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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. JOLLY).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 17, 2014.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAVID W.
JOLLY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2014, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———

INSTITUTE OF MEDICINE END OF
LIFE REPORT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, for
the last 6 years, I have been spending a
significant amount of time making
sure that the Federal Government is a
better partner in helping families as
they deal with some of the most dif-
ficult times they will ever encounter,
as a loved one enters their last stage of
life.

This often involves an elderly spouse
or relative, but not necessarily. This is

a challenge that faces all of us, regard-
less of age, health, or family cir-
cumstance. The youngest, healthiest,
most vital member of your office could
suffer an accident or come down with a
disease this afternoon.

We all must at some point face this
challenge that requires that we do a
better job of meeting those needs, help-
ing our families understand the cir-
cumstances and choices and that we
make their wishes known, and that
those wishes are respected.

This afternoon there is an important
landmark in this effort to protect fam-
ilies, as the Institute of Medicine re-
leases key facts and recommendations
on improving the quality and honoring
individual preferences at the end of
life. It is entitled ‘‘Dying in America,”
sort of a jarring title, but it should be
required reading for everyone in gov-
ernment, health care, insurance, any-
one who is involved with this complex
web that should be supportive of fami-
lies in their time of need, but too often
fails them.

This report makes clear that most
people nearing the end of life are not
physically, mentally, or cognitively
able to make their own decisions about
care, and that the majority of those pa-
tients will receive acute care from phy-
sicians who don’t even know them.

The default is often for more hospital
days, intensive care, and emergency
care, which means that there are more
transitions about care settings, which
can be unnerving for patients and com-
plicate their care. All this combines to
jeopardize the quality of end of life
care, while obviously adding to its cost
and complexity.

This panel of experts, after months of
intense study, makes a compelling case
that we all should be working to pro-
vide comprehensive care for individuals
nearing end of life, how it should be
seamless, high quality, integrated, pa-
tient-centered, family-oriented, and
consistently accessible around the
clock.

It should be tailored to the needs and
desires of the families, and the re-
sources that we can save by doing it
right can be redirected to enhance the
quality of their last days. Often done
right, it will enable them to live longer
as well as more comfortably.

This report is an opportunity for all
of us to step back and make sure we
are doing everything we can to play
our part in meeting the critical respon-
sibilities not just for our constituents,
but for our family members.

Dr. PHIL ROE and I have introduced
H.R. 1173, the Personalize Your Care
Act. There are 60 bipartisan cosponsors
focusing on the Federal Government
placing value on this relationship, on
these critical conversations, and em-
powering families and patients to con-
trol the circumstances that matter so
much to them.

We strongly urge that everyone looks
at this Institute of Medicine report and
that you cosponsor the Personalize
Your Care Act. I congratulate the In-
stitute for the careful research, the
clear analysis, and the strong rec-
ommendations. It is an important step
to make sure that critical assistance to
support our families, that they deserve
and demand, is available.

HONORING JAMES C. RUSSELL

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

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the career of Mr. James C.
Russell, master distiller at the Wild
Turkey Distillery in Lawrenceburg,
Kentucky, and to mark the event of his
60th year in the industry.

Mr. Russell, or Jimmy as he is warm-
ly known to family, friends, and ac-
quaintances alike, is the living exam-
ple of the maxim that you ought to do
what you love. Born into a family of
distillers just 3 miles from the Wild
Turkey Distillery in Lawrenceburg,
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Jimmy has been instrumental in the
craftsmanship of nearly every barrel
since he began working at the facility
on September 10, 1954, when he was just
19 years old.

Since becoming master distiller in
the late 1960s, Jimmy has been prolific,
distilling more than 3 million barrels
with his keen eye for detail and palette
for flavor. When he is not in Lawrence-
burg overseeing production, Jimmy is
traveling the world as one of perhaps
the most famous ambassadors for Ken-
tucky’s signature bourbon industry.

Mr. Russell has seen the ebbs and
flows of the industry over the years
and has been a key player in fostering
the recent explosive growth of bourbon.
Treated like a rock star wherever he
goes, as adoring fans clamor for his au-
tograph or a bottle of American Honey
or his Russell Reserve, the indefati-
gable spirit of this Kentucky Bourbon
Hall of Famer, or the so-called ‘‘Bud-
dha of Bourbon,” will help guide the
bourbon industry long into the future.
Jimmy’s son Eddie, himself a Hall of
Famer, will ensure that the family’s
time-honored tradition of producing
complex, finely honed bourbons con-
tinues into the fourth generation.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to join Jimmy’s friends, fam-
ily, fans, and fellow master distillers in
raising a toast to celebrate Mr. Rus-
sell’s contributions to a distinctively
American and Kentucky industry on
this momentous anniversary. I know I
speak for millions more across the
country and around the world when I
say that I look forward to enjoying the
fruits of Jimmy’s labor for many more
years to come.

——

WOMEN OF THE YEAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. GARAMENDI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, the
success of our districts and the liveli-
hood and future of our communities re-
lies heavily on the devotion and service
of those who go above the call of duty.
The helpers willing to devote their
time and energy to improving the lives
of those around them deserve to be rec-
ognized.

This fall, through my 2014 Women of
the Year awards, I have made an effort
to recognize, honor, and celebrate the
vital contributions of outstanding
women in my district. Through their
work or volunteerism, these women
have all vastly improved the quality of
life in their communities.

My office will recognize the achieve-
ments of Pat Ash, Marci Coglianese,
Deborah Eernisse, Gloria Estrada, Lee
Ann Grigsby-Puente, Mary Grimmer,
Samina Masood, Dr. Frances Nelson,
Gloria  Partida, Linda  Plummer,
Lonetta Riley, Denise Rushing,
Michelle Scully, and Nicole Van Vleck.

These are exemplary examples of sac-
rifice and devotion. These civic leaders
have helped improve their commu-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

nities in various ways. They are advo-
cates for education, agriculture, flood
protection, environmental stewardship,
the arts, promoting healthy commu-
nities, organizing events to promote
world peace, and raising community
awareness to end bullying.

Throughout our history, America’s
foremothers have made great strides in
securing their equal rights and equal
treatment under the law. And while we
have come very far, there is still work
to be done. We stand on the shoulders
of those giants, but that does not mean
we should cease to reach further.

The success these women have had in
their lives translates directly to the
success of their communities. The cor-
relation is undeniable. When women
succeed, our communities succeed, and
our States succeed. “When women suc-
ceed, America succeeds.”

I will continue to work to shape a
Nation that fosters possibilities, oppor-
tunities, and equity for women. A large
component of that mission is the Eco-
nomic Agenda for Women and Fami-
lies, which highlights three areas of
importance.

The first is pay. Women in this coun-
try make only 77 cents for every dollar
earned by men doing exactly the same
work. For African American and
Latino women, the pay gap widens to
64 cents and 55 cents to the man’s dol-
lar. The minimum wage has not kept
up with inflation, and when adjusted is
more than 30 percent lower than it was
in 1968. This is an unacceptable impedi-
ment to our success, and particularly
the success of women.

Women cannot succeed if wages are
inequitable or insufficient. Paycheck
fairness and increase in the minimum
wage that includes tipped workers are
just two solutions that will begin to
mend the chasm created by the wage
gap.

The second area is work and family
balance. The lack of policy ensuring
earned paid sick days and paid mater-
nity leave is, quite frankly, appalling.
Our inaction on ensuring work and
family balance not only affects the
lives of parents, but the lives and the
development of their children.

The third area is child care. The pas-
sage of the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant Act of 2014 in the
House of Representatives is a good first
step towards ensuring access to child
care, but there is still much more to be
done.

Ensuring the success of women, and
thereby the success of America, is im-
perative. I am proud and extremely
thankful to have these women working
and serving in the communities I rep-
resent. The devotion, care, and service
shown by them, and by those like
them, are what make my district and
America succeed.

———

OPPOSITION TO ARMING SYRIAN
REBELS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR). The Chair recognizes the gen-
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tleman from Florida (Mr. JOLLY) for 5
minutes.

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, we will be
asked as a Congress later today to vote
on authorization of the President’s re-
quest to arm Syrian rebels.

I rise this morning to oppose the
President’s request, and I do so with a
heart of conviction that says we must
do more to combat, confront, defeat,
and destroy ISIS, but also with the
conviction, respectfully, that the
President’s request is simply wrong.

ISIS constitutes a direct threat to
the national security of the United
States. My belief on this is clear. I was
one of a little over a dozen Members of
Congress to recently introduce legisla-
tion authorizing the President to do
more.

We must eradicate the ISIS regime
that perverts a religion founded on
peace and uses it as a platform to en-
gage in crucifixions and beheadings and
mass murders.

But I oppose today’s request because
it fails to seek the full authorization of
this body. It fails to seek a clear man-
date of the American people and be-
cause it asks this body to approve only
one small portion of an overall strat-
egy that is continuing to evolve. And
that portion is most controversial,
most questioned, and most vulnerable
to failure.

We should be here today as a Con-
gress debating whether we are a Nation
at war, whether ISIS constitutes a di-
rect threat to the national security of
the United States, and if we are at war,
we as a Congress should be asking the
question: Are we fully engaged as a Na-
tion to defeat ISIS, and are we fully
committed to accepting the con-
sequences and the casualties required
to do so? But that is not what today’s
vote is about.

Today’s vote is whether we as a Na-
tion put our reliance on Syrian rebels,
and that leaves far too many unan-
swered questions. We tried this in Iraq,
to mixed results. We know Syrian
rebels—we know this—some will co-
operate with ISIS and, in fact, con-
tribute to the additional killings of
Syrian Christians and religious minori-
ties. Are we prepared as a body to ac-
cept those collateral casualties of ter-
ror?

We know training will take months.
What will we be doing tomorrow? We
know Russia has declared this will be
an act of aggression. What is our Na-
tion’s response, and what is this body’s
response? And how does today’s debate
contribute to our Article 1, Section 8
authority under the Constitution? Are
we quietly allying with the Syrian
Government, a regime that 18 months
ago we said we wanted to topple, or is
this an act of aggression against Syr-
ia’s sovereignty? And where is this
Congress in this debate?

The final question is: Do we seriously
think, as the President portends, that
this will not require a single pair of
boots of our Special Operations com-
munity to touch Syrian soil? Do we
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truly rely on Syrian rebels to lay the
targets for our elite air assets?

There are boots on the ground today.
We can call them military advisers,
but the fact is the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff yesterday said, if
necessary, he would recommend put-
ting them in a combat role. We are not
having that debate here on the floor of
the House.

The American people deserve a Presi-
dent and a Congress that are honest
about what we face as a Nation mili-
tarily. The doubt in this debate in this
Congress has been palpable. We ques-
tion the strategy, we question the trust
of Syrian rebels, we question our con-
stitutional responsibility, and yet we
are prepared as a body to ignore all
doubt, to ignore our uncomfortable
conviction of opposition to this request
simply out of a desperate hope that
somehow this matter might resolve
itself without the President and the
Congress having a hard conversation,
recognizing that we are a war weary
and tired Nation faced again with an
asymmetric threat from terrorists who
have threatened our homeland.

We want to believe the beheadings
and the audible threats of terror to our
shores is not real, but we know it is.
We as a Nation do not have the luxury
to choose what threats confront us; we
only choose our response.

So my request of my colleagues in
this House is that we have a full debate
on what we face as a Nation. The Presi-
dent has brought us this very limited
request merely out of statutory con-
venience, not out of constitutional con-
viction. We should not accept that.

My request of the President is this:
very respectfully, do not trample on
the constitutional authority of this
Congress as you reluctantly march to
the drumbeat of war that you are
rightfully hesitant to engage in and
with an elusive strategy that leaves so
many unanswered questions today.

This body should have a full debate.
The American people deserve to know
that the President has requested full
authorization and this Congress has
had an opportunity to deliberate on it.
I reluctantly oppose the request today,
knowing we must do so much more to
confront ISIS. I ask my colleagues to
do the same.

——————

CONGRESS AND THE USE OF
MILITARY FORCE

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

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, later
today we are likely to see bipartisan
support for an amendment to authorize
the Secretaries of Defense and State to
provide limited assistance to properly
vetted factions within the Syrian oppo-
sition as part of the broader effort to
““‘degrade, and ultimately destroy’ the
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant.
The President specifically asked Con-
gress to provide these authorities, and
I somewhat reluctantly will agree to
support it.
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But I want to add a caution, that this
action should not be interpreted as
granting congressional authorization
for the broader use of military force to
combat the growing threat posed by
ISIL. Quite the contrary, the amend-
ment specifically prohibits the intro-
duction of U.S. Armed Forces into hos-
tilities absent such explicit authoriza-
tion.

Now, the President asserts he already
has the authority to confront ISIL. In
his most recent notification to Con-
gress, he cites the executive’s constitu-
tional authority ‘‘to conduct U.S. for-
eign relations and as Commander in
Chief . . .”” While this issue has been
the subject of long-simmering debate
between our branches and among histo-
rians and scholars, I would modestly
note that the Constitution explicitly
grants to Congress, and only to Con-
gress, the power to declare war. If
there are inherent unenumerated pow-
ers in the role of Commander in Chief,
most surely logic dictates there are
similar inherent, unenumerated powers
Congress is vested in with our role to
declare war.

Let us make no mistake, we are con-
fronting here on this issue a matter of
war and peace. Yet, in the same breath
we are discussing the danger, we are
preparing to shutter Congress for an-
other 7 weeks until after the election.

The President said he welcomes con-
gressional support for this effort to
show the world we are ‘‘united in con-
fronting this danger.” I am glad he
welcomes congressional input, but I,
for one, believe the President actually
needs specific congressional authority,
whether he wants it or not, for what he
himself acknowledges will be a pro-
longed campaign to eradicate the can-
cer-like ISIL. Anything short of that is
an abrogation of our sworn duty to de-
fend and uphold the Constitution of the
United States.

This isn’t President Obama tram-
pling on the Constitution. This is Con-
gress, in a long 60-year history, of
winking and blinking about our respon-
sibility because we don’t want to bear
it. But on matters of war and peace, we
either live up to our constitutional re-
sponsibility, which is quite clear, or we
go on a 7-week recess.

My colleagues know there are histor-
ical cases in which congressional ac-
quiescence has been construed to con-
fer support or authorization where
none has been given. The Gulf of Ton-
kin resolution is certainly a case in
point. It led to a prolonged war and
55,000 U.S. deaths.

The 93rd Congress adopted the War
Powers Resolution to reassert Con-
gress’ role after both Korea and Viet-
nam. The War Powers Resolution re-
quires the President to consult with
Congress prior to introducing Amer-
ican forces into hostilities.

The administration has recently ar-
gued that the aerial strikes do not con-
stitute hostilities because they don’t
involve sustained fighting. But again,
out of the President’s own words, he
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said last week this would be ‘“‘a com-
prehensive and sustained effort.” That
doesn’t sound like a temporary action
by the Commander in Chief.

And to put an even finer point on the
issue, I remind my colleagues of H.
Con. Res. 105, which was adopted in
July, that prohibits the President from
deploying or maintaining U.S. Armed
Forces in a sustained combat role in
Iraq without specific statutory author-
ization.

I agree with the President when he
said we are strongest as a Nation when
the President and Congress work to-
gether. On the most important issue we
ever vote on, war and peace, we must
come together, and this branch must
live up to its constitutional responsi-
bility at long last.

———

FIGHTING THE ISLAMIC STATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JoLLY). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. McCLIN-
TOCK) for 56 minutes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, con-
trary to the President’s assertion last
week, the Islamic State is Islamic and
it is a State, or at least it has all the
attributes of a State. It is precisely
this combination that makes it so dan-
gerous, a messianic and clearly stated
intention to wage jihad on American
soil and the resources and equipment
to do so.

In response to this danger, the Presi-
dent proposes that the United States
wage a continuing air war against the
Islamic State, but to avoid any com-
mitment of ground forces. Instead, he
seeks to use vetted elements of the
Free Syrian Army as the American
proxy force and proposes to arm and
train them for that purpose.

This raises two major concerns.
First, many elements of the Free Syr-
ian Army have a long history of col-
laborating with the Islamic State. Its
principal mission is to destroy the Syr-
ian Government, which though utterly
despotic, is currently fighting the Is-
lamic State. We court a very real risk
that this equipment will either be
turned against Syria as it fights the IS,
or turned over to the IS as elements of
Iraqi Security Forces recently did.

Second, committing insufficient
force in any conflict is self-defeating,
and air strikes alone cannot win a war.
For 13 years, the brave young Ameri-
cans who stepped forward to defend our
country after 9/11 have found them-
selves hamstrung by political correct-
ness on the battlefield, perilously com-
mingled with hostile forces, endan-
gered by rules of engagement that un-
dermine their ability to defend them-
selves, and denied the full resources
and commitment of our country.

We are in precarious times, with an
administration that either cannot or
will not learn from the mistakes of the
past. Until we are prepared to put the
full might and resources of our Nation
behind a war against the Islamic State,
we can at least act to contain IS ad-
vances, protect our people, and restore
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the martial strength and national will
that will certainly be needed in the
years ahead.

First, I believe the President is cor-
rect to order selected air strikes in tac-
tical support of resistance forces where
they are actively engaged against the
IS. Where we can turn the tide of bat-
tle in these engagements, we must.
And the immediate destruction of oil
fields under IS control is vital to re-
duce the resources that it is currently
converting to cash.

Second, it is appropriate to take im-
mediate, significant, and focused retal-
iatory strikes against the Islamic
State in response to specific acts that
it commits against American interests.
This is the Reagan model in Libya, and
it worked.

Third, the direct threat posed to the
United States by the IS is not on Syr-
ian or Iraqi soil, but on American soil.
The Islamic State has been explicit in
declaring its intention to insert a Fifth
Column within our borders and wage
jihad on Americans. For far too long
we have ignored the threat posed by a
wide open southern border, lax enforce-
ment on the northern border, and non-
enforcement of visa overstays. And this
neglect needs to stop now. We must se-
cure our borders, enforce the time lim-
its on visas, and change the law to re-
voke the passports of any American
who takes up arms for the Islamic
State.

Fourth, we must recognize that the
improving world situation that justi-
fied reducing military spending in re-
cent years has now reversed, and so
must our priorities. The world is now
becoming more dangerous and unsta-
ble, and our military budget must be
adjusted to meet that growing danger.
Our Nation’s weakened fiscal condition
requires a comprehensive review of our
spending priorities as a matter of vital
national security.

Fifth, we must assure that our only
reliable ally in the Middle East, Israel,
has all the equipment and supplies and
assistance it may need in coming
years, and that it will have the un-
qualified support of the United States
when it must take action for its own
security.

Mr. Speaker, Islamic fascism is now
advancing into a vacuum that many
past blunders have created, the worst
of them being to underestimate the
terrible demands that war requires.
These are mistakes we can no longer
afford to make. Confronting the rise of
European fascism in the 1930s, Church-
ill counseled measured resistance
where possible, while undertaking ut-
most martial preparation. That advice
lights our path that we must take
today.

————
ANYTHING FOR FOOTBALL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, ‘“‘anything
for football.” It is a phrase I have
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heard a lot recently, that we should ig-
nore what happens off the field for the
sake of the sport.

This creed used to mean something
positive. Vince Lombardi, the name-
sake of the Super Bowl trophy, said he
viewed his players as ‘‘neither black
nor white, but Packer green.” ‘“Any-
thing for football” meant he had to
fight racism and homophobia off the
field to coach the best football team
possible.

Recently, ‘‘anything for football’’ has
been used to justify an organization
that perpetuates violence and sexism
rather than teamwork, family, and
sport. Instead of fighting injustice off
the field for the sake of the sport, the
NFL chooses deafening silence. We are
told to ignore what happens on the
sidelines, in disciplinary boardrooms,
or behind elevator doors, all for the
sport. Well, I refuse to ignore what is
happening.

The NFL thinks they can play by
their own rules. As we saw in the Ray
Rice case, these decisions go all the
way to the top. Commissioner Roger
Goodell is judge and jury, yet he is also
the one who stands to profit by seeing
these cases hushed and unpunished.

Since he took over the NFL in 2006,
there have been 56 arrests of players
for domestic violence. The NFL has
been inconsistent in its response, rang-
ing from counseling, to single game
suspensions, to conditional fines, to
nothing at all.

After a player is arrested, more often
than not they continue to play, even if
there is clear evidence for their violent
crime. When a police officer is being in-
vestigated for domestic violence, they
are suspended with pay until the inves-
tigation ends. If the NFL is serious
about zero tolerance, why shouldn’t it
play by the same rules?

Of the 56 football players arrested for
domestic violence, they only saw a
combined 13 games suspended. The
NFL would rather see these players on
the field than take a stance against vi-
olence. After all, ‘“‘anything for foot-
ball.” I say, ‘‘Bench them.”

Ray McDonald of the San Francisco
49ers was arrested at a party after his
fiancee, who was 10 weeks pregnant,
showed police bruises on her neck and
arms. He has played the last 2 weeks.
Why hasn’t he been benched? ‘“‘Any-
thing for football.” I am an avid 49er
fan, but this is disgusting. I expect
more from my 49ers.

Greg Hardy of the Carolina Panthers
was arrested and convicted for assault-
ing his former girlfriend. The woman
said Hardy picked her up, choked her,
threw her on a couch covered in assault
rifles and shotguns, and bragged to her
that they were loaded. He is appealing
his case and still playing. Why hasn’t
he been benched? ‘‘Anything for foot-
ball.”

Ray Rice of the Baltimore Ravens,
who was indicted in March with as-
saulting his then-fiancee, has finally
received a punishment befitting his
crime, but only after a video of the ac-
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tual event was released. After he was
indicted, his coach, John Harbaugh,
said, ‘“He will be part of our team. Sup-
port the person without condoning the
action.” Why wasn’t he benched from
the start? ‘““Anything for football.”

The list goes on and on. Like the
military and universities, the NFL
thinks they can enforce their own jus-
tice internally. They have failed. The
NFL should change their policies so
that these players stay on the bench
while they are investigated.

This week I will send a letter to Com-
missioner Goodell and team owners,
calling on them to immediately change
their domestic violence policy. When a
player is arrested for domestic vio-
lence, the NFL should immediately
suspend the player and continue to pay
them until a preponderance of the evi-
dence determines their guilt or inno-
cence. This suspension should continue
until the end of court proceedings,
when the NFL can then apply its play-
er policy. It is what we do with police
officers. This is what zero tolerance
looks like.

Two-thirds of all Americans watch
the NFL. Let us work together to put
an end to the NFL’s inaction.
Lombardi didn’t just think we could
fight racism through football. He said,
“People who work together will win,
whether it be against complex football
defenses or the problems of modern so-
ciety.”

It may be difficult, but we deserve
sports that show the best in our soci-
ety. After all, ‘“‘anything for football.”

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 4194. An act to provide for the elimi-
nation or modification of Federal reporting
requirements.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 1214. An act to require the purchase of
domestically made flags of the United States
of America for use by the Federal Govern-
ment.

S. 2117. An act to amend title 5, United
States Code, to change the default invest-
ment fund under the Thrift Savings Plan,
and for other purposes.

S. 2440. An act to expand and extend the
program to improve permit coordination by
the Bureau of Land Management, and for
other purposes,

S. 2511. An act to amend the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974 to clar-
ify the definition of substantial cessation of
operations.

S. 2539. An act to amend the Public Health
Service Act to reauthorize certain programs
relating to traumatic brain injury and to
trauma research.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 106-286, the
Chair, on behalf of the President of the



September 17, 2014

Senate, and after consultation with the
Majority Leader, reappoints the fol-
lowing Members to serve on the Con-
gressional-Executive Commission on
the People’s Republic of China:

The Senator from North Carolina
(Mrs. HAGAN) vice the Senator from
Montana (Mr. Baucus).

——

ONLY CONGRESS DECLARES WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SANFORD) for 5
minutes.

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the plan that
has been put forward by the President.
As you, Mr. Speaker, just noted a few
moments ago, it is a small portion of a
larger and, what I believe to be, fun-
damentally flawed plan.

I say that for many different reasons,
one of which is the simple reality that
body bags from a far off battle or from
a far off war don’t return to Wash-
ington, D.C. They return to congres-
sional districts and States across this
country. It is for that very reason that
the Founding Fathers believed so
strongly in Congress having the au-
thority, and the sole authority, for the
declaration of war.

I mean, I think it is important to
look to what James Wilson, who hap-
pened to be one of the biggest advo-
cates for a strong Presidency, said to
his own State delegation back in 1787.
He said on the importance of congres-
sional authority with regard to war:

This system will not hurry us into war. It
is calculated to guard against it. It will not
be in the power of a single man or a single
body of men to involve us in such distress,
for the important power of declaring war is
vested at the legislative level at large.

George Washington said this:

The Constitution vests the power of declar-
ing war in Congress. Therefore, no offensive
expedition of importance can be undertaken
until after they shall have deliberated upon
the subject and authorized such a measure.

James Madison said this:

The power to declare war, including the
power of judging the causes of war, is fully
and exclusively vested in the legislature.
The Executive has no right in any case to de-
cide the question whether there is or is not
cause for declaring war.

I think our Founding Fathers had it
right, and if we move forward today
without stopping and waiting and in-
sisting upon the President’s constitu-
tional duty to come before this body
and ask for a declaration of war, I
think we are making a mistake.

I would say, secondly, that I think we
are making a mistake because the news
of today is that General Dempsey now
says if the plan doesn’t work out, he
would in fact recommend American
ground troops there in this crisis in the
Middle East. I think that that is tell-
ing. Because if you stop and think
about it, is America the only group
that is expected to suffer through the
ravages of war with regard to boots on
the ground in this instant if General
Dempsey’s call is right?
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Think about this. There have been
6,600 American deaths there in that
part of the world in recent history.
There have been more than 50,000 sol-
diers that have returned with life-al-
tering wounds. I mean, their lives are
changed forever, and yet we can’t get a
real firm commitment out of allies
there in the Middle East as to what
they will or won’t do with regard to
ground troops.

So if it is that big a threat, why is it
that allies in that part of the world are
not making real and substantial com-
mitments with regard to what they
will or won’t do with regard to ground
troops?

Thirdly, I would say what we are
doing is we are signing up for an open-
ended commitment, maybe a 5- or a 10-
or a 15- or a 20-year commitment, with-
out legal authority to do so. The ad-
ministration is resting solely on the
2001 authorizing language, which was
to President Bush, in the wake of 9/11,
for pursuing perpetrators of 9/11.

And yet in this instance what they
are saying is, well, no, no, that gives us
authority for the next 10, 15, 20 years.
That is not the case. Congress author-
ized for that action. I think it is a
misreading of the law to move forward
as they have.

Finally, I would make this point. The
Bible says, ‘‘Be hot, be cold, but don’t
be lukewarm.” And I think this plan is
predicated on lukewarm. I have some
colleagues who say we need to commit
ground troops; we need firmer involve-
ment. I have others who say we don’t
need to do anything at all. And we are
splitting it right down the middle.
Let’s bomb a bit and let’s arm ‘“‘mod-
erate rebels’” and we see how that
works.

We have a snapshot of how that
works because just this spring 1,000
ISIS soldiers routed two divisions of
Iraqis, about 30,000 folks, in no time.
Mind you, these are the same folks
that American taxpayers spent $25 bil-
lion training and equipping. We
equipped about 200,000 of them. It has
not worked well.

I think we need to pause, first, for
constitutional reasons; second, for
legal authority reasons; and third, for
a flawed strategy that is based on luke-
warm. We have that chance today, and
I would beg of my colleagues to do so.

———

STRENGTHEN THE ECONOMY

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

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, our
number one priority should always be
strengthening our economy and ex-
panding job growth and opportunity.

That is why I launched the ‘“‘Brad At
Your Business” initiative, to hear
firsthand about the opportunities and
challenges facing the businesses in my
district.

So far I have visited more than 80
companies, speaking with owners, man-
agers, and employees about their aspi-
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rations and needs for achieving suc-
cess. I have spoken with some of the
largest companies in our country, but
also to small- and medium-sized busi-
nesses; second-, third-, and fourth-gen-
eration family firms, startups, ad-
vanced manufacturing companies, re-
tail, and service firms.

Throughout these visits, I have heard
several recurring themes, including
concerns about our growing skills gap,
our aging infrastructure, the need to
reform our broken immigration sys-
tem, and the need to modernize our
Tax Code to successfully compete in a
global economy.

These conversations have subse-
quently led to concrete actions, such as
introducing the AMERICA Works Act
and the LEARN Act, that will help bet-
ter match worker training programs to
specific employer needs.

If we are to successfully lead a resur-
gence of the U.S. economy, we need
more collaboration between our busi-
ness owners, workers, and elected offi-
cials.

Only by working together can we re-
ignite social mobility, rebuild the lad-
ders of opportunity, and achieve a
more inclusive prosperity for all Amer-
icans.

———

MORE DEBATE NEEDED ON WAR
VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. RANGEL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, it is 10:40,
September 17, 2014. And for me, this is
an historic event, because I will be able
to tell my grandkids and those who
would listen that on the eve of the
House of Representatives taking a vote
that would expand the war powers of
the President of the United States,
that I stood in the well of the House
talking to a House that was void of any
Member of the House of Representa-
tives.

I make this point not so much to in-
dicate the importance of anything I
might say this morning, but because 1
really think that the whole country
should be concerned about the gravity
and importance of the vote that we
take today, which in my 44 years I can-
not think of any vote that is more im-
portant and certainly more historic.

It goes unchallenged that the vote
today would expose more members of
the military to bodily harm. It is clear
that the administration has called this
a war on ISIS or ISIL. It is abundantly
clear that the threat to our national
security is subject to a whole lot of de-
bate. And while I may not have the an-
swer to whether or not there is a
threat, to me, I cannot think of any-
thing more important than the 435
Members of the House and the 100
Members of the other body, at least be-
fore we vote, to be able to debate this
issue.

I intend to vote against the amend-
ment that would include an expansion
of our military venture, which means
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that I will be forced to vote against the
concurrent resolution. But I think the
House Members, Republicans and
Democrats, should resent the fact that
these votes are combined into one vote.

The vote as to whether or not it is
constitutional, the vote as to whether
or not it is a threat to the United
States security, the vote as to how we
are going to pay for it, the vote in
terms of who is going to make the sac-
rifices, these are the things that should
be debated. There is no lawful reason
why these two issues have to be joined
in one vote.

I do hope I get an opportunity to
bring an amendment to the authority
of the President to use military force
by conditioning it to two things: that
if this Congress and the American peo-
ple believe that we have a threat to our
national security, then by all means we
should be prepared to make the sac-
rifices to protect our country.

What are those sacrifices? Well, one
is financial sacrifice. Because the tril-
lions of dollars that was spent—I think
it is close to $6 trillion since we have
been involved in the Middle East—most
of the profits have been made by the
military industrial complex. But the $6
trillion comes out of our budget, and
there is not a war tax. I think we need
that.

The other question has to be that we
cannot dismiss the military that is in
Iraq today and those that may be in
that area, whose lives are endangered.
That is less than 1 percent of United
States population is making the sac-
rifice. We already lost 6,800 American
lives in this war, and it is very difficult
to explain to their families and friends
at funerals what the cause was or
whether we won or lost.

But the question should be once we
make a determination that there is a
threat to our national security, we
should have the mandatory Selective
Service Act reinstated. We already
have it on the books. We should acti-
vate it to make certain that if you are
voting to put more men and women’s
lives into jeopardy, make certain it is
universal men and women would be se-
lected to make certain that they pro-
vide for a national service of some sort.

So what I am suggesting is that I can
never believe that this country would
be voting this day and that the debates
would be that I would be talking to an
empty Chamber in pleading for the
American people that if you are going
to make a decision that we should real-
ly go to war, because there is a threat
to the security of the United States of
America, one, that should not be de-
bated just on the question of the con-
tinuance of support of the budget of
the United States.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.
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Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 46
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———

PRAYER

Reverend Joseph Holcomb, St. An-
drew Avellino Catholic Church, Flush-
ing, New York, offered the following
prayer:

All powerful and merciful God, we
praise You and give You thanks for all
Your gracious gifts, most especially
the gift of Your infinite and uncondi-
tional love.

It is Your gift of love that inspires
and drives us to seek peace throughout
our Nation and our world to gain an
awareness that we share a common
destiny which is ultimately tran-
scendent, peace that is not the mere
absence of war but as a harmonious co-
existence of individual citizens within
a society governed by justice, one in
which the good is also achieved for
each of them.

Help us through Your gift of love to
work diligently in these coming days,
months, and years to seek peace for all.

May our deliberations in this, the
United States House of Representa-
tives, bring about understanding, toler-
ance, and peace in our great Nation
and the world.

We pray this in Your holy name.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.
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Mr. PAYNE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING REVEREND JOSEPH
HOLCOMB

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
MENG) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to introduce my colleagues to Father
Joseph T. Holcomb, the guest chaplain
today.

Father Holcomb serves St. Andrew
Avellino Roman Catholic Church in
Queens, New York.

A native New Yorker, Father Hol-
comb attended Holy Family Catholic
Grammar School, Cathedral Pre-
paratory Seminary, Cathedral College
of the Immaculate Conception, and
Seminary of the Immaculate Concep-
tion.

He went on to attain a bachelor’s de-
gree from Cathedral College in
Douglaston, New York. He also re-
ceived a master’s degree in divinity
from Immaculate Conception Seminary
in Huntington, New York, and a mas-
ter’s in social work from Fordham Uni-
versity in New York City.

He was ordained to the priesthood in
1980 and has been faithfully serving
multiple communities ever since. In
July 2009, he was appointed as the sixth
pastor of St. Andrew Avellino Roman
Catholic Church and has worked tire-
lessly to make improvements where
possible.

His efforts have led to crucial en-
hancements in the church and an en-
riched connection with its parish-
ioners. Father Holcomb’s work in the
church has touched thousands of lives,
and we are so privileged to have him in
the Queens community.

Father Holcomb is a pillar of leader-
ship and faith in my district. I ask my
colleagues to join me in welcoming Fa-
ther Holcomb to the House of Rep-
resentatives and to thank him for serv-
ing as our guest chaplain today.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DAINES). The Chair will entertain up to
15 further requests for 1-minute speech-
es on each side of the aisle.

————

NATIONAL CONSTITUTION DAY

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, 227 years ago, our Founding
Fathers came together to write the
Constitution, and it is on this founda-
tion that we have built the greatest
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Nation on Earth. The Constitution pro-
tects our democracy and our individual
liberties that define the American way
of life that we are all blessed to enjoy.

I have spent most of my life defend-
ing what the Constitution stands for, 29
years in the United States Air Force
and now in the United States Congress.
I consider this to be an honor and a
privilege.

We can all do our part to defend
America’s freedom by understanding
and remembering our Constitution’s
significance. That is why today, on na-
tional Constitution Day, I encourage
all Americans to join me in reflecting
on the history and the meaning of this
important document. We must never
take our freedom for granted.

————
ONE NEWARK PLAN

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today because I am concerned about
the Newark Public Schools’ One New-
ark plan which picks winners and los-
ers among schools and students.

Earlier this year, I sent a letter to
the superintendent of Newark Public
Schools, Cami Anderson. I am deeply
troubled by its actions which ignore ef-
forts to strengthen traditional public
schools; further, I question whether the
One Newark plan will truly help realize
this vision for all students in the New-
ark public school system, especially
children with disabilities.

Mr. Speaker, I sent this letter in Feb-
ruary. More than 5 months later, I have
yet to receive a single response. The
people I represent are very upset over
the lack of answers and the complete
disregard for their concerns, and they
have a right to be upset.

The opening of the schools in the
Newark public school system this year
was a debacle. There have been pro-
tests, and there will continue to be
until the voices of the people are heard.

We are talking about the future of
Newark, the future of our district, the
future of our State, and the children
that we love.

———

COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE LAND AND
WATER CONSERVATION FUND

(Mr. GIBSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate the 50th anni-
versary of the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund. This landmark legisla-
tion was initially passed in 1964, per-
manently paving the way for the pro-
tection and growth of our Nation’s nat-
ural resources.

Mr. Speaker, New York’s 19th Con-
gressional District is home to some of
the most amazing scenery in the Na-
tion. Constituents in our district can
walk and bike in the Hudson and Mo-
hawk Valleys; they can hike through
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the Catskill Mountains and paddle
along the streams that feed into the
Hudson River.

I’'m proud to say my constituents
know how important it is to preserve
and protect our land. The Land and
Water Conservation Fund has been a
tremendous success for New York
State.

It has been estimated that outdoor
recreational activity supports over
300,000 jobs for New York and that over
4 million New Yorkers participate in
hunting, fishing, and viewing wildlife
each year.

Additionally, my district benefits
from the Forest Legacy Program fund-
ed under the LWCF. This program
helps States preserve and maintain
their forest land.

Mr. Speaker, next year, we will have
the opportunity to reauthorize LWCF.
I would encourage all my colleagues in
the House and Senate to reflect on the
legislation’s success, recognize our Na-
tion’s legacy of historic beauty, and to
support the reauthorization next year.

——
CLEAN AND RENEWABLE ENERGY

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to highlight the importance of
clean energy sources and the leading
role America is poised to play in this
field.

Earlier this summer, the company
SolarCity announced its intention to
open one of the largest solar produc-
tion plants in the world in Buffalo,
New York. This display of renewable
energy would be a tremendous addition
to the western New York community
through the creation of over 1,000 jobs;
however, the continued growth in re-
newable energy is dependent on Con-
gress enacting the right policies.

This is why we must extend the solar
investment tax credits which are due
to expire at the end of 2016. We also
need to ensure that consumers selling
energy back to the grid are able to do
so at predictable and fair prices.

That is why today I have sent a let-
ter to the Secretary of Energy urging
his office to formulate best practices
for net metering. This allows those
who generate their own electricity
from solar power to feed what they do
not use back to the grid.

Just as the Buffalo Niagara region
was an early adopter of
hydroelectricity, we intend to be a
leader in clean energy technologies
like solar power as well.

————

COMMEMORATING THE 225TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE U.S. MAR-
SHALS SERVICE

(Mr. WOMACK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, since the
U.S. Marshals Service was founded on
September 24 of 1789, U.S. marshals
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have served this country with dedica-
tion and distinction, upholding its
creed of ‘‘Justice, Integrity, Service.” 1
rise today to commemorate the serv-
ice’s 226th anniversary.

The U.S. Marshals Service will cele-
brate its birthday next week in my dis-
trict by breaking ground on the U.S.
Marshals Museum in Fort Smith, Ar-
kansas. The museum will be funded in
part by the sale of coins commemo-
rating the 225th anniversary of the
Marshals Service.

The museum’s 20,000 square feet will
highlight pivotal moments in our old-
est Federal law enforcement agency’s
history and pay proper tribute to the
heroism the marshals have shown over
the past 225 years.

I speak for all of my constituents in
the Third District of Arkansas and my
fellow Arkansans when I say we are
humbled to have the U.S. Marshals Mu-
seum make Fort Smith its home and
honored to play a prominent role in the
next 225 years of the U.S. marshals his-
tory.

Happy birthday, U.S. marshals.

PROTECTING OUR HOMELAND AND
OUR HOMELIFE

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to acknowledge the value of our
Constitution. I just left the Homeland
Security hearing on the horror of ISIL
and held up the Constitution to say
that we will not allow terrorists to un-
dermine our values, and I am grateful
that we live under the Constitution
that we do.

With that in mind, I encourage my
colleagues to join me on H.R. 5488, a
bill that I have introduced that would
call for the reviewing and looking at
the watch list to make sure that no
foreign fighters are left off of that list
and that there is a no fly for foreign
fighters, again, reminding us of the
processes which we use, and I hope that
there will be those who will do so.

I also want to acknowledge the fact
that we are facing economic growth,
but we are also experiencing problems.
All T hear from the NFL are the expres-
sion of problems. I sent a letter to Di-
rector Goodell of the NFL, the commis-
sioner, to say, ‘‘Put your resources
where your complaints are.”

There are so many groups that are
dealing with violence against women
and abuse of children that we need to
provide the NFL the resources to all of
those groups. We need the NFL wives
to be engaged. Stop talking, and let’s
do something.

This is disgraceful, but there is an
epidemic of domestic violence, and the
NFL can stand up and announce a
major funding—as my colleague in the
Senate has indicated—to be able to 1lift
all of these groups that struggle every
day to reach these women.

I would also add to them, put a cam-
paign: see something, say something on
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domestic violence. I ask the NFL to
stand up and be counted.

———

THE TRIBAL GENERAL WELFARE
EXCLUSION ACT OF 2013

(Ms. JENKINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 3043, the Tribal General
Welfare Exclusion Act.

Under what is known as the general
welfare doctrine, the IRS excludes a
broad array of public services for pur-
poses such as education, public safety,
health, housing, and culture from tax-
ation; however, this has not always
been the case for tribal nations.

Recently, the IRS has challenged
tribal general welfare programs, de-
spite many of these being nearly iden-
tical to tax exempt programs provided
by Federal, State, and local govern-
ments.

Members of the Prairie Band of Pota-
watomi Nation, the Kickapoo, Iowa,
and the Sac and Fox Nation in Kansas
have all voiced their concerns to me
about invasive IRS audits and exami-
nations that seek to tax government
programs and benefits to their mem-
bers.

This bicameral and bipartisan legis-
lation will positively affect many Na-
tive Americans and is an important
step in bringing IRS treatment of the
tribes in line with how they are cur-
rently treating States.

——
O 1215

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, domestic
violence should never, ever be toler-
ated. The NFL’s inept response to the
recent reports of domestic violence has
thrust a tragic spotlight onto this issue
that we all are well aware of.

The truth of the matter is domestic
violence and sexual assault are daily
realities for women across our Nation.
One in four women will experience
physical violence by an intimate part-
ner in their lifetime. In 2012, in part of
the area that I represent in California,
6,000 domestic violence cases were re-
ported by the Fresno Police Depart-
ment. It is hard to believe, and it is un-
acceptable.

Today, let’s make a commitment not
to let this moment fade away after the
headlines are gone. As a cofounder and
cochair of the bipartisan Victims’
Rights Caucus, we will keep working
with all the victim advocate groups to
strengthen the Violence Against
Women Act and end the rape kit back-
log and ensure that every woman has
the right to a life without violence.
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OUR RIGHTS COME FROM OUR
CREATOR

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, 227
years ago, our Founding Fathers signed
the U.S. Constitution establishing a
nation united around the principle that
our rights as citizens come not from
the government but from our Creator.

Today we recommit ourselves by
choice to upholding and defending
these fundamental principles recog-
nized in this document, including lib-
erty, freedom, and rule of law of our
great Republic. Indeed, our first act as
newly elected Members of this House is
to swear an oath to uphold and protect
this document.

These principles have guided our Na-
tion well over the last 227 years, both
in times of prosperity as well as dis-
cord. Now, perhaps more than ever, it
is our duty and it is the duty of every
American to ensure these liberties and
freedoms can be passed on to our chil-
dren and our grandchildren.

I am honored to stand here today and
commemorate the works of these 39
brave and wise original signatories to
our Constitution.

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION
FUND

(Mr. HUFFMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HUFFMAN. Madam Speaker, this
month we celebrate the 50th anniver-
sary of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund and the Wilderness Act, two
of our Nation’s most effective con-
servation tools.

In California, the Land and Water
Conservation Fund has provided more
than $2 billion to protect some of our
most iconic natural landmarks. In my
district alone, this includes the Point
Reyes National Seashore, Redwood Na-
tional Park, Golden Gate National
Recreation Area, and countless State
parks, trails, and recreation areas. The
fund uses zero taxpayer dollars for
these investments in the economic and
environmental well-being of our com-
munities; instead, it is funded by reve-
nues from offshore oil and gas activi-
ties.

We celebrate also the 50th anniver-
sary of the Wilderness Act, which has
protected some of our Nation’s most
pristine and intact wild places. As cli-
mate change begins to take its toll,
protecting these wild places will be
even more vital to the survival of
many threatened and endangered spe-
cies and to the conservation values
that are part of our national fabric.

This should not be a partisan issue.
Every American benefits from these
two important laws and the lands they
protect. Please join me in supporting
them for another 50 years.

September 17, 2014

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF
JOHN CLARKE

(Mr. McKINLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. McKINLEY. Madam Speaker,
after more than 40 years in the con-
struction trade, my friend John Clarke
of Wheeling has retired.

John is a lifelong West Virginian, the
former president of Local 141 of the
International Brotherhood of Elec-
trical Workers, and served on the
International Executive Committee of
IBEW.

After serving in Vietnam with the
Marine Corps, John returned home and
gave back to his community, serving
on over 25 local charitable and profes-
sional organizations.

IBEW International President Ed Hill
has said, ‘“Working families in West
Virginia have never had a better friend
than John Clarke.” And more impor-
tantly, in a world conflicted with par-
tisanship, John proudly put his coun-
try first, not his political affiliation.

He made a difference. His decades of
devotion to his country and his com-
munity can only be matched by his
commitment to his wife of 43 years,
Margaret, and his two sons, Justin and
Lucas.

I extend my congratulations to John
and wish him well in his retirement.

———

HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH 2014

(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VEASEY. Madam Speaker, each
year from September 15 until October
15, the Nation celebrates the many con-
tributions of Latinos during Hispanic
Heritage Month.

In my home State of Texas, the His-
panic community continues to relish in
the cultural and historical footprint in
the areas of government, architecture,
business, and the arts. From north
Texas Hispanic elected officials, both
past and present who are advocating
for the Latino community, to the Rose
Marine Theater in Fort Worth and the
Latino cultural center in Dallas, His-
panic culture continues to illuminate
all aspects of life and history in the
Dallas-Fort Worth metroplex.

In the area of business and com-
merce, the contributions of business
leaders continue to make the area that
we live in one of the best in the entire
country. Both Dallas and Tarrant
Counties are fortunate to be served by
very strong Hispanic chambers of com-
merce that proudly serve many of
those businesses.

It is undeniable that Hispanic culture
is woven into all aspects of contem-
porary American culture, and in the
Dallas-Fort Worth area we are fortu-
nate to be known as a city that is vi-
brant because of its strong Latino com-
munity.
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HONORING JOSEPH JAMES DUNN

(Mr. DAINES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DAINES. Madam Speaker, Mon-
tana is a State blessed with people who
have a strong commitment to service.
In fact, more than 100,000 military vet-
erans call our State home, and our
dedicated law enforcement officials
perform critical services each and
every day.

On August 14, 2014, we lost a great
Montanan when Cascade County sheriff
deputy and Marine Corps combat vet-
eran Joseph James Dunn the First was
killed in the line of duty.

Joe put faith and family at the cen-
ter of his life, going on multiple mis-
sion trips. He was described as a ‘‘bold
ambassador for Christ.” No one was
more important to Joe than his family:
his dear wife, Robynn; son, Joey; and
daughter, Shiloh.

Joe will be dearly missed by all who
knew him. He personified service to his
country, to his State, and to his com-
munity. Joe’s life is an inspiration for
all Montanans.

————

INCREASE THE MINIMUM WAGE

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, this
week the House will vote on loosely re-
lated bits of campaign fodder bundled
together and labeled a ‘‘jobs’ bill. But
if we really want to help American
workers and boost our economy, let’s
take a vote to increase the minimum
wage. Let’s show hardworking Ameri-
cans that it is simply unacceptable for
a mother working full-time to live $400
below the Federal poverty line.

Let’s show businesses that we under-
stand that added buying power for our
workers is the boost this economic re-
covery needs. President Truman once
said: Full human dignity requires at
least a minimum level of economic suf-
ficiency and security.

The American people deserve that
and more. The American people want
and deserve a vote to increase the min-
imum wage.

————
GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY
OFFICE REPORT CONFIRMS

OBAMACARE FUNDS ABORTIONS

(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HULTGREN. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today disturbed by a report con-
firming that the Affordable Care Act
provides for a massive expansion of
abortion funded by the taxpayer.

This week, the nonpartisan Govern-
ment Accountability Office revealed
that 1,036 of the plans offered under
ObamaCare and eligible for taxpayer
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subsidies cover abortion on demand.
Although the President promised in
2009 that ‘‘no Federal dollars would be
used to fund abortions,” the law’s ac-
counting gimmicks showed otherwise.

One of my heroes, the late honorable
Henry Hyde, worked hard to ensure
that no American would be forced to
pay for someone else’s abortion. That
is why the House passed H.R. 7, the No
Taxpayer Funding for Abortion and
Abortion Insurance Full Disclosure
Act.

Clearly, there has been a lack of full
disclosure by the administration and
the insurance companies who have ig-
nored the law, a law which failed to

provide adequate safeguards for the
taxpayer.
Many Americans are, thus, unwit-

tingly paying for a procedure which
violates their most deeply held beliefs.
It is time the administration honored
both the letter and spirit of the Hyde
amendment. It is time for the Senate
to pass H.R. 7 and ensure no American
is forced to pay for abortion.

——
McKEON AMENDMENT

(Ms. LEE of California asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. LEE of California. Madam
Speaker, as we prepare to cast our vote
today to train and equip Syrian rebels,
I want to remind my colleagues of the
nearly $20.2 billion that the United
States has spent to train and equip
Iraqi security forces during our decade
at war there.

And what happened?

The Iraqi security forces could not
secure the country and fled major Iraqi
cities when confronted by ISIS. $20.2
billion. And yet here we are again
today ready to authorize hundreds of
millions of dollars to train and equip
members of the Free Syrian Army.

What in the world are we doing?

Instead of rushing into yet another
war, flooding the region with more
weapons and intervening further in a
civil war, Congress should be pressing
the pause button. Instead of rushing
into yet another war authorization—
which of course this congressional res-
olution says it is not, but the unin-
tended consequences will expand this
war—Congress should be examining all
of the solutions to this crisis, not just
the military ones.

That is why I called and will con-
tinue to call for Congress to live up to
its constitutional responsibility and
have a full debate on the authorization
to use force. The costs and con-
sequences should be made clear.

HONORING CONSTITUTION DAY

(Mr. SMITH of Missouri asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Madam
Speaker, today, September 17, 2014,
marks 82,910 days since the Constitu-
tion was signed in 1787. Though I have

H7629

only been a United States Congressman
for 469 of those days, on every one of
them, I work to uphold the oath of of-
fice I swore: to defend our Nation’s
most important governing document,
the Constitution.

On this Constitution Day, I would
like to take some time to remind us all
that all parts of the founding document
are important. Especially in this time
of executive overreach, we should re-
member that our Constitution created
three equal and distinct branches of
government.

——
SAFE CLIMATE CAUCUS

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I rise
to add my voice to the thousands of
citizens who will soon descend upon
New York City to call for action to
combat climate change. The first-ever
People’s Climate March will dem-
onstrate robust support for climate ac-
tion ahead of the United Nations cli-
mate summit next Tuesday.

Climate change is the defining chal-
lenge of our time. It threatens our
economy and our way of life in count-
less ways through catastrophic
wildfires, through severe storms and
rising seas; and in my home State of
California, one of the worst droughts
on record threatens water supplies for
drinking water and irrigation of valu-
able crops. This year alone, the
drought will cost the agricultural sec-
tor $2.2 billion dollars and over 17,000
jobs.

Our Nation is taking positive steps to
curb harmful carbon emissions, but
there is so much more work that needs
to be done. We can’t wait any longer.
Our children and our grandchildren are
depending upon it.

————
REMEMBER PUNA

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. HANABUSA. Madam Speaker,
my home State of Hawaii is a unique
and a very special place. There isn’t a
day that goes by that either a col-
league or someone stops me to share
with me a very special story about Ha-
waii.

I stand here today to ask that you re-
member us in a different way: a State
with a very active volcano which is
now within a residential area called
the Kaohe homestead, and with lava
that is flowing at a rate of 705 feet a
day, soon to wipe out a major highway
and who knows how many other sub-
divisions in its way.

This area is known as Puna, the same
area which took the brunt of the hurri-
cane, later a tropical storm, Iselle in
August of this year. You know, they
still have not recuperated from that
storm, and now they have to contend
with the lava.
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So I ask my colleagues, Madam
Speaker, that when we look at FEMA,
Department of Agriculture, other agen-
cies which will be able to help us, that
when we look at the funding of first re-
sponders, that you remember Hawaii,
you remember our Big Island, and you
remember the people of Puna.

——
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EXPORT-IMPORT BANK

(Mr. GARCIA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GARCIA. Madam Speaker, as
someone who was born and raised in
south Florida, I know Miami thrives on
investment exports and economic de-
velopment provided by the Export-Im-
port Bank facilities—the Ex-Im Bank.

This organization will lose its au-
thorization unless Congress acts. It is
crucial to fueling a prosperous econ-
omy, not only in south Florida but the
entire country.

In 2013 alone, the Ex-Im Bank sup-
ported an estimated $37.4 billion of U.S.
exports and helped sustain more than
200,000 jobs. This is key. In my own dis-
trict, 300 million exports since 2007.

As a percentage of the GDP, China
and India provided roughly three times
as much financing as we did. We need
to reauthorize the Ex-Im Bank to cre-
ate jobs and keep our exporters in com-
petitive foreign markets.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
working to reauthorize the Ex-Im
Bank. This is an issue too important in
the economy for partisan politics.

———

APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS
TO NATIONAL ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE ON INSTITUTIONAL
QUALITY AND INTEGRITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BACHMANN). The Chair clarifies that
pursuant to section 106(b)(5)(B) of the
Higher Education Opportunity Act
(Public Law 110-315), the Speaker’s ap-
pointments of May 25, 2010, and Decem-
ber 22, 2010, of individuals on the part
of the House to the National Advisory
Committee on Institutional Quality
and Integrity expired on May 25, 2014.

The Chair announces the Speaker’s
appointment, pursuant to section 106 of
the Higher Education Opportunity Act
(Public Law 110-315), and the order of
the House of January 3, 2013, of the fol-
lowing individuals on the part of the
House to the National Advisory Com-
mittee on Institutional Quality and In-
tegrity for a term of 6 years:

Upon the recommendation of the ma-
jority leader:

Arthur E. Keiser, Fort Lauderdale,
FL

William Pepicello, Scottsdale, AZ

Arthur J. Rothkopf, Washington, DC

———
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
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will postpone further proceedings
today on the motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yveas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote incurs objection under clause
6 of rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

————

STRONGLY SUPPORTING THE
PEOPLE OF UKRAINE

Mr. ROYCE. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 726) strongly sup-
porting the right of the people of
Ukraine to freely determine their fu-
ture, including their country’s rela-
tionship with other nations and inter-
national organizations, without inter-
ference, intimidation, or coercion by
other countries.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 726

Whereas the United States is strongly
committed to the sovereignty, independence,
and territorial integrity of Ukraine;

Whereas the United States strongly sup-
ports the right of the people of Ukraine to
freely determine their future, including their
country’s relationship with other nations
and international organizations, without in-
terference, intimidation, or coercion by
other countries;

Whereas the Russian Federation has under-
taken a campaign of political, economic, and
military aggression against Ukraine;

Whereas the Russian Federation’s forcible
occupation and illegal annexation of Crimea,
its continuing support for separatist and
paramilitary forces in eastern Ukraine, and
its invasion of and military operations on
Ukrainian territory represent gross viola-
tions of Ukraine’s sovereignty, independ-
ence, and territorial integrity and a viola-
tion of international law, including the Rus-
sian Federation’s obligations under the
United Nations Charter and its commit-
ments as a participating State of the Organi-
zation for Security and Co-operation in Eu-
rope;

Whereas the Government of Ukraine con-
tinues to exercise extraordinary restraint in
response to the invasion of its territory by
several thousand military personnel of the
Russian Federation, who are engaged in of-
fensive military operations in support of sep-
aratist forces, the illegal occupation and an-
nexation of Crimea, and the tens of thou-
sands of Russian Federation military per-
sonnel positioned offensively on the Ukrain-
ian-Russian border since March 2014;

Whereas the forcible occupation and illegal
annexation of Crimea by the Russian Federa-
tion and its continuing support for sepa-
ratist and paramilitary forces in eastern
Ukraine are violations of its obligations
under the 1994 Budapest Memorandum on Se-
curity Assurances, in which it pledged to re-
spect the independence and sovereignty and
the existing borders of Ukraine and to re-
frain from the threat or use of force against
the territorial integrity or political inde-
pendence of Ukraine;

Whereas the Russian Federation has pro-
vided military equipment, training, and
other assistance to separatist and para-
military forces in eastern Ukraine that has
resulted in ongoing conflict that is respon-
sible for over 3,000 deaths, hundreds of thou-
sands of civilian refugees, and widespread de-
struction;
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Whereas the Ukrainian military remains
at a significant disadvantage compared to
the armed forces of the Russian Federation
in terms of size and technological sophistica-
tion;

Whereas the United States strongly sup-
ports efforts to assist Ukraine to defend its
territory against military aggression by the
Russian Federation and by separatist and
paramilitary forces;

Whereas Malaysia Airlines Flight 17, a ci-
vilian airliner, was destroyed by a Russian-
made missile provided to the separatist
forces by the Russian Federation, taking all
298 innocent lives on board;

Whereas the Russian Federation has used
and is continuing to use coercive economic
measures, including the manipulation of en-
ergy prices and supplies as well as trade re-
strictions, to place political and economic
pressure on Ukraine;

Whereas visa, financial, and other sanc-
tions imposed by the United States, the Eu-
ropean Union, and other allies and partners
have placed significant pressure on the Rus-
sian Federation and its leadership but have
not been sufficient to end its political, mili-
tary, and economic aggression against
Ukraine;

Whereas the President of the United States
has authority to impose stronger sanctions
against the Russian Federation and its lead-
ership;

Whereas an aggressive Russian propaganda
effort through the dissemination of false in-
formation is intended to stoke ethnic divi-
sions and incite violence, thereby posing a
direct threat to the peace and stability of
UKkraine;

Whereas on April 3, 2014, the President
signed Public Law 113-96 for the purpose of
bolstering the resources of the Broadcasting
Board of Governors to counter Russian prop-
aganda and provide the people of Ukraine
and the surrounding regions with access to
credible and uncensored sources of informa-
tion;

Whereas the United States remains com-
mitted to Ukraine’s democratic development
and to the establishment of a government
that includes and respects representatives
from all regions of Ukraine;

Whereas the United States is committed to
assisting the Government of Ukraine ensure
that the parliamentary elections scheduled
for October 26, 2014, are free, fair, and held in
all regions of Ukraine in full accordance
with international standards;

Whereas the United States strongly sup-
ports the development of a prosperous mar-
ket economy in Ukraine;

Whereas the United States strongly sup-
ports the implementation of economic re-
forms in Ukraine, including in the fiscal, en-
ergy, pension, and banking sectors, among
others;

Whereas the United States supports the de-
velopment of Ukraine’s trade and economic
ties with other countries and especially the
European Union following the signing of an
Association Agreement on June 27, 2014;

Whereas the United States strongly sup-
ports energy diversification initiatives to re-
duce Russian control of energy supplies to
Ukraine and other European countries, in-
cluding the development of domestic sources
of energy, increased efficiency, and sub-
stituting energy obtained from Russia with
imports from other countries;

Whereas the terms of the cease-fire an-
nounced on September 5, 2014, are being vio-
lated by the Russian Federation and the sep-
aratist and paramilitary forces it supports;

Whereas this cease-fire, if its terms are
fully met by all parties, may be a first step
toward the reestablishment of stability that
must include the full withdrawal of Russian
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forces from Ukrainian territory, the estab-
lishment of Ukraine’s control over all of its
international borders, the disarming of the
separatist and paramilitary forces in the
east, an end to Russia’s use of its energy ex-
ports and trade barriers to apply economic
and political pressure on UKkraine, and an
end to Russian interference in Ukraine’s in-
ternal affairs;

Whereas the political, military, and eco-
nomic aggression against Ukraine by the
Russian Federation underscores the enduring
importance of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization as the cornerstone of collective
Euro-Atlantic defense; and

Whereas the United States reaffirms its ob-
ligations under the North Atlantic Treaty,
especially Article 5, which states that ‘“‘an
armed attack against one or more’” of the
treaty signatories ‘‘shall be considered an at-
tack against them all’”’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) strongly supports the right of the peo-
ple of Ukraine to freely determine their fu-
ture, including their country’s relationship
with other nations and international organi-
zations, without interference, intimidation,
or coercion by other countries;

(2) calls on the President to continue to
work with our allies and partners in Europe
and other nations around the world to reaf-
firm the sovereignty, independence, and ter-
ritorial integrity of Ukraine and to refuse to
recognize the illegal annexation of Crimea
by the Russian Federation;

(3) strongly condemns the continuing polit-
ical, economic, and military aggression by
the Russian Federation against Ukraine and
the violation of its sovereignty, independ-
ence, and territorial integrity;

(4) states that the military intervention by
the Russian Federation is a breach of its ob-
ligations under the United Nations Charter
and its commitments as a participating
State of the Organization for Security and
Co-operation in Europe, and is a violation of
the 1994 Budapest Memorandum on Security
Assurances, in which it pledged to respect
the independence and sovereignty and the
existing borders of Ukraine and to refrain
from the threat of use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independ-
ence of Ukraine; and poses a threat to inter-
national peace and security;

(5) demands that the Russian Federation
remove its military forces and military
equipment from the territory of Ukraine, in-
cluding equipment provided to the separatist
and paramilitary forces;

(6) demands that the Russian Federation
end its political, military, and economic sup-
port of separatist and paramilitary forces in
Ukraine;

(7) demands that the Russian Federation
and the separatist and paramilitary forces it
supports end their violations of the cease-
fire announced on September 5, 2014;

(8) calls on the President to cooperate with
allies and partners in Europe and other na-
tions around the world to impose visa bans,
targeted asset freezes, sectoral sanctions,
and other measures on the Russian Federa-
tion and its leadership sufficient to compel
it to end its violation of Ukraine’s sov-
ereignty and territorial integrity, to remove
its military forces and equipment from
Ukrainian territory, and to end its support
of separatist and paramilitary forces;

(9) calls on the President to provide the
Government of Ukraine with defense arti-
cles, services, and training required to effec-
tively defend its territory and sovereignty;

(10) calls on the President to ensure the de-
livery of urgently needed assistance to
Ukraine and to ensure that all future assist-
ance will be rapidly delivered;
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(11) calls on the President to provide the
Government of Ukraine with appropriate in-
telligence and other relevant information to
assist the Government of Ukraine to defend
its territory and sovereignty;

(12) calls on the President to work with the
Government of Ukraine, our allies and other
nations, and international organizations to
ensure that the multinational team inves-
tigating the destruction of Malaysia Airlines
Flight 17 is able to conduct an unrestricted
investigation, guarantee the repatriation of
remains and personal effects from the crash
site, report its findings free of outside polit-
ical influence or intimidation and to ensure
that those directly and indirectly respon-
sible for this tragedy are brought to justice;

(13) calls on our European allies, and other
countries and international organizations, to
join the United States in providing assist-
ance to the Government of Ukraine to ensure
that the parliamentary elections scheduled
for October 26, 2014, are free, fair, and held in
all regions of Ukraine in full accordance
with international standards;

(14) calls on the President to expand
United States international broadcasting ef-
forts to Russian-speaking audiences in
Ukraine and both inside and outside of Rus-
sia and include a broad spectrum of commu-
nications mediums to provide high-quality
programming content, independent jour-
nalism, and credible information to counter
Russia’s propaganda;

(15) calls on Ukraine and other countries to
support energy diversification initiatives to
reduce the ability of the Russian Federation
to use its energy exports as a means of ap-
plying political or economic pressure, in-
cluding by promoting increased natural gas
exports from the United States and other
countries;

(16) strongly supports the efforts by Presi-
dent Poroshenko and the people of Ukraine
to establish a lasting peace in Ukraine that
includes the full withdrawal of Russian
forces from Ukraine’s territory, the estab-
lishment of Ukraine’s control over all of its
international borders, the disarming of the
separatist and paramilitary forces in the
east, policies to reduce Russia’s ability to
use energy exports and trade barriers as
weapons to apply economic and political
pressure on Ukraine, and an end to Russia’s
interference in UKkraine’s internal affairs;
and

(17) reaffirms the commitment of the
United States to its obligations under the
North Atlantic Treaty, especially Article 5,
and calls on all Alliance member states to
provide their full share of the resources
needed to ensure their collective defense.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude any extraneous materials in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, this is a historic
moment for Ukraine. It has withstood
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invasion by Russian forces, their ille-
gal occupation and annexation of Cri-
mea, the arming of separatist militias
by Moscow, the cutoff of natural gas
and imposition of trade barriers aimed
at undermining Ukraine’s economy.
They have suffered under a Russian
propaganda offensive designed to sow
fear and exploit division, and they have
had many other assaults along the
way.

I had an opportunity—myself and
ELIOT ENGEL of New York—to travel to
Ukraine, along with JIM GERLACH. We
are happy to have Mr. GERLACH and
MARCY KAPTUR with us today. They are
the authors of this resolution, a resolu-
tion in support of Ukraine. I will lay
out what we saw both in western
Ukraine and in the east, because we
traveled across that country.

But before I do that, let me point out
that thousands and thousands of
Ukrainians have been Kkilled by the
fighting in the east and hundreds of
thousands have been made refugees.

But Ukraine still stands. It stands
unbowed, more determined than ever
to secure its independence and its sov-
ereignty and its territorial integrity.
This resolution that the House clearly
has before it states unambiguously our
support for Ukraine in its effort.

The United States, our European al-
lies, and many other countries have
made clear that we will not allow Rus-
sia  to bludgeon—bludgeon—Ukraine
into submission, because that is ex-
actly what they attempted to do. We
have opposed tough sanctions on Rus-
sia. We have provided extensive assist-
ance to help Ukraine through this very
difficult time. Its military needs to be
bolstered. And we are supporting the
establishment of a democratic system
representing all of the people of
Ukraine.

Importantly, yesterday, the Ukrain-
ian Parliament passed a law granting
greater autonomy—including Russian
language rights—to those in the east.
A strong democracy respectful of indi-
vidual rights is the best counter to
Vladimir Putin’s very autocratic ways.

Ukraine faces many challenges, in-
cluding growing economic problems,
the possibility of a gas shortage this
winter, and a never-ending onslaught
of propaganda. We will continue to as-
sist Ukraine, but it is vital that in
Ukraine—and we carried this message
when we were in country—they imple-
ment the far-reaching economic and
structural reforms necessary to enable
that country to grow.

Ending Russia’s ability to use its oil
and natural gas as a weapon has got to
be a priority. There are many steps
that Ukraine itself can take, beginning
with reforming its energy sector to ex-
pand its own production of energy and,
of course, to increase efficiency. The
United States and other countries, es-
pecially Ukraine’s neighbors in Europe,
can help by making alternative sup-
plies available to that country.

You notice that the Polish engineers
have reverse-engineered those pipes so
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that gas can come into Ukraine. West-
ern Ukraine has tremendous possibili-
ties for oil shale. We met when we were
in Arzerbaijan with the government
there that is building a pipeline into
Central Europe, and we know that a lot
more can be done in order to get gas
into Ukraine.

The U.S. can take a major step for-
ward by removing the restrictions we
have imposed on ourselves that se-
verely limit the export of our abundant
supplies. We have got a glut on our
market. Frankly, this is a way to cre-
ate jobs here, this is a way to help our
balance of payments. Let’s sell this to
Ukraine because they deeply need it.
And, frankly, the prices in the east are
very, very, high and this will give us a
new market.

And the other body could act on leg-
islation this House has passed to re-
vamp U.S. international broadcasting
so there is an effective counter to Mos-
cow’s never-ending propaganda. This is
legislation that I and my colleague
ELIOT ENGEL have authored in order to
make certain that the people in
Ukraine and, frankly, that Russian-
speaking populations everywhere, can
hear the truth about what is happening
inside their own countries, as well as
an appeal to political pluralism and
tolerance and all of the values that the
international community should share.

In April, Ranking Member ENGEL and
I led a delegation, as I mentioned, to
the Ukraine to see for ourselves the
situation on the ground, including in
the east in Dnipropetrovsk, in eastern
Ukraine, which borders the region con-
trolled by the separatists. There and in
Kiev, we had extensive discussions with
a range of senior officials, including
Prime Minister Yatsenyuk, about the
situation in their country. We also
spoke with leaders of the civil society
community: women’s groups, lawyers’
groups, Jewish groups, Tatar groups,
Russian-speaking communities. All
strongly supported a united Ukraine;
all opposed Russian intervention. All
shared with us that at the end of the
day they wanted Ukraine whole, they
wanted Russia out.

We met with Mr. Poroshenko prior to
his election and assured him of strong
U.S. support. Now the entire Congress
will demonstrate that continuing com-
mitment when the President of
Ukraine addresses the joint session to-
morrow. The message will be heard
loud and clear, not just in Ukraine, not
just in Kiev, but also in Moscow and
around the world, that the United
States stands with the people of
Ukraine now and always.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion.

Tomorrow, we will welcome the
President of Ukraine, Petro
Poroshenko, to address a joint session
of Congress. It is fitting that the leader
of the Ukrainian people will speak in
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this Chamber where over the centuries
our own democracy has grown and
thrived.

Today, we know that freedom and de-
mocracy in Ukraine are under threat.
So with this resolution we will send a
clear signal to President Poroshenko
and to the people of Ukraine that we
stand by them. America stands with
them.

I visited Ukraine a few months ago
with my friend, the chairman of the
Foreign Affairs Committee, Congress-
man ROYCE. Everywhere we went we
heard the same thing: the people of
Ukraine do not want Russian inter-
ference in their country.

Ukraine is an independent Nation—it
is not part of another country—and the
people of Ukraine have a right to make
a determination for themselves as to
what their policies would be without
intimidation from Mr. Putin or any-
body else.

This hit home, especially for me,
when I visited a synagogue in eastern
Ukraine. My four grandparents were
born in Ukraine.
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Two older men at this synagogue ap-
proached me to talk about the Russian
threat. Over the last century, their
eyes have seen the tide of history roll
in and out of Ukraine.

They had fought against Hitler’s
army, they had lived under the yoke of
Soviet tyranny, they had witnessed de-
mocracy spread across Eastern Europe,
and, now, they were looking East at a
new threat on the horizon. ‘‘Don’t
abandon us,” one of them said. ‘“‘Amer-
ica is very, very important.”

If anything, that threat has only
grown worse in recent months. Sepa-
ratist forces, bolstered by President
Putin, continue to wreak havoc across
eastern Ukraine. Russian weapons have
brought down a plane full of innocent
civilians. Thousands of Russian troops
have spilled over the border, trampling
on Ukrainian sovereignty.

Mr. Poroshenko comes to us with his
country on the brink. With this meas-
ure, we say to him, ‘“We support
Ukraine. We support the right of
Ukraine to determine its own future.”
We are also saying to our friends and
allies around the world that this Rus-
sian aggression must not stand and
that democracies must unite to meet
this challenge.

Finally, we are saying to Mr. Putin,
“If you continue to threaten your
neighbors, if you continue to sow un-
rest, if you continue to defy the will of
the global community, you will isolate
your country, and your actions will
have consequences.”

I should also add that I think the
credibility of the NATO alliance is
really hanging in the balance. For the
past 20 or 25 years, we have proceeded
on the fact that Russia was not a
threat and that Russia, indeed, in
many ways, was a partner.

That is no longer, unfortunately, the
situation. Russia is an adversary, and
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the NATO alliance has to adjust to
that. The equation that NATO has to
adjust to has changed because of the
actions of Mr. Putin in Ukraine.

We have to make sure that our NATO
allies feel strengthened. We have to
make sure that the countries bordering
Russia and the rest of Europe feel that
they are not being intimidated, and
countries like Ukraine, Georgia, and
Moldova ought to be free to exert their
independent thinking and what they
feel is best for their country and not be
intimidated by Mr. Putin.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. GERLACH), cochairman of
the House Ukraine Caucus and the au-
thor of the resolution we have before
us.

Mr. GERLACH. I thank the chair-
man.

Mr. Speaker, I give particular thanks
to Chairman ROYCE and Ranking Mem-
ber ENGEL for their great support and
cooperation for this resolution and for
Ukrainian people themselves; also, a
special thanks to my colleagues in the
House, Congresswoman KAPTUR, Con-
gressman LEVIN, and Congressman
PASCRELL, for your terrific support on
these important issues involving our
two countries.

This resolution sends an unmistak-
able message to the Russian Federa-
tion and to the entire world that this
House stands united with the people of
Ukraine. During the last 10 months, no
other ally has experienced more inter-
nal upheaval or a more imminent
threat to its sovereignty than our
friends in Ukraine.

Last November, the people of
Ukraine flooded the Maidan in Kiev to
peacefully protest a corrupt and arro-
gant regime.

For nearly 3 months, Ukrainians
risked their lives—and more than 100
civilians died—while ushering in a new
era and a new system of governance, an
era in which elected leaders will be ac-
countable and transparent; honor the
fundamental human rights all Ukrain-
ians have, regardless of their political
affiliation; and bolster alliances with
the United States and European Union
to foster greater economic opportunity
and prosperity.

The smoldering fires of the Maidan
had barely been extinguished, however,
when a new threat emerged on
Ukraine’s eastern border with Russia.
Russian President Vladimir Putin ille-
gally occupied and then annexed Cri-
mea. He emboldened and equipped sep-
aratists who have been fomenting dis-
cord through eastern Ukraine.

Clearly, what Putin has in mind for
Ukraine is not a new era of openness,
liberty, and opportunity, but, rather, a
return to a bygone era of political in-
timidation and coercion, and Putin’s
gambit to reassert Russian influence
has exacted a lethal toll.

The TUnited States estimates 3,000
Ukrainian civilians have been Kkilled
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since April as a result of the clashes in
eastern Ukraine, but, through all of
these challenges, UKkrainian people
have not wavered in their desire to re-
main independent and restore stability
to their system of governance and an
economy ravaged by the excesses of the
previous regime.

I believe the people of Ukraine de-
serve our moral and material support
as their country continues to confront
challenges from within its borders and
from its belligerent neighbor, and that
support must include defense articles,
services and training, and intelligence
information that will allow Ukraine to
effectively defend its territory and
maintain its sovereignty.

I truly believe that an independent
and democratic Ukraine enhances the
security of the United States and offers
greater economic opportunity for citi-
zens in both countries; therefore, I ask
my colleagues to pass this resolution
and reaffirm the United States’ com-
mitment to supporting the right of the
people of Ukraine to independently de-
termine their future free from intimi-
dation and free from outside influence.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, not
too long ago—several years ago—sev-
eral of us walked into this very, very
historic room. The President of
Ukraine at that time was President
Yushchenko. A lot has happened since
that ‘““‘Orange Revolution.”” A lot has
happened to Ukraine.

We see in Ukraine a democratically
elected Mr. Poroshenko, who will be
here tomorrow, walking down the same
aisle in a very, very different political
environment.

I rise in support of House Resolution
726, supporting the right of the people
of Ukraine to freely determine their fu-
ture. That is what this resolution is all
about. We must make clear our posi-
tion that Russia’s actions over the past
year to intimidate and bring violence
and death to the people of Ukraine, as
well as the victims of Malaysia Flight
17—lest we forget—is behavior that is
unacceptable to the entire inter-
national community.

Ukraine is a sovereign nation. That
either means something or it doesn’t.
It has borders. It has a democratically-
elected government. It has the right to
govern itself as it sees fit.

Mr. Putin doesn’t understand the
concept of a sovereign nation. It is like
he is living in a time before West-
phalia. When the people of Ukraine de-
cided they wanted to further integrate
with Europe, he sent an army to in-
vade. That was his answer.

My congressional district in northern
New Jersey is home to many Ukrainian
Americans. They are proud American
citizens. They are proud of where they
came from. They are proud of the cul-
ture and proud of this culture in this
great Nation. They refuse to let Russia
bully their homeland. They know how
to assimilate Ukrainian Americans in
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the United States.
Americans.

While we have already put tough
multilateral sanctions on Russia, we
need to do more. We wish Russia no
harm, but we are not going to be dic-
tated by Mr. Putin’s dream whims.

I am pleased that we have a cease-
fire that appears to be holding, but we
don’t know for how long. Russia needs
to immediately withdraw any military
assets it has in Ukraine, and the mili-
tias in the east should be disarmed.

We should provide Ukrainians with
defensive arms so that they can defend
their country in sovereignty. This is
how you treat an ally, not with words.
I am pleased this resolution calls for
the President to do just this.

We cannot let up on this pressure,
Mr. Speaker, on Mr. Putin. After
Ukraine, he has his eyes set on allies in
the Baltic States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FLEISCHMANN). The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. PASCRELL. We know Ukraine is
not a part of NATO, at least not yet.
Do we have a specific treaty with
Ukraine? No, we don’t, but they are our
allies. That much means something.

The United States of America stands
with the people of Ukraine today, and
we will continue to stand with them in
the future. I thank Mr. GERLACH from
Pennsylvania for putting this resolu-
tion forward, as well as MARCY KAPTUR
from Ohio; Mr. LEVIN from Michigan;
and, of course, Mr. ENGEL is always
there to do the right thing in inter-
national discourse.

I am honored to be here today to
present this, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, let me first
of all echo what Mr. PASCRELL just
said. I want to commend Mr. GERLACH,
Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. LEVIN for this.

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the co-
author of this legislation.

Mr. LEVIN. I thank the ranking
member for yielding and also Mr. GER-
LACH. Many of us have enjoyed working
with him. We are going to miss you. We
don’t do enough work together in this
institution.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly—kind of
emotionally, in a way—support this
resolution because of what has been
going on in Ukraine. This resolution
shows our support for Ukrainian peo-
ple’s right to determine their own fu-
ture and to build a country that is free
and democratic.

We stand firmly with Ukrainian peo-
ple and condemn Russia’s aggression.
We should always remember that the
impetus for Ukraine’s freedom comes
from within, from within Ukrainian
people. It is their desire to be free that
is the ultimate force behind all inter-
national efforts.

Time and events have shown, time
and again, that Ukrainian people are
standing up for their freedom. From
the Orange Revolution in 2004 to the

They are proud
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protests in Maidan Square earlier this
year, it is clear to the world that
Ukraine is determined to build her own
future.

