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UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE
EXECUTI VE OFFI CE FOR | MM GRATI ON REVI EW
CFFI CE OF THE CH EF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NG OFFI CER

United States of Anmerica, Conplainant vs. Wstwind Farns, Inc.,
Respondent; 8 U. S.C. 1324a Proceedi ng; Case No. 90100052.

ORDER GRANTI NG MOTION I N LI M NE

On February 13, 1990, the United States of Anerica, Conplainant
filed a Conplaint Regarding Unlawful Enploynent against Respondent,
Westwi nd Farnms, Inc. On March 19, 1990, Respondent filed its Answer.

A prehearing conference was held on May 1, 1990. During the
conference Respondent informed the Court that it intended to present
testinony from Representative Sidney W Mrrison (R-Washington), and that
its intent in so doing would be to informthe Court as to the |egislative
intent behind the Immgration Reformand Control Act of 1986 (I RCA).

On May 9, 1990, Conplainant filed a notion in |imne requesting that
the Court exclude any such testinony.

The Court hereby takes notice of the legislative history of |RCA
The intent of Congress is fully docunented in the Congressional Record
and el sewhere. See, e.g., Montwieler,_The Inrmigration Reform Law of 1986:
Anal ysis, Text, Legislative Hi story, 181-535 (1987). The Court concl udes
that the legislative history provides both fuller and clearer informtion
about the Congressional intent behind | RCA than would the testinony of
a single representati ve.

ACCORDI NGLY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Representative Mrrison's
testinony on the legislative intent behind | RCA shall be, and hereby is,
excl uded. Note that Representative Morrison is not hereby precluded from
testifying as to other matters within his personal know edge relating to
this case. Since it appears, from the representation of Respondent's
Counsel during the prehearing conference, that there is no purpose for
Representative Mrrison to testify other than to cast light on the
Congressional intent behind IRCA, it appears unnecessary to have M.
Morrison testify. However, rather than conclusively presune that to be
t he case, the Court
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shall offer Respondent an opportunity to show that Representative
Morrison's testinmony would be admi ssible in other respects.

ACCORDINAY, |IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent show
cause, on or before June 4, 1990, why Representative Mrrison's testinony
as to matters other than Congressional intent should be adnitted into
evi dence.

SO ORDERED.
Dated: May 11, 1990.

FREDERI CK C. HERZOG
Adm ni strative Law Judge
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