needs to be reminded of that. 
 
That's it for us.  We'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