The past year has been very difficult.
Ukrainian people have paid a very high
price to govern according to their own
wishes. The images and reports from
Ukraine have been hard to accept, and
we are deeply saddened by the lives
lost and by the overwhelming uncer-
tainties that still loom ahead; yet
Ukrainian people have spoken through
their actions.

Just yesterday, here at the Capitol,
the Congressional UKkrainian Caucus
held a celebration to commemorate the
400th anniversary of its oldest school,
the Kyiv-Mohyla Academy.

At the event, I was delighted to see
the strong support stemming from the
American Ukrainian community. The
community’s work in my home State
of Michigan and all across this Nation
has led to close collaboration between
our two nations and has reaffirmed our
common values.

The community’s work is especially
important now, when others try to
speak for the values and aspirations
held true by Ukrainian people.

Tomorrow, we will welcome Presi-
dent Poroshenko to a joint meeting
with Members of the House and Senate.
We eagerly look forward to his re-
marks.

The passage of this resolution will be
emblematic of the support from the
American people, but we should always
remember that the impetus for a free
and democratic Ukraine comes from
Ukrainian people themselves, but we
can, should, and will help their efforts
to continue to build a free Ukraine.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR). She and I traveled
to Ukraine together many years ago on
my first trip there.

She is also the cochair of the Ukrain-
ian Caucus and has long been an advo-
cate for a free and independent
Ukraine.

Ms. KAPTUR. I would like to thank
Ranking Member ENGEL so very much
for yielding me the time, as well as
Chairman ROYCE for his leadership and
willingness to do all that was nec-
essary to bring this bill to the floor
today and to join JIM GERLACH, SANDER
LEVIN, BILL PASCRELL, all very, very
valued members of the Ukrainian Cau-
cus.

O 1300

We rise as colleagues in support of H.
Res. 726 as we continue to strongly sup-
port the right of the people of Ukraine
to freely determine their own futures,
their sovereignty, without outside in-
terference and, God forbid, further
bloodshed or loss of life.

The brave people of Ukraine continue
to face incredible challenges, not only
an assault on their borders by Russia,
but reforming their own government
and their judiciary to develop a rich
civil society with the rule of law.
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The task that lies ahead for Ukraine
is daunting but beckons liberty for-
ward. This is Ukraine’s moment in
modern history. I expect her to become
one of the greatest nations in Europe.

While the situation remains unsta-
ble, there are clear signs of hope, the
ultimate reflection of the intrepid soul
of the Ukrainian people who have en-
dured history’s raw edge. Just yester-
day, Ukraine’s President, Petro
Poroshenko, signed the landmark and
long-awaited European Union Associa-
tion Agreement, a brave step forward.
We recall it was this desire for a closer
association with Europe and the West
on the part of the Ukrainian people
that was ultimately responsible for the
start of the crisis which persists today.

As a great nation—the name Ukraine
means ‘‘borderland”—Ukraine should
reach west and east and north and
south. It is just that vast a land and its
potential unlimited.

But in trying to accomplish that ef-
fort with Europe, what began as a
peaceful protest in Kyiv, the capital,
ended in bloodshed, first at the hands
of the former corrupt Yanukovych re-
gime, and now at the hands of Russian
agitators under the directives and sup-
port of Russia’s President, Vladimir
Putin.

Still, we look forward to tomorrow’s
historic joint meeting of our Congress
here in this House in honor of Presi-
dent Petro Poroshenko’s first official
visit to the United States. We must
heed President Poroshenko’s words and
take into great consideration any re-
quest he makes of us, a vital friend and
ally.

We continue to stand in solidarity
with Ukraine and her people, and the
passage of this bill, H. Res. 726, on the
eve of President Poroshenko’s visit
aims to further illustrate the special
friendship and bond our two countries
share.

Were it not for Ukrainian Americans
in our country and other Americans
who had endured under the Soviet
mantle for some generations, the visit
here would not have as deep a meaning.
We share Ukraine’s struggle.

Mr. Speaker, I urge this bill’s pas-
sage. I thank all of those—Ranking
Member ENGEL; Chairman ROYCE; my
colleague as cochair of the Ukrainian
Caucus, JIM GERLACH; SANDER LEVIN
and BILL PASCRELL—for making this
moment possible.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), a very important
and valued member of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my dear friend Mr. ENGEL from
New York, and I congratulate the au-
thors of H. Res. 726. They have done a
great job in building bipartisan support
for this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
resolution. The TUnited States must
stand with the people of Ukraine in the
face of Russia’s naked aggression and
reverse violations to Ukrainian sov-
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ereignty and prevent further Russian
meddling and attacks on what they
consider former Soviet republics.

We must remember that this assault
began in Crimea, part of Ukraine. It
was in Crimea that Russian military
forces violated, initially, Ukrainian
sovereignty, and it was Russia then
that ultimately illegally arranged for
the annexation of this territory, terri-
tory of a sovereign country.

Subsequently, we have witnessed fur-
ther incursions by the Russian mili-
tary into eastern Ukraine. Now Europe
is attuned to the threat, but, Mr.
Speaker, I am stuck on Crimea. Ignor-
ing Russian aggression in Crimea only
emboldened Putin to do it again in
eastern Ukraine.

I am very pleased that the authors of
this resolution adopted the principles
of our bipartisan legislation introduced
earlier this year with Mr. STEVE
CHABOT, and like the Crimea Annex-
ation Non-recognition Act, which is H.
Res. 726, formerly and utterly rejects
Russian sovereignty over Crimea and
calls on our allies to do the same.
Without a clear stance on the issue of
Crimea, the West ultimately becomes
unwittingly complicit in Putin’s fur-
ther aggression and interference
throughout Ukraine.

What is next? Moldova? Georgia? The
Baltic Republic?

Congress must address the Crimea
underlying issue if we are going to
have credibility on the whole issue of
Putin’s aggression in the region.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the authors of
this resolution for doing just that; and
again, I thank Mr. ENGEL and Mr.
ROYCE for the way they comport the
House Foreign Affairs Committee in
true bipartisan fashion.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I have the
right to close, so I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I will close and say that this is a very
important and timely resolution.

When Chairman ROYCE and I visited
Ukraine a few months ago, we had the
good fortune to meet with many
Ukrainian officials and people running
for President. Mr. Poroshenko, who
will address us tomorrow in joint ses-
sion, was one of them.

I can tell you that Chairman ROYCE
and I both were very impressed with
Mr. Poroshenko. We really felt that
there was great hope for Ukraine and
thought that he was the likely winner.
Everything that he has done, in my
opinion, since he has won just reaf-
firms our initial feeling about him.

I was very happy that Ukraine signed
the European Union Association Agree-
ment yesterday. It strikes a very good
balance but moves Ukraine closer to
the West where the people want it.

I can tell you that when we went to
Ukraine and we stood in Maidan
Square where the protests happened,
you really felt—it was a palpable feel-
ing—that you were part of history, peo-
ple, average Ukrainians, coming up to
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us in the street thanking the United
States of America for its strong sup-
port of Ukraine and for the independ-
ence of Ukraine.

Now, the resolution—and I think it is
important to highlight certain things—
says that the United States is strongly
committed to the sovereignty, inde-
pendence, and territorial integrity of
Ukraine, and the United States strong-
ly supports the right of the people of
Ukraine to freely determine their fu-
ture, including their country’s rela-
tionship with other nations, without
interference, intimidation, or coercion
by other countries.

It also talks about Crimea, and I
think that that should not be forgot-
ten. Mr. CONNOLLY is quite right. The
taking of part of another country
through military force cannot be fath-
omed and we cannot look the other
way. We need to very strongly con-
demn it. Crimea is part of Ukraine, not
part of Russia.

So what we have here in this resolu-
tion—and I again want to commend
Mr. GERLACH and Ms. KAPTUR and Mr.
LEVIN and all the people who put it to-
gether—is a commonsense resolution
that says that the United States stands
with the people of Ukraine and stands
with the right of the people of Ukraine
to determine its own future.

This is a very important resolution.
It is a very timely resolution, and I
would urge all of my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

The Ukrainian people have had a
long, turbulent history of struggle. It
is important to remember that when
that vote for independence came, it
passed overwhelmingly across Ukraine.

For me, I think the most memorable
point of that trip was standing with
Mr. ENGEL in the synagogue—it was
Passover—adjacent to the largest com-
munity center, Jewish community cen-
ter in all of Europe.

ErioT ENGEL, whose four grand-
parents all came from Ukraine, spoke
to the hopes that the American people
have for a Ukraine which is a Ukraine
that embraces tolerance, political plu-
ralism, freedom, a Ukraine in which
the persecution of people is a thing of
the past but in which the future lies
with the democratic ideals that we
share, a Ukraine independent, a
Ukraine free of threat, free of outside
influence.

These are the hopes embodied in this
resolution because the Ukrainian peo-
ple have withstood these enormous
pressures. They have endured this
great suffering. They know there are
many challenges still to overcome be-
fore they can rest secure. But the
Ukrainians that we spoke with told us
that among the most important things
sustaining them throughout this dif-
ficult time is the knowledge that we in
the United States stand with them.

Tomorrow, President Poroshenko
will address this joint session of Con-
gress here; and by granting him, his
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country, this honor and by adopting
this resolution today, we will dem-
onstrate our continuing commitment
to Ukraine and to helping its people
achieve the freedom, achieve the secu-
rity and prosperity that they so right-
fully deserve.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 726.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 24, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 5462, by the yeas and nays;

S. 476, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

FEDERAL RESERVE
TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 24) to require a full audit of
the Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System and the Federal re-
serve banks by the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States, and for other
purposes, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. MEADOWS) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 333, nays 92,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 504]

YEAS—333
Aderholt Blackburn Capito
Amash Boustany Carter
Amodei Brady (TX) Cassidy
Bachmann Braley (IA) Castro (TX)
Bachus Bridenstine Chabot
Barber Brooks (AL) Chaffetz
Barletta Brooks (IN) Chu
Barr Broun (GA) Cicilline
Barrow (GA) Brown (FL) Clawson (FL)
Benishek Brownley (CA) Clay
Bentivolio Buchanan Coble
Bera (CA) Bucshon Coffman
Bilirakis Burgess Cohen
Bishop (GA) Bustos Cole
Bishop (NY) Byrne Collins (GA)
Bishop (UT) Calvert Collins (NY)
Black Camp Conaway

Cook

Costa
Cotton
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Daines
Dayvis, Danny
Dayvis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
Diaz-Balart
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Enyart

Esty
Farenthold
Farr

Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guthrie
Hahn

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Hinojosa
Holding
Honda
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurt

Issa

Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly

Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (PA)

Kilmer
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
Latta
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matheson
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McGovern
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Negrete McLeod
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Pearce
Perlmutter
Perry
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
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Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Scalise
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Swalwell (CA)
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)
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NAYS—92

Bass Frankel (FL) Meeks
Beatty Fudge Miller, George
Becerra Green, Al Moore
Blumenauer Gutiérrez Neal
Bonamici Hanabusa Pallone
Brady (PA) Heck (WA) Payne
Butterfield Himes Pelosi
Campbell Holt
Capps Horsford g:z;: Efﬁ;
Capuano Hoyer X
Cardenas Huffman P?lce (NG
Carney Israel Richmond
Carson (IN) Jackson Lee Roybal-Allard
Cartwright Jeffries Ryan (OH)
Clark (MA) Johnson (GA) Sarbanes
Clarke (NY) Johnson, E. B. Schakowsky
Cleaver Kelly (IL) Schwartz
Clyburn Kennedy Scott (VA)
Connolly Kildee Sewell (AL)
Conyers Kind Slaughter
Cooper Kirkpatrick Takano
Crowley Larson (CT) Thompson (CA)
Cummings Lee (CA) Thompson (MS)
Davis (CA) Levin Van Hollen
DeLauro Lewis Vargas
Deutch Lowenthal Veasey
Dingell Lowey
Edwards Maloney, Waésserman

. chultz
Ellison Carolyn Waters
Engel Matsui
Eshoo McCollum ngman
Foster McDermott Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—6
Barton DesJarlais Hastings (FL)
Castor (FL) Harris Nunnelee
[ 1343

Messrs. PALLONE, LARSON of Con-
necticut, KIND, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK,
Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Messrs. CLEAVER, CLYBURN,
RICHMOND, ENGEL, MEEKS, Mrs.
BEATTY, and Mr. CUMMINGS changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. WOODALL, DOGGETT,
COHEN, FATTAH, and KEATING
changed their vote from ‘nay” to
“yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AIR PASSENGER FEE LIMITATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5462) to amend title 49,
United States Code, to provide for limi-
tations on the fees charged to pas-
sengers of air carriers, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HUDSON) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0,
not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 505]

YEAS—423
Aderholt Barber Beatty
Amash Barletta Becerra
Amodei Barr Benishek
Bachmann Barrow (GA) Bentivolio
Bachus Bass Bera (CA)
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Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cartwright
Cassidy
Castro (TX)
Chabot,
Chaffetz
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clawson (FL)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman
Cohen

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Cotton
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Daines
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fattah
Fincher

Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs

Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Hahn

Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding

Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurt

Israel

Issa

Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly

Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline

Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
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Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matheson
Matsui
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley

Rahall Schrader Titus
Rangel Schwartz Tonko
Reed Schweikert Tsongas
Reichert Scott (VA) Turner
Renacci Scott, Austin Upton
Ribble Scott, David Valadao
Rice (SC) Sensenbrenner Van Hollen
Richmond Serrano Vargas
Rigell Sessions Veasey
Roby Sewell (AL) Vela
Roe (TN) Shea-Porter Velazquez
Rogers (AL) Sherman Visclosky
Rogers (KY) Shimkus Wagner
Rogers (MI) Shuster Walberg
Rohrabacher Simpson Walden
Rokita Sinema Walorski
Ros-Lehtinen Sires Walz
Roskam Slaughter Wasserman
Ross Smith (MO) Schultz
Rothfus Smith (NE) Waters
Roybal-Allard Smith (NJ) Waxman
Royce Smith (TX) Weber (TX)
Ruiz Smith (WA) Webster (FL)
Runyan Southerland Welch
Ruppersberger Speier Wenstrup
Rush Stewart Westmoreland
Ryan (OH) Stivers Whitfield
Ryan (WI) Stockman Williams
Salmon Stutzman Wilson (FL)
Sanchez, Linda Swalwell (CA) Wilson (SC)

T. Takano Wittman
Sanchez, Loretta Terry Wolf
Sanford Thompson (CA) Womack
Sarbanes Thompson (MS) Woodall
Scalise Thompson (PA) Yarmuth
Schakowsky Thornberry Yoder
Schiff Tiberi Yoho
Schneider Tierney Young (AK)
Schock Tipton Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—38
Barton DesJarlais Nunnelee
Byrne Harris Rooney
Castor (FL) Hastings (FL)
0 1351

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

THE CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO
CANAL NATIONAL HISTORICAL
PARK COMMISSION EXTENSION
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (S. 476) to amend the Chesapeake
and Ohio Canal Development Act to ex-
tend to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal
National Historical Park Commission,
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 419, nays 0,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 506]

YEAS—419
Aderholt Bass Bishop (UT)
Amash Beatty Black
Amodei Becerra Blackburn
Bachmann Benishek Blumenauer
Bachus Bentivolio Bonamici
Barber Bera (CA) Boustany
Barr Bilirakis Brady (PA)
Barrow (GA) Bishop (GA) Brady (TX)

Braley (IA)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cartwright
Cassidy
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clawson (FL)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman
Cohen

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Connolly
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Cotton
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Daines
Dayvis (CA)
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
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Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Hahn

Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt

Israel

Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jolly

Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta

Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey

Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matheson
Matsui
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
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Rogers (MI) Sewell (AL) Valadao
Rohrabacher Shea-Porter Van Hollen
Rokita Sherman Vargas
Ros-Lehtinen Shimkus Veasey
Roskam Shuster Vela
Ross Simpson Velazquez
Rothfus Sinema Visclosky
Roybal-Allard Sires Wagner
Royce Slagghter Walberg
gulz Zrmglx EI\N/I]E]); Walden
unyan mi :
Ruppersberger Smith (NJ) gzi;rskl
Rush Smith (TX)
Ryan (OH) Smith (WA) Waésserman
chultz
Ryan (WI) Southerland Waters
Salmon Speier W
! . axman
Sanchez, Linda Stewart
. Weber (TX)
T. Stivers Webster (FL)
Sanchez, Loretta Stockman
Sanford Stutzman Welch
Sarbanes Swalwell (CA) ~ wenstrup
Scalise Takano Wes‘tmoreland
Schakowsky Terry Whitfield
Schiff Thompson (CA) ~ Williams
Schneider Thompson (MS)  Wilson (FL)
Schock Thompson (PA) ~ Wilson (SC)
Schrader Thornberry Wittman
Schwartz Tiberi Wolf
Schweikert Tierney Womack
Scott (VA) Tipton Woodall
Scott, Austin Titus Yarmuth
Scott, David Tonko Yoder
Sensenbrenner Tsongas Yoho
Serrano Turner Young (AK)
Sessions Upton Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—12
Barletta Castor (FL) Hastings (FL)
Barton Conyers Johnson, Sam
Bishop (NY) DesJarlais Nunnelee
Byrne Harris Rooney
0 1359

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS
RESOLUTION, 2015

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
FoxxX). Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule
19, further consideration of the joint
resolution (H.J. Res. 124) making con-
tinuing appropriations for fiscal year
2015, and for other purposes, will now
resume.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When
proceedings were postponed on Tues-
day, September 16, 2014, 3 hours and
30%2 minutes of debate remained on the
amendment printed in part B of House
Report 113-600 offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCKEON).

The gentleman from California (Mr.
McKEON) has 1 hour and 41% minutes
remaining, and the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. SMITH) has 1 hour and
49 minutes remaining.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs.
BLACKBURN), my friend and colleague.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to speak on behalf of some-
thing that I am for, and that is the
chairman’s amendment as he has pre-
sented it.

Madam Speaker, I think that for so
many of us who represent men and
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women in uniform who comprise our
fighting forces and who have been so
diligent in this battle, in this war on
terrorism, we look at these votes and
certainly it causes us concern; and we
know that the measure that the House
is taking up is a measure as requested
by the President—we recognize that—
and we recognize, also, the severity and
importance of the issue.

Madam Speaker, this is an issue that
should require the full attention of
every member and every staff member
of this body. And I think that we all
approach this—I do—with a lot of ques-
tions, and we realize that what the
Commander in Chief has asked for is
really, in the opinion of so many of the
men and women that I represent, a half
measure.

I wish we would see more leadership,
and I am hopeful that in days to come
we will see leadership from our Com-
mander in Chief. That is what the men
and women deserve, and that is what
the American people deserve as we
seek to protect our homeland.

I wish that we could stand here and
say this administration has learned
their lessons, because they have so
mishandled the drawdown in Iraq. And
the rhetoric of al Qaeda being on the
run was truly a disservice to our mili-
tary forces and to our men and women
in uniform and to the American people.

It would be my hope that as we take
a first step that we recenter our focus
and commit to annihilating ISIL from
the face of the Earth.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, the
threat from ISIS is real. All of us have
seen the violence and the barbarism of
ISIS. The rapid advance of ISIS mili-
tants within Iraq and Syria is an im-
mediate threat to these countries in
the region.

No one should be under any delusion
about what will happen if the U.S. sits
this one out. If unchecked, the ISIS
threat will grow and become even more
difficult to address down the road and
directly threaten our Nation.

As we have seen since President
Obama authorized the limited air-
strikes against ISIS in August, we have
the ability to mitigate the ISIS threat,
but we cannot defeat ISIS by ourselves
with U.S. airstrikes.

Thomas Friedman said it well in The
New York Times:

ISIS loses if our moderate Arab-Muslim
partners can unite and make this a civil war
within Islam—a civil war in which America
is the air force for the Sunnis and Shiites of
decency versus those of barbarism . . . It is
about them and who they want to be.

As I see it, an important aspect of
U.S. assistance under this amendment
in the training of Syrian rebels is that
it will be an occasion for nations with
a Sunni majority to join in a battle
against the fanatical Sunni ISIS. Hope-
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fully, this can lead to expanded in-
volvement of other nations in this bat-
tle at the same time as Iraq’s Shi’a ma-
jority, with our active encouragement,
finally provides full rights and partici-
pation for its Sunni and Kurdish mi-
norities.

So amidst all the difficulties and the
challenges—and they are serious and
many—this amendment can hopefully
serve as a stepping stone, as a stepping
stone to a broad-based, effective coali-
tion against the spread of ISIS.

Our country can provide air support,
can provide intelligence and other lo-
gistics, but in the end, it cannot
achieve for the people of Syria and Iraq
on the ground what they can only do
for themselves.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. McCAUL), my colleague and
the chairman of the Committee on
Homeland Security.

Mr. MCCAUL. Madam Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from California,
the chairman, whose amendment I sup-
port here today, and I will support any
measure that will lead to the destruc-
tion of ISIS.

This administration has known about
this threat for over a year. It wasn’t
until the two beheadings of an Amer-
ican journalist and a British aid work-
er that the American people really un-
derstood the pure evil that is ISIS. The
White House has been sending mixed
messages. Words do matter.

Finally, I believe this administration
realized, despite its flawed narrative
over the years, what the threat from
ISIS really is. In fact, General
Dempsey, the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs, said, to fully defeat ISIS, we
have to go into Syria. I agree with him.
We must cut off the head of the snake
wherever it exists, and it does exist in
Syria.

While limited in nature, this author-
ization will begin the process to do just
that by vetting, equipping, and train-
ing moderate forces by the TUnited
States military in Saudi Arabia.

I had some reservations about the
vetting process. I did visit with Pen-
tagon officials, and I got greater con-
fidence. I do believe the numbers are a
little bit too low, but the broader
strategy under General Allen is to lead
a coalition not only of NATO allies,
but of these moderate Sunni nations to
build a ground force in Syria which
currently does not exist.

It is vital, Madam Speaker, that
Sunni moderates stand up, Sunni mod-
erates and Arab nations step up to the
plate to defeat and combat Sunni ex-
tremists in their own backyard.

While this is a step in the right direc-
tion, I believe that, long term, the ad-
ministration needs to come forward
with a comprehensive strategy, one
that the American people and Congress
can debate, which could be fully au-
thorized by Congress.

In closing, Madam Speaker, there is
nothing more important that we de-
bate up here, that we talk about here,
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that we vote on up here than matters
of war and peace. It is for that reason
that I support this amendment. For, if
we do not hit ISIS overseas, they will
certainly hit us in the United States.

Mr. SMITH. Madam Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ).

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I rise today in
opposition to this amendment.

I don’t take that lightly. I spent 18
years on the Armed Services Com-
mittee and about 12 years on the
Homeland Security Committee, and
with any decision like this, we have to
weigh what we know and what we don’t
know.

We know that, if left unchecked, ISIS
would become a direct threat not only
to the United States, but possibly to
the entire world. That is why we are
going after them currently in Iraq with
partners that we know we can trust,
such as the Kurds.

We know that we cannot sit on our
hands, close our eyes, and hope that
ISIS goes away. That is why we need a
good plan.

We know that we cannot do this
alone, that we need a committed inter-
national coalition to stop ISIS.

The President says we have a coali-
tion of 40. You know, it is interesting
because I remember the Iraq war and
the coalition. Some of our coalition
members sent one person. I would real-
ly like to know who our coalition is
and what they are really going to do
before I vote for any plan.

What don’t we know? We don’t know
how moderate these Syrian rebels real-
ly are. In fact, some of my Syrian con-
stituents, Syrian Americans who live
in Orange County, have told me that
there are no moderates left or, worse,
that the moderates, given the choice
between losing or Assad or ISIS, want
ISIS, and they say people aren’t going
to fight against ISIS.

We don’t know if somewhere down
the line they will turn our guns right
back on us. In fact, that is one of the
scarier things that we have to face. We
simply don’t know who we can trust. In
an uncontrolled, war-torn destabilized
country, who do we trust?

We can look back, for example, at
what happened in Central America,
how the rebels there, who were armed
by the United States, went after inno-
cent civilians. This blood will be on our
hands when that happens.

We need a winning strategy to de-
grade and ultimately destroy ISIS.

Now, we are in an election season.
Everybody says this isn’t political, but
I know, I have been talking to col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle, and
some are wondering what they do 7
weeks away from an election.

I have got to tell you, this is not a
political vote. The last time people
took a political vote in this House, it
was on the Iraq war, and many of my
colleagues say it was the worst vote
they took.
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Mr. McKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN), my friend and colleague.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I thank our chairman.

This proposal just examines one piece
of the puzzle, not the totality of the
Syrian crisis. The White House should
have come to Congress for a full au-
thorization for use of military force in
Syria to put all of our options on the
table with no limitations.

ISIS is part of the radical Islam
threat, which the 9/11 Commission
identified as a serious threat to U.S.
national security and to world peace
and stability.

I have serious reservations about the
President’s plan to train and equip the
so-called ‘‘moderate opposition’” in
Syria because we don’t want ISIL to
get even more of our equipment and
arms, as it did in Iraq.

ISIL is not the only terror group in
Syria, Madam Speaker, nor is it the
only hurdle for stability in Syria and
Iraq. There are dangerous terrorist
groups operating in Syria, like al-
Nusra and other terrorist organiza-
tions, that are waiting to take up the
mantle should ISIL fall. And, then, of
course, Assad is still responsible for
the deaths of over 200,000 people.

Last year, the President failed to act
militarily when Assad used chemical
weapons against his own people. We
cannot have a plan that does not ad-
dress the removal of Assad simulta-
neously alongside the destruction of
ISIL and other terrorist threats.

Even though I will vote for the
McKeon amendment, we still won’t be
approaching this situation in a com-
prehensive manner that is required.

We were successful in isolating Iran
with sanctions until we unraveled that
with these nuclear negotiations. We
can do the same in Syria. I am afraid
that this misguided negotiations ap-
proach in Iran will preempt many to
acquiesce and take a deal that will un-
dermine our national security and
leave Iran with enrichment capabili-
ties.

That, Madam Speaker, is a real and
present danger in the Middle East: a
nuclear Iran. This could be a calamity
for the region and U.S. national secu-
rity interests, such as the safety and
the security of our strong ally, the
democratic Jewish State of Israel.

Yesterday, the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, General Dempsey, re-
vealed that the use of military forces
on the ground may be needed in Syria.
If our military officials believe that it
is absolutely necessary to use the U.S.
military on the ground, I would fully
support that.

We cannot take anything off the
table and showcase to the terrorists
what we are not willing to do. The full
range of United States political, eco-
nomic, and military power must be
brought to bear against this radical
threat. Announcing to the enemy a
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self-imposed limit on the part of our
arsenal is signaling that we do not pos-
sess the mnecessary will to prevail
against radical Islam.

I thank the chairman for the leader-
ship.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
the distinguished minority whip.

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding. I
thank the gentleman for his leadership.
I thank Mr. McKEON for his leadership.

We will see today a bipartisan action,
bipartisan action on behalf of America,
on behalf of its security, on behalf of
our international partners in con-
fronting terrorism.

Madam Speaker, today, the House is
fulfilling one of its most important re-
sponsibilities: to protect our national
security and defend our interests over-
seas. Among those interests is to pre-
vent the dangerous ISIL terrorist
group from spreading and threatening
American personnel, our allies, and in-
nocent civilians.

The amendment before us will au-
thorize the President to train and
equip moderate Syrian opposition to
degrade and destroy ISIL in Iraq and
Syria. No sanctuaries, no place to hide.
ISIL is already threatening Americans
and our allies in the Middle East and
Europe; and, if left unchecked, it will
surely threaten us here at home.

This amendment is Congress’ oppor-
tunity to demonstrate unity in support
of the President’s strategy and provide
him with the authorization he needs to
help train and equip our regional part-
ners to go on the offense against ISIL.
ISIL has already murdered and cap-
tured soldiers, innocent civilians, and
journalists, including, of course, two
Americans, and members of religious
communities have been targeted, tar-
geted for their faith. They are no more
than a collection of criminal terrorists
bent on imposing their fanatical objec-
tives on others by force, violence, and
barbarism.

ISIL constitutes a dual threat. They
pose a counterterrorism threat to the
United States and our regional part-
ners and they represent a destabilizing
force in the region.

Madam Speaker, we cannot ignore
the challenge that ISIL presents to
America and to the world. There is no
question that there will be challenges.
But we know empirically the cost of
doing nothing is far too great.

The President was right to wait until
a government had been formed in Iraq
that is ready to move forward against
ISIL. Americans don’t want American
women and men on the ground, but
Americans do want ISIL confronted.
Congress has an important role to play
in this effort, and this amendment
ought to be a strong and clear message
to the world that the American people,
through their elected representatives,
will join those in the region to prevent
the terrorist group ISIL from running
rampant across the Middle East.
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It is a message to our allies and re-
gional partners that our Nation is pre-
pared to train and equip those who are
working to stop ISIL’s advance. And it
is a message to the world that we are
united in our resolve to meet this
threat. We clearly may have dif-
ferences on this House floor, but we are
Americans when it comes to defending
our people and our country.

Madam Speaker, with regard to the
underlying bill, the continuing resolu-
tion, let me make some brief com-
ments.

House Republicans have chosen not
to repeat their government shutdown
from last year. I think they are mak-
ing a wise decision.

There are things I would change in
this bill, just as I know there are
things my friends on the Republican
side would change in this bill. That is
compromise. That is the legislative
process. That is what our Founding Fa-
thers envisioned. That, in fact, is gov-
erning.

I am hopeful that this continuing
resolution will give Congress the time
it needs to complete work on appro-
priations for the fiscal year 2015 that
meet our obligations to the American
people and to America’s future.

We need a budget that embraces fis-
cal sustainability while investing in
job growth and competitiveness so that
we can grow our middle class.

While it is important that Congress
move forward with this 72-day funding
bill, I am disappointed, Madam Speak-
er, that we are not extending the Ex-
port-Import Bank’s charter for mul-
tiple years. Not doing so is another ex-
ample of undermining our competitive
position for the world and the com-
petence of our job creators.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield an additional 1 minute
to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. As CNBC pointed out
last week:

At first glance, it might seem like a con-
gressional deal to extend the Export-Import
Bank’s charter through June would be good
news for the beleaguered institution, which
supports American exports with loan guaran-
tees and other credit assistance. In fact, it is
the exact opposite. An extension to June
could be a death sentence for the bank.

I sincerely pray it is not.

Congress has a responsibility to
make sure the bank’s charter is ex-
tended beyond June. We need a
multiyear reauthorization along the
lines of the one proposed by Ranking
Member WATERS and Representative
DENNY HECK.

The Export-Import Bank is instru-
mental in helping small businesses ac-
cess foreign markets, and uncertainty
over its future has already cost Amer-
ican businesses lucrative trade deals.

I urge us between now and June to
come together in a bipartisan way to
move forward with legislation that
achieves this goal. I believe if the
House is allowed to vote, we will
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achieve that objective, as we have in
the past.

While I oppose this provision, I will
vote for the amendment and for final
passage of the continuing resolution,
and I urge my colleagues to do the
same. I think it is in the best interest
of America, the best interest of our na-
tional security, and I urge this House
to act in a way that will make our con-
stituents proud and safer.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I have a letter that was written to
myself and Ranking Member SMITH
from four of our leading experts in the
area, former Ambassadors to the area,
and former generals: Ryan C. Crocker,
Robert S. Ford, General Jack M.
Keane, and General David H. Petraeus.
This letter was dated this morning:

Dear Chairman McKeon and Ranking Mem-
ber Smith:

We write to express our strong support for
congressional authorization of the provision
of assistance and training to properly vetted
members of the Syrian opposition.

The Free Syrian Army is simultaneously
fighting both the murderous regime of
Bashar al-Assad and the barbaric Islamic
State in Iraq and al-Sham. Providing greater
assistance to the Free Syrian Army is the
United States’ best opportunity to develop a
moderate force that is capable of defeating
ISIL and bringing about a post-Assad Syria
that is free of terror.

As you may know, Free Syrian Army
forces have recently achieved some successes
on the ground against ISIL forces in north-
ern Syria, but their effectiveness is limited
by their lack of sufficient assistance and
training.

Building up the moderate opposition in
Syria will be a key element of any successful
strategy against ISIL. To be sure, after 3
years of war, it will take a long time to build
the moderate opposition. But there is no via-
ble alternative. The United States must set
to this task immediately.

Finally, we note that approval of this
measure should not prevent or circumscribe
Congress from considering a properly scoped
authorization for the use of military force in
the future, or from otherwise revisiting or
revising its position on this issue as condi-
tions on the ground evolve. But time is of
the essence, and we are convinced of the ur-
gent need for Congress to authorize this ef-
fort.

Sincerely, Ambassador Ryan C. Crocker;
Ambassador Robert S. Ford; General Jack M.
Keane, USA, Retired; and General David H.
Petraeus, USA, Retired.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), my friend and colleague, a
member of the Committee on Armed
Services.

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman, my good friend,
and the chairman, whom I am very,
very lucky and honored to serve under
and serve with.

Madam Speaker, I oppose this
amendment. It is not an easy vote. I
have been looking for reasons to sup-
port this amendment and I can’t find
it.

This amendment does nothing to de-
stroy the Islamic state. This amend-
ment does not crush the Islamic state.
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What this amendment does is start
training Islamists to fight Islamists,
and we may have that Islamist army to
fight Islamists in a matter of a few
years.

I will not vote for something that I
know will not work. Arming Islamists
to fight other Islamists is not a win-
ning strategy. I don’t believe the weap-
ons and tactics that we bestow to the
Islamists will only be used against
America’s enemies. We have been
through this before in Iraq and Afghan-
istan. I think I am one of the only peo-
ple speaking here today who has served
in the U.S. Marine Corps in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

In a confusing situation with many
warring factions on all sides, the last
thing that we should do is arm Islamic
rebels to fight other Islamic rebels.
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The truth is that the President in-
vited the Islamic State into Iraq when
he removed our eyes and ears on the
ground and removed the U.S. military
from Iraq 2 years ago. We will continue
to be at war with radical Islam in this
area well into the future, but that
doesn’t matter now. What matters is
that the Islamic State is on the march,
and it presents a serious regional
threat.

We need to crush the Islamic State.
We need to kill them. We need to de-
stroy them. We need to burn the Is-
lamic State to the ground, and you
don’t do that by training Islamic Syr-
ians. You don’t crush the Islamic State
by training Islamists to fight other
Islamists.

Arming Islamic fighters is no longer
a viable strategy. It was a year ago, it
was 2 years ago, but it is not now.
There is no confidence that we are
arming the right people, and there is
no assurance that those weapons and
U.S. tactics and U.S. communications
gear won’t fall into the wrong hands.

The Saudi Arabians are going to help
us fight in Syria. If T remember right,
Madam Speaker, the Saudi Arabians
provided the majority of the hijackers
who killed 3,000 Americans on 9/11. I
refuse to stand with the Saudi Ara-
bians.

We need to crush ISIS, not work on
training more Islamic radicals.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Washington for yielding.

I rise in support of the McKeon
amendment to grant the President the
authority needed to fund and train
Syrian opposition forces and counter
the threat posed by ISIS.

Since the September 11 attacks, our
Nation has taken the fight to terror-
ists. Our brave men and women in uni-
form supported by the defense and in-
telligence agencies have Kkept us safe
from another attack on American soil.
Now, our allies on the ground in the
Middle East must take the fight to
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ISIS, supported by our air power, arms,
and expertise.

I agree with the administration that
the most effective way for the United
States to realize this goal is providing
training and equipment to our allies in
Iraq and select groups among the Syr-
ian opposition. This is not a situation
that can be solved by the introduction
of U.S. troops into combat. In fact,
such a response would jeopardize the
gains made recently following the air
campaign over Iraq.

It is vital, however, that the Syrian
opposition groups selected to receive
support be fully vetted by the adminis-
tration to ensure to the greatest extent
possible that no weapons or expertise
will end up in the hands of our en-
emies, whether they be the Islamic
State or another bad actor involved in
the conflict.

We must only provide support to
those groups that both the Department
of Defense and State have determined
to have the greatest chance of success.
While there are no guarantees in this
situation, the administration must
take appropriate steps to minimize the
risk and avoid repeating history.

It must also be made clear that these
efforts are not the first step of an ever-
escalating conflict ending with wide-
spread U.S. involvement in a combat
role. Our allies in the Arab world, both
Sunni and Shi’a, must be the leaders of
the international alliance to combat
ISIS.

Only through a coalition and wide-
spread involvement of Arab nations
will these efforts succeed and not be
seen as yet another chapter of Sunni
on Shi’a violence or another chapter in
a war between the Christian West and
the Muslim Middle East. Our allies
must make significant military com-
mitments to support moderate groups
in opposition to ISIS.

Finally, the administration must be
able to give a clear view of their long-
term strategy and goals going forward.
Entering a conflict without clear ob-
jectives and an exit strategy is not a
situation that any Member of the
House wishes to repeat.

I urge my colleagues to support the
McKeon amendment.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCARTHY), my friend
and the distinguished majority leader.

Mr. McCARTHY of California.
Madam Speaker, we face an enemy who
poses a grave and growing threat to the
United States and our allies, a threat
that has been ignored for too long and
must no longer be tolerated.

I know that many of us in this Cham-
ber from both sides of the aisle believe
that the President’s strategy should do
more to eradicate those extremists
from the Earth, but despite those res-
ervations—reservations that I share—
we must support this amendment and
take this first step towards a com-
prehensive strategy to combat these
brutal terrorists.

Voting against this request would
send a terrible message that America is
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unwilling to stand with those who are
already fighting a common enemy and
confirm the views of many in the re-
gion that America is but a paper tiger.

I am not convinced this train-and-
equip effort will change the balance of
power on the ground anytime soon, and
I believe this approach comes with
great risks. I am also concerned that
airstrikes alone will be insufficient to
meet the international threat posed by
these terrorists.

Congress must maintain a central
role. We must conduct oversight to en-
sure this program is managed effec-
tively. Under the leadership of Chair-
man MCKEON, we have taken the Presi-
dent’s original request and have added
substantial oversight provisions to en-
sure this program is properly and care-
fully managed.

Congress must also push the Presi-
dent to craft a comprehensive strategy
that recognizes the inescapable reality
that ISIL is but a symptom of a broad-
er terrorist threat.

Preventing the next 9/11 requires us
to confront the reality that al Qaeda,
ISIL, and similar radical terrorist
groups are spreading, operating out of
sanctuaries across the Middle East,
North Africa, and South Asia. These
groups pose a grave and growing threat
to the United States. Our strategy can-
not ignore these growing dangers.

A President who has made ending the
war on terrorism the central focus of
his foreign policy must now change. He
must now make winning the war a pri-
ority. The Congress will need to push
the President and his administration
to do this right; to confront America’s
enemies; and to restore America’s alli-
ances, strength, and credibility.

This institution will be in no position
to do that if we block his simple re-
quest today. Congress must now vote
to support the first steps of what will
be a long march toward that victory.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, I
rise against this amendment to arm
and equip both Syrian rebels and other
Syrian groups and individuals.

I want to be clear: we need to take
action against the threat posed by
ISIL, and I support the President in
the use of airstrikes, but our response
must also be appropriate to the com-
plexity of the situation on the ground
in Syria.

First and foremost, we must make
sure that any response to the threat
that we face does not plunge us deeper
into a complicated and sectarian civil
war. I feel that this amendment may
lead to that.

With their barbaric attacks against
journalists, women, children, and inno-
cent civilians, ISIL is a terrorist group,
pure and simple. While they are not
now a threat to our Nation, they do
have the potential to be one if left un-
checked.

I believe that operating with our al-
lies in the region, like Arab nations
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and leaders in the newly-formed Iraqi
government, we must be part of a
broad coalition to address this poten-
tial threat, but I do not think this
amendment is the right way forward.

Syrian President Bashar al-Assad is a
tyrant. He has tortured and massacred
his own people for years now. He
should stand before the world and be
made to pay for his crimes, but, as the
very existence of ISIL illustrates, sim-
ply arming those who oppose his tyr-
anny will not make America or the re-
gion safer.

Syria is a deeply complex situation.
It is a nation in the midst of a civil
war, splintered between Shi’a and
Sunni, authoritarians and al Qaeda,
and along countless other points of
fractures.

I do not see how we are going to be
able to thread the needle whereby we
arm those we think are ‘‘good guys’ in

this conflict without inadvertently
making the ‘‘bad guys’ stronger as
well.

We need to take action against ISIL,
and I support airstrikes and other
counterterrorism measures, but I be-
lieve that the amendment before us
today provides much broader author-
ity, and I cannot support it.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON),
my friend and colleague.

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I thank the
chairman for yielding me time.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
this amendment. The President took
an important step in his address to the
Nation last week. He said that he is
committed to ‘‘degrading and destroy-
ing”’ ISIL. The President should be
commended for evolving from his posi-
tion last month when he indicated that
he didn’t think ISIL posed much of a
threat to America.

Madam Speaker, much, much more
must be done. I am concerned that the
President isn’t fully listening to his
military leaders. Reports have emerged
indicating that President Obama did
not choose to use the recommendations
that our military leaders gave him.

Specifically, it has been reported
that General Lloyd Austin, the top
commander of U.S. forces in the Middle
East, advised the President to send in
some Special Operations Forces to ad-
vise and assist Iraqi Army units while
fighting the militants.

Just today, at a Senate hearing,
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs Martin
Dempsey said that the reality of the
threat of ISIL might make the hands-
off approach that the President is pur-
suing insufficient to deal with the
threat. It is troubling when a Com-
mander in Chief with no military expe-
rience chooses to ignore the advice of
his military leaders.

On one hand, Secretary Hagel has
said that we are at war with ISIL. On
the other hand, it appears as if the
President may be settling for what
may be less than overwhelming force in
confronting an enemy that he says
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should be destroyed because of the
threat it poses.

Again, it was encouraging to see
President Obama acknowledge ISIL as
the threat that they are to Americans,
to our homeland, and our friend and al-
lies; however, I hope, when this author-
ization expires in December, that
President Obama will take the steps
that his military leaders propose that
will actually accomplish the Presi-
dent’s goal of degrading and destroying
ISIL.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS-
CRELL), and—he insisted I say this—a
fellow graduate of Fordham University.

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, I
rise in support of this amendment. We
all agonized as to what we should do,
but I want to correct the record. At 2:25
this afternoon, through the chair, when
we started to pontificate on this floor
about Islamists against Islamists, what
we do is perpetuate the agony. What we
do is stir up the pot when we stereo-
type who is with us and who is not with
us.

Not every Muslim is the same, not
every Christian is the same, as we
found out in the Balkan wars in 1998
and 1999. In fact, in that war, we as-
sisted Kosovo because it was being to-
tally overcome with Serbs. One was
Muslim; the other was Christian.

I think it is not good that the Con-
gress go on record as pitting one group
against the other. I don’t think it
works. I don’t think it is healthy,
Madam Speaker.

Let’s be clear about what this vote is
about. This is not an authorization for
open-ended war. This is not October
2002 which was an authorization. No
one knows that better than the chair
and the ranking member who have
done a spectacular job, I believe, in
keeping this a fair debate and a fair
discussion, and I want to compliment
both of them.

I believe that ISIL is a threat to our
national security, and I support the
President’s mission to end that threat.
While America must lead, we cannot do
this alone. We must see a real commit-
ment from our coalition partners in
the region, and we must provide the
kind of support that is necessary if we
are going to be successful.

In 3 months, when we get to Decem-
ber and we have to vote for a CR again
and we have to vote whether we are
going to continue to go down this path,
we better have tangible evidence that
those countries who signed sheets of
paper that they are going to support us
have tangible support out there for us
and are not just sending cupcakes for
the troops.

We can do our part. We can arm all
the properly vetted opposition forces in
Syria that we can find and provide air
support and training for those on the
ground, but we won’t be successful in
destroying ISIL unless our partners in
the region help us cut off their funding,
better police their borders, provide
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combat troops on the ground, and end
the political bickering that causes the
chaos and mistrust that groups like
ISIL thrive under.

I am pleased that the President has
chosen to come to Congress to get our
support for his plan. I believe that the
provisions of this amendment will
allow us to perform the oversight that
is constitutionally responsible.

However, as I said before, this is not
a blank check. Today, we are voting for
a limited mission and ensuring that we
properly vet those we are arming.
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I am pleased that we will revisit this
issue later this year in the intervening
months.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I yield
the gentleman an additional 30 sec-
onds.

Mr. PASCRELL. If our coalition
partners don’t step up to the plate, I
don’t see how we could be successful in
destroying ISIL and why we should
continue.

The lesson we learned from the war
in Iraq is that American military
might alone is not enough to defeat en-
emies. No matter how murderous and
vicious a terrorist organization like
ISIL may be, sometimes the American
military intervention cannot be the sil-
ver bullet that solves all of our prob-
lems. And we say this about the great-
est air and sea and land troops in the
world. It is going to take a broad re-
gional coalition acting as one, both
militarily and politically.

Madam Speaker, I close by simply
saying this: We need support, not only
in the short term, but in the long term
to have a government in Syria. We
pray to God that they will have a gov-
ernment that can sustain itself.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN),
my friend and colleague.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, today 227 years ago on Sep-
tember 17, our Founding Fathers
signed our Nation’s most precious doc-
ument, the U.S. Constitution.

Article I, section 8 of the U.S. Con-
stitution states: Congress shall have
the power to declare war. The Presi-
dent does not have that power, only
Congress.

Congress gives our President the
power to defend our country; however,
that authority remains subject to
checks and balances, particularly by
this body.

As such, if the President believes a
state of war exists between ourselves
and ISIL—the comments made by both
the Secretary of Defense and Secretary
of State indicate that he does—then let
him make it constitutional by first
coming to Congress and asking for that
declaration.

Today, the House will vote on the
President’s request to authorize assist-
ance to train and arm the Syrian

The
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rebels. I have long opposed arming the
Syrian opposition out of the fear that
these weapons will fall into the hands
of Islamic radicals such as ISIL. Rath-
er than supporting relatively unknown
opposition groups in Syria to battle
these forces, the Islamic State, we
must instead turn to our longstanding
allies, the Kurds.

The Kurds have shown repeatedly
that they have the capacity, the tenac-
ity, and the will to stand up to ISIL.
With our support, the Kurdish
Peshmerga, together with the Iraqi se-
curity forces, will be able to success-
fully annihilate the evil forces of ISIL.

In conclusion, Madam Speaker, if the
President wishes to engage this coun-
try in military action against ISIL,
then I urge him to ask Congress for a
declaration of war. Therefore, I ask my
colleagues to join me in opposition to
this amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman, and I respect all
of my colleagues on the tough deci-
sions that we are asked to make today.

I believe that America must use our
military might any time that our fami-
lies face an imminent threat. Though
ISIS, like a number of terrorist groups
around the world, would like to Kkill
more Americans, our military leader-
ship has made it clear that ISIS does
not represent such a threat today. It is
a regional threat without the capacity
to do the harm it would like to do.

Rejecting this one amendment does
not mean doing nothing about ISIS.
The President already has the nec-
essary authority to respond to this sav-
agery when Americans are murdered.

Now the President’s response, how-
ever, has been expanded, and he pro-
poses a full-scale war. This amendment
establishes a new objective for this
broader war—to end the civil war in
Syria that has already consumed al-
most 200,000 lives.

Approving this amendment is the one
vote that has been requested to enable
this broader war—but without a dec-
laration by the Congress to approve
that war and without knowing what
commitment those in the region will
really make in order to fight this war.

I got a communication from a con-
stituent of mine in San Antonio. Her
name is Gloria Flores, and she tells me
this. She poses some questions that are
not being answered today in Wash-
ington.

“In my view,” she says, “ISIS is just
one more extreme group which, if de-
stroyed, will be replaced with another
group ... I don’t say ‘boots on the
ground’ because that phrase . . . takes
away from the terrible toll that will af-
fect a family if its son or daughter is
killed. My nephew . .. was killed in
Afghanistan, and we are still mourning
his death . . . Any armed force should
consist of almost entirely Middle East-
ern soldiers. Why should American
kids,” she asks, ‘‘carry the load for
Saudis, Jordanians, et cetera?”’
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Why, indeed.

But this purported coalition does not
carry its own load. Others may appear
in photos. They may cheer from the
rear, but nearby countries are not risk-
ing their young people in ground com-
bat. In one case, we even have a neigh-
boring country that will not even per-
mit us to launch an attack by air from
its soil.

With the number of our U.S. military
on the ground already approaching
2,000 in Iraq and with General Michael
Hayden, the former NSA and CIA head,
expecting 5,000 by the end of the year,
the danger of escalation is very real.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. I yield
the gentleman an additional 30 sec-
onds.

Mr. DOGGETT. Now, I do find it dif-
ficult to understand, with its hostility
to Christians and brutal disdain for our
American values, how Saudi Arabia
can be a place for training anyone—
certainly no Syrian women learning to
drive there.

Ultimately, I believe that this resolu-
tion has to be evaluated on whether it
secures our families in a stronger way.
I think it entangles us in a conflict
that we cannot get out of as quickly as
those trained Iraqi soldiers dropped
their uniforms and their guns.

Today is Constitution Day. Let us
use our constitutional powers to con-
sider a declaration of war before this
entanglement.

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. WENSTRUP),
my friend and colleague and a member
of the Committee on Armed Services.

Mr. WENSTRUP. Madam Speaker, 1
rise in support of the President’s re-
quest to train vetted moderate Syrian
rebels, as I believe it is only one step in
the right direction and it is supported
by military experts.

Tremendous oversight is going to be
necessary in this effort and, unfortu-
nately, I fear, as do many experienced
generals and military personnel, that
it is part of a strategy that is insuffi-
cient to secure America’s national se-
curity.

The President’s stated objective is to
destroy ISIL; however, I believe this
overall strategy and the means re-
quested are not enough to meet this
objective.

The current strategy relies on U.S.
airpower in support of local forces.
This is not a counterterrorism effort,
and to destroy ISIL it is necessary to
have strong coordinated ground troops.
The local ground forces the President
is planning to rely on appear currently
unready, and they will need to operate
with a strong central command and
control.

The President’s strategy does not
provide for U.S. Special Forces in the
backing of our ground troops, even
though our military leaders have re-
peatedly suggested that exact rec-
ommendation.
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Our security is too important to base
military strategy on political calcula-
tions. Our strategy must be firmly
rooted in what is necessary in order to
complete the mission and to ensure our
security.

From Clausewitz to Powell, military
leaders have preached the necessity of
decisive force. I served in Iragq. We
heeded this wisdom and committed to
win with decisive force. We acted on
militarily reality and not political
risk. We can do this again and fulfill
the American objective to destroy
ISIL, but we must commit ourselves to
do what is necessary—not only what it
takes, but whatever it takes.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ISRAEL).

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank my friend.

Madam Speaker, last week I met
with a constituent from Huntington
Station on Long Island, and she said to
me, ‘“‘Mr. Israel, war is never the an-
swer.”’

I would agree with that view that
war is never the answer if I believed
that ISIL agreed with that view, but
they do not. I have thought a lot about
my constituent’s comments and I have
thought a lot about this resolution.
There are four things that we do know.

First, ISIL is not just a threat; it is
a savage threat. And what message do
we send to potential beheaders around
the world if we bury our head in the
sand?

Secondly, ISIL has filled a vacuum,
and if we do not check that vacuum, it
will spread, and instability and behead-
ings and savagery will spread across
the Middle East and beyond.

Number three, we cannot, nor should
we, do this alone. I believe that the
President has helped to organize an im-
portant international coalition to en-
sure that this is not on our shoulders
and that we do not have boots on the
ground.

Finally, there should be no blank
checks. We did that. We gave those
blank checks from 2000 to 2008. No
more blank checks.

This resolution ensures account-
ability; it ensures transparency; it en-
sures reporting. Taken all together,
Madam Speaker, this resolution is a re-
strained, responsible and appropriate
response to the spread of ISIL, to be-
heading, to savagery in the Middle
East and potentially around the world,
and I urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. McCKEON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from California (Mr.
MCcCLINTOCK), my friend and colleague.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank my friend
for yielding.

Madam Speaker, all of us recognize
the threat posed to our Nation by the
Islamic State. The question before us is
whether to arm and train supposedly
carefully vetted elements of the Free
Syrian Army as a proxy ground force.

I respect the intentions of the sup-
porters, but this proposal runs a great
risk of backfiring.
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The FSA is a marriage of conven-
ience among many Islamic factions
that have a long history of collabo-
rating with the Islamic State. The sin-
gular purpose of the FSA is not to de-
stroy the Islamic State. It exists to de-
stroy the Syrian Government that is
now actively fighting against the Is-
lamic State.

The equipment we provide to the
FSA could easily be turned against the
Syrian Government, which, despite all
of its despotic tendencies, is at least at
war with the IS right now, and we
would weaken our overall strategic po-
sition. Or this equipment could be
turned over to the Islamic State, as we
watched carefully vetted Iraqi security
forces recently do. In fact, that is the
reason the Islamic State is armed to
the teeth with American equipment.

Neither we nor the world can afford
more blunders or miscalculations in
this region. We should have learned by
now that alliances in the Islamic Mid-
dle BEast are in constant flux. An ally
today is a sworn enemy tomorrow. In
fact, often our allies are our enemies.

After I was elected, the first man
killed from my district in Iraq, Army
Specialist Jeremiah McCleery, died
when ‘‘carefully vetted” Iraqi soldiers
turned their American-provided weap-
ons on him.

The most recent fatality from my
district, Marine Staff Sergeant Sky
Mote, died when ‘‘carefully vetted” Af-
ghan police turned their American-pro-
vided weapons on him.

Madam Speaker, our consistent expe-
rience in this region should be scream-
ing this warning at us. We are making
a big mistake.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. GABBARD).

Ms. GABBARD. Madam Speaker, 1
stand in opposition to this amendment
because this proposed strategy actually
reflects a lack of commitment to really
destroy ISIL and the other Islamic ex-
tremist groups that we are at war with.
Here are just a few reasons why I will
be voting ‘‘no.”
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First, it is unrealistic. It will take
way too long, and the number of fight-
ers trained will be way too small to be
truly effective in the fight against
ISIL. Over that period of time, ISIL
will continue to grow in strength.

Number two, the mission is unclear.
The American people want ISIL de-
stroyed, but the primary objective of
the fighters whom we train will be to
overthrow Assad.

Number three, we don’t really know
who they are. Presently, they are
fighting shoulder to shoulder with al
Qaeda and other Islamic extremists
and therefore can’t be trusted. The
weapons and training that we give
them may end up actually being used
against us and our allies.

Voting to support this proposal is ac-
tually a vote to overthrow Assad be-
cause overthrowing Assad is the pri-
mary objective of the so-called Free
Syrian Army.
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If we combine the missions of de-
stroying ISIL and of overthrowing
Assad, this is not a smart or effective
strategy for a number of reasons. We
must focus on one mission—to destroy
ISIL and other Islamic extremists who
have declared war on us. Our mission
should not be to topple the Assad re-
gime, which would make the situation
in the region even worse and more un-
stable than it is today.

Madam Speaker, we have heard this
story before. We know how it ends.
Look at Iraq. Look at Libya. Clearly,
our leaders have not learned their les-
son. We must focus on taking out our
enemies and on investing in our own
country here at home.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Madam Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK).

Mr. WOMACK. My thanks to my
friend from Texas for giving me the
time.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of Chairman MCKEON’s amend-
ment, though I have grave concerns
about the President’s current plan to
train and equip Syrian opposition
forces in the fight against ISIL.

In my opinion, Madam Speaker, the
plan does not fit the threat. ISIL has
made the Middle East into a war zone
and an advanced training ground for
terrorists who, by their own admission,
seek to do Americans great harm. Its
stated objectives of redrawing the
boundaries of and imposing its will on
sovereign nations makes the impor-
tance of confronting this organization,
in the most profound way possible,
critical.

Instead of responding proportion-
ately, President Obama has proposed
we outsource the problem to other peo-
ple, and as a military officer, I am con-
cerned that he actually believes this
limited use of military power can
achieve the ultimate objective of de-
stroying ISIL—a force that is 30,000
strong and growing by the day.

Madam Speaker, I fear—in fact, I
firmly believe—that the problem will
not be solved by the actions taken by
this Congress today. However, we can-
not afford to stand idly by for another
day, because a step in the right direc-
tion is better than no step at all. So I
join my colleagues in support of the
amendment. I believe, in short order,
we will be asked to do more.

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY).

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, in
2011, former Secretary Robert Gates, as
he was departing office, gave a speech
at the West Point academy in which he
said:

In my opinion, any future Defense Sec-
retary who advises the President to again
send a big American land army into Asia or
into the Middle East or Africa should have
his head examined, as General MacArthur so
delicately put it.

I think Secretary Gates spoke for the
entire country in terms of that senti-
ment, which, after a long, bitter expe-
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rience in Iraq and Afghanistan, speaks
to the weariness that many feel today
in terms of those conflicts, and, cer-
tainly, with the motion that is before
us this afternoon, it still rings in peo-
ple’s ears. I think it is important
therefore to sort of measure what we
are voting on with what Secretary
Gates, I think, so accurately stated.

The motion before us is to provide for
title 10 authorization to allow the U.S.
military to train and equip forces in
Saudi Arabia to take up arms against
ISIL. I checked with the Congressional
Research Service yesterday to deter-
mine how many title 10 operations over
the last 3 years have been conducted by
the U.S. military. In 28 countries all
across the world, the U.S. military has
been involved in training and equipping
operations, from the Philippines to
Yemen to Poland.

For those who argue that what we
are about to engage in is a slippery
slope or that this authorization some-
how broadly confers on the administra-
tion the ability to conduct a land inva-
sion or a large military force, the fact
of the matter is that the long and
broad experience of title 10 that we
have tells us exactly the opposite. In
fact, what title 10 seeks to do is to
stand up indigenous forces in those na-
tions of allies to avoid what Secretary
Gates warned about in 2011, which is to,
again, not get this country involved in
a large land invasion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ELLISON. I yield the gentleman
an additional 1 minute.

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker,
one healthy thing has occurred over
the last few days, which is that folks
on both sides of this measure, I think,
have come to the realization that we as
a Congress need to be engaged in terms
of these types of decisions.

To their credit, Mr. MCKEON and Mr.
SMITH have fashioned a resolution
which requires by December 11 our re-
visiting this motion, to have regular
reporting from the Department of De-
fense, and it requires us, I think, at
some point, to take up the broader
question of authorization of military
force, reaching back to 2001 and 2002, in
terms of limiting the scope, which,
again, has been supported by this ad-
ministration and which we have dis-
cussed in the House Armed Services
Committee. It is also to focus on what
exactly is the end game for our efforts
in Syria and Iraq.

Again, the measure that is before us
today, though, is simply about title 10
authorization between today and De-
cember 11. I think people should not
overthink and overstate the con-
sequences of this vote. What it provides
is for America to stand up with re-
gional allies and European allies to
begin the process of degrading and, ul-
timately, destroying a barbaric force,
which threatens stability both in the
Middle East and, ultimately, America’s
national interests.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Madam Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the distinguished
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gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT).

Mr. DENT. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my thoughts and, frankly, some
concerns about the President’s pro-
posal that we will vote on today to
train and arm the Free Syrian Army
forces to fight ISIL. We are sort of in a
“‘damned if you do, damned if you
don’t” situation.

I have always said that our country
needs a comprehensive plan, policy,
and strategy to defeat the radical
Islamists terrorizing Iraq and Syria.
Certainly, ISIS represents the antith-
esis of American ideals, and they have
gruesomely demonstrated their disgust
for our Nation with the beheadings of
two American journalists in recent
weeks.

What we are considering today is a
partial plan, one of which I remain un-
certain as to whether it will have the
desired outcome. In fact, since 2011, the
administration has consistently re-
sisted any major efforts to arm and
train the moderate opposition forces in
Syria even when, I believe, a window
existed to effectively do that some
time ago.

At a hearing in the Appropriations
Committee in February of 2012, I ques-
tioned then-Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton about why we were not doing
more to help the moderate Syrian op-
position. She flatly rejected providing
support then. Now, however, I fear we
may have effectively missed the time
in which arming the FSA will impact
the barbarism of ISIL in the region.
Unfortunately, since 2011 and early
2012, the situation in Syria has become
dramatically more complex, and iden-
tifying true allies in the fight against
ISIS will be exceedingly difficult.

Questions remain about the Presi-
dent’s strategy:

How will we effectively vet the oppo-
sition forces? How will we ensure that
arms delivered will not be sold to ISIS
forces or will not be used against al-
ready persecuted people in the region,
such as the Syrian Christians?

ISIL is a threat to our Nation’s secu-
rity, and, no doubt, it must be de-
stroyed and defeated, but I do have
trepidation regarding this initial step
in equipping the FSA at this juncture.
Those voting on this measure, I sus-
pect, will do so with great reluctance.
Those voting ‘‘no’ will do so with dis-
comfort.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON).

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I
agree with the last speaker, Mr. DENT,
that this is a very difficult vote, and I
think everybody should approach it
with a tremendous amount of trepi-
dation and concern. I am sure that all
of us are doing the best we can to come
to the very best decision we can on be-
half of our constituents.

Today, I plan on voting for the meas-
ure. The reason is that the civil war in
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Syria has claimed thousands of lives.
Thousands more are now living under
the deadly rule of ISIL, and 200,000 Syr-
ians have been killed so far as the
world, for 4 years, has not done much
to protect them.

Now, the fight in Syria and Iraq can,
ultimately, only be solved politically,
and I believe that the growing humani-
tarian crisis caused by conflicts in the
region warrants an urgent response
from the United States. Any military
action against ISIL must be led by
Iraqis and Syrians. I believe U.S.
troops would be a magnet for a group
like ISIL, and therefore this fight must
be carried forth by the people most af-
fected—Syrians and Iraqis themselves.
I believe that a vetted and better
armed, moderate rebel group in Syria
can fight ISIL in northeast Syria when
an Iraqi Army, perhaps, can push them
out of their country and into Syria.
There cannot be a safe haven in Syria
for ISIL.

I also want to note that much has
been said about the fractured nature or
the weakness of the Free Syrian Army,
but I would remind people who are par-
ticipating in this debate that, for 4
years, the Free Syrian Army has with-
stood the onslaught of the Assad gov-
ernment, Hezbollah, Iran, Russian
weapons, ISIS, and Jabhat al-Nusra.
For 4 years, these people who were dis-
missed as nothing but bankers and
bakers and not real soldiers have stood
their ground and have stood for their
country.

For these reasons, I urge a
vote.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 3 minutes to the
distinguished gentlewoman from Wash-
ington State (Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS), the chair of the Republican Con-
ference.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to support the chair-
man’s amendment, and I stand ready to
work with my colleagues and the Presi-
dent on a long-term strategy to dis-
mantle and destroy ISIL.

Last week, the President’s address to
the country began to make the case
that ISIL is an immediate threat to
our allies in the Middle East, Europe
and, ultimately, in our homeland. This
is a radical and brutal force, opposed to
all who do not adhere to their narrow
view of Islam and the world. ISIL has
declared war on our way of life and the
values on which this country was
founded and has flourished for over 235
years. In fact, ISIL has made clear that
they will not be deterred until they see
their flag flying over the White House.

When it comes to protecting the safe-
ty and security of Americans at home
and abroad, America must lead. As we
know, a speech is not a plan. An F-16 is
not a strategy. As the Commander in
Chief, we need the President to give us
an honest assessment and an in-depth
strategy to defend the country and our
interests around the world.

This amendment responds to the
President’s request to use title 10 au-
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thority to train and equip vetted Syr-
ian opposition forces. General
Dempsey, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, called it a necessary but not
sufficient step. Beyond the amendment
and the President’s limited request,
the American people need to see a plan
clearly articulated with a strategy to
dismantle and destroy ISIL.

When we 1look around the world
today, we see instability and numerous
threats. The spread of radical Islam
throughout the globe is pervasive. Iran
continues to move toward a nuclear
weapon. Russia continues to take ag-
gressive action toward the Baltic
states.

I support this amendment because
America must lead. As we have seen,
when America sits on the sidelines,
there is a leadership void, which is
filled by bad actors. I urge my col-
leagues to join us in taking this action.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF).
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Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, this after-
noon I will cast my vote to approve the
President’s funding request to train
and equip the moderate Syrian opposi-
tion forces. I do so after long consider-
ation and am mindful of the difficulties
of vetting such a force during the mid-
dle of a brutal civil war.

Any decision to supply arms to com-
batants must be weighed carefully. In-
deed, for the last several years, I have
opposed arming the Syrian rebels out
of a concern for our ability to properly
vet such troops and the fear that weap-
ons we provide may end up in the
wrong hands. Those concerns persist,
but they have been overcome by the
growing menace of ISIL and the will-
ingness of our regional allies to play a
greater—and open—role in the support
of these forces.

ISIL now controls about a third of
Iraq and a like portion of Syria. It has
been unsurpassed in its brutality, com-
mitting mass executions, forced con-
versions, trafficking in women, and be-
heading its hostages, including Ameri-
cans James Foley and Steven Sotloff.

If ISIL is allowed to consolidate its
territorial gains, or expand them, it
will be able to act on its stated inten-
tion of serving as the platform for at-
tacks on the United States. The thou-
sands of foreign fighters, including
Americans, who have flocked to join its
ranks will one day attempt to return
to the West and attack our homeland.

Our response must be proportionate
to the threat. It does not justify Amer-
ican occupation of Iraq or Syria or the
introduction of American ground
forces, all of which are likely to be
counterproductive. It does justify the
use of American air power, intel-
ligence, and financial, diplomatic, and
military support. And since air power
alone will not be sufficient on the bat-
tlefield, it will necessitate the assist-
ance of local ground forces.

In the case of Iraq, those ground
forces will be provided by the Iraqi
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military and Kurdish Peshmerga. In
Syria, with rigorous vetting, training,
and support, the rebel opposition may
provide the raw material for a credible
military force.

There is no guarantee that the Syr-
ian opposition can form a cohesive
fighting force, something that has thus
far eluded them. But the open support
of gulf nations in housing and funding
this opposition holds the promise of
consolidating regional support behind
them.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. HECK).

Mr. HECK of Nevada. I thank the
chairman for the time.

Mr. Speaker, over the course of the
debate for the past 2 days, I think one
thing that most will agree on is that
ISIL poses a clear and grave danger to
our Nation, our interests abroad, and
our allies. And I agree with the Presi-
dent when he stated that we must de-
grade and destroy ISIL no matter
where they exist. And I support many
of the provisions that he outlined in
the speech he gave just last week: arm-
ing the Peshmerga, bolstering the Iraqi
security forces, expanding airstrikes,
and disrupting the flow of finances and
foreign fighters to ISIL.

But the one thing I cannot support,
the one thing I will not support is arm-
ing the so-called moderate opposition
force, the Free Syrian Army. It is a
ragtag collection of 100 disparate
groups, and, just a little more than a
month ago, the President stated that
the notion that arming the rebels com-
prised of former pharmacists, doctors,
and farmers would make a difference
has ‘‘always been a fantasy.”

The Free Syrian Army has no cogent
leadership, no organization, no com-
mand and control. And without U.S.
military advisers embedded with the
forces that we train and send back into
Syria, we will have no visibility on
their effectiveness, their defections, or
whether or not our weapons are falling
into the hands of our enemies.

This is a plan that is destined to fail
for the sake of saying we did some-
thing, and that I cannot support.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. MALO-
NEY).

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, while I support air-
strikes, I rise in opposition to this
amendment.

While there is no doubt that ISIS is
a brutal terrorist group that is wreak-
ing havoc in the region, at this time,
none of the evidence I have seen, in-
cluding U.S. intelligence reports, and
none of the arguments I have heard
convinces me that getting involved in a
religious civil war in the Middle East
will be successful or effective in keep-
ing our homeland safer.

I cannot support what could turn
into a war on three fronts: fighting
ISIS in Iraq, fighting ISIS in Syria,
and potentially Assad in Syria. Nor can



September 17, 2014

I support an unprecedented scenario in
which the U.S. tries to reinvent a sub-
stantially degraded rebel army to act
as our boots on the ground against a
former ally of theirs, ISIS, all while ig-
noring their stated objective of over-
throwing Assad.

And this entire plan depends on our
ability to identify so-called moderates
in Syria who would be prepared to die
for our agenda. It is not at all clear
how we are going to do that.

Trillions of dollars spent, all-out war,
and more than a decade of occupation
in Iraqg and Afghanistan did not
produce the peace we sought or the sta-
bility we were promised. We spent $25
billion to train the Iraqi Army to de-
fend their own country, and they were
decimated by ISIS in a matter of days
and left their weapons to ISIS.

What would make anyone believe
that spending a great deal less money
to train a rebel army to defend our in-
terests would turn out any better?

Mr. Speaker, this is a well-inten-
tioned effort, but it is not a viable
strategy. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE).

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the amendment
to intervene in the civil war in Syria.

It is immoral to use the prospect of a
government shutdown to pressure
Members to vote for involvement in a
war, much less a civil war on the other
side of the globe. Because the Syrian
resolution is contained within the con-
tinuing resolution, Representatives
and Senators must tacitly approve the
President’s aggressive intervention in
order to vote to fund all government
programs.

It is disingenuous for the administra-
tion to tell the American public that
we are arming Syrian rebels to fight
ISIS when the administration’s stated
objective is to topple the secular gov-
ernment of Syria, a government, I
might add, that has not committed ag-
gression against the United States.

If the goal of arming and training so-
called moderate Syrian rebels is to
eliminate ISIS, this plan will not work.
Military experts know this, as does the
President. He acknowledged as much 5
weeks ago when he stated that the idea
that arming rebels would have made a
difference has ‘‘always been a fantasy.”’

What is our endgame? What is our
long-term strategy? What will this ul-
timately cost? What are the unin-
tended consequences that may come
about? Will we follow this with boots
on the ground? Who has these answers?
The American people deserve these an-
swers.

I urge my colleagues to vote against
this amendment. I also urge the same
Members to stand strong and vote ‘“‘no”’
on the underlying bill.

If this amendment should pass, there
is no way to avoid culpability for a
military action that is destined to cost
innocent lives and will ultimately fail.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
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woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the distinguished minority leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank
him for his leadership in helping us all
uphold the oath that we take when we
become Members of Congress to pro-
tect and defend the American people. I
believe that the McKeon amendment
that is on the floor today helps us to do
just that as well.

Last week, the President presented
to the American people a forceful
strategy to degrade and destroy ISIS, a
strategy built on a firm foundation of
nonmilitary action.

The President is to be commended for
his strong leadership and humani-
tarian, political, and diplomatic com-
ponents that must be part of any suc-
cessful mission. In a humanitarian
vein, for acting to help assist those im-
pacted by ISIS and avert the genocide
of religious minorities. Who could ever
forget those people isolated on the
mountain until the United States and
others came to the rescue? Politically,
for insisting and pushing for an inclu-
sive government in Iraq.

And I commend the Vice President,
as well, for his leadership. Without a
change to an inclusive government
that respects not only Shia, Sunni, and
Kurds but also the religious minorities
in the country as well, militarily ac-
tions would not be so productive.

And, again, in a nonmilitary vein,
the President bringing together NATO
allies, a coalition, as well as regional
partners, to assist in degrading and de-
stroying ISIS. This comprehensive
strategy includes increasing our intel-
ligence, disrupting ISIS’ finances, and
interdicting the flow of foreign fight-
ers.

I have said in the past, in my view,
the President already has the author-
ity to do what he is doing. And, I will
add, this House has voted overwhelm-
ingly that should the President’s ac-
tions go farther comprehensively, then
Congress should vote on that author-
ity.

Today we are called upon to author-
ize a discrete but critical component of
the overall plan: the President’s re-
quest to train and equip moderate, vet-
ted Syrians outside of Syria to fight
ISIS.

This is not an authorization for use
of military force, as we had in 2001 and
2002. I do not support, nor will I sup-
port, combat troops on the ground.
That is not what this is about.

I believe that the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON) and those who
have worked so hard to put this amend-
ment together took many precautions
and set a high standard in terms of the
criteria and standards that the admin-
istration must meet with this training:
where it would occur, who would be
trained, extensive vetting of the mod-
erates and the rebels. That is probably
the most frequently asked question:
“How do we know?” Well, we can do
the best we can to vet, to ensure that
we are doing what we set out to do.
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The brutality of ISIS, ISIL—what-
ever they call themselves on any given
day—is outside the circle of civilized
human behavior. We wish that this ac-
tion that we are called upon to do
today was not necessary. But it is real-
ly hard for us to uphold our oath of of-
fice all the time to protect and defend.
It is not always easy. And most of the
time, it is hard for anything that takes
us down a military path.

But the fact is that with the diplo-
matic, political, and humanitarian
foundation that the President has laid,
with the narrowness of the request that
he is making to us, it is not pleasant,
it is not easy—it is hard, but it really
is necessary for the House to approve
this.

We all wish, again, that it wasn’t
necessary. But we will approve it to
help the Syrian people take responsi-
bility for building peace and stability
in their country, to stem the threat
that ISIS can pose to U.S. interests
abroad and to our national security.

Now, I have frequently quoted Han-
nah Arendt, who said, ‘“Nations are
driven to an endless flywheel of vio-
lence because they believe that one
last, one final gesture of violence will
bring peace, but each time, they sow
the seeds for more violence.”’

I would hope that what we are doing
today takes us in a different direction,
one that is predicated on a nation of
inclusion in Iraq, one that defeats ISIS
by the moderates in-country defeating
ISIS, because ISIS is now cross-bor-
der—in Iraq and in Syria, and who
knows where they may try to go next.

So this is important. It is urgent.
And I hope that it will have the sup-
port of our colleagues.

As with all votes, I have never asked
a Member to vote with any vote of use
of force or, in this case, training of
moderates. But I just wanted you to
know why I am proud to support the
President and salute him for his ef-
forts.

I thank Mr. McKEON for his leader-
ship in shaping this resolution, and I
thank the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. SMITH) for bringing this legisla-
tion to the floor.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN).

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to this
amendment, as I believe it is a plan
which will not be successful.

Ronald Reagan reminded us to carry
‘‘a banner of no pale pastels, but bold
colors which make it unmistakably
clear where we stand’ on the issues.

No offense, but I believe the plan be-
fore us is one of pale pastels when the
world needed bold action by the leader
of the free world.

Who will we be supporting by arming
unknown rebels in Syria? Will we not
be getting involved in a Syrian civil
war?
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If the fight is with ISIL—and I be-
lieve there must be a fight against
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these genocidal extremists—then let’s
take it to them in Iraq, begin by assist-
ing the Kurds who have been doing the
heavy lifting against ISIL after the
Iraqis cut and ran.

I could support boots on the ground
once again in Iraq, reclaiming the
ground for which so much American
blood and treasure has been expended
to liberate, but not arming unknown
rebels.

Do you remember Benghazi? We
armed and assisted rebels there; and,
now, al Qaeda controls Libya from
Benghazi to Tripoli, even swimming in
the U.S. Embassy swimming pool in
Tripoli.

We should not send $500 million or $1
to rebels in Syria, especially at a time
when the Department of Defense and
National Guard budgets are being cut
here at home.

I believe even the war-weary Ameri-
cans are looking to support a plan from
President Obama that is decisive, le-
thal to the enemies of freedom, and de-
finitive. This plan is not it.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I now yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND).

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
McKeon amendment that would grant
the President the authorization that he
seeks to identify, train up, and equip
moderate Syrian forces to stand up to
ISIL in their backyard.

I do so because I believe this is the
best of the bad options that we face
that could halt the advance of ISIL in
that region and begin degrading their
capability and guard against the rising
threat that they pose to us and to
those in the region.

I do so for three reasons. I believe
that the President needs a strong bi-
partisan hand coming out of this Con-
gress this week that would help him
continue to build the coalition of oppo-
sition to ISIL in the region. It is going
to be one of the keys to the outcome—
the successful outcome—of degrading
ISIL’s capability. We can’t do this
alone, and it will be determined by
those in the region to stand up against
this evil force.

Secondly, I believe this is the best
plan to help us avoid putting our own
boots on the ground and our own men
and women in uniform in what is, in es-
sence, an ongoing sectarian civil war
that has gripped that region for cen-
turies between the Sunni and Shi’a.

There is a lot of concern, especially
from Guard and Reserve units in my
congressional district in Wisconsin who
have been activated, called up, and de-
ployed multiple times to Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. When I talk to them today,
I can see in their eyes and hear in their
voices how tired they are. They are
concerned about another military
intervention in this region.

Finally, I believe this resolution
under title 10 will enhance congres-
sional oversight of the mission that is
taking place there and, therefore, bring
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greater accountability but also bring a
greater say of the American people in
addressing this rising threat in the re-
gion.

We are going to move away from the
intel agencies running the show now
and move it into the Pentagon, which
brings us into the oversight capabili-
ties which I feel has been lacking for
some time in this endeavor.

This is not an easy decision. I believe
the steps that we can take with this
comprehensive plan now can avoid fur-
ther military intervention in the fu-
ture. Again, I think it is the best op-
tion we face amongst a lot of bad op-
tions.

May God bless our military personnel
who will be in charge of carrying out
this mission, and we all hope and pray
for their success and safe return.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HULTGREN). Members are reminded to
not traffic the well while another Mem-
ber is under recognition.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. HARPER).

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the McKeon amend-
ment before us that authorizes the ad-
ministration to arm and train vetted
moderate Syrian rebels in their fight
against the Islamic State of Iraq and
the Levant, or ISIL. This amendment
also contains strong reporting require-
ments that the administration must
follow to fulfill Congress’ oversight au-
thority.

ISIL has made territorial gains mili-
tarily in Iraq and Syria and announced
the establishment of a caliphate in
areas under its control. They have ter-
rorized and killed members of minority
groups, including Christians in north-
ern Iraq, and have invaded Kurdish-
controlled regions.

Minority groups are not the only vic-
tims being targeted. ISIL is also tar-
geting Muslims. Last, but certainly not
least, ISIL has beheaded two American
journalists and a British aid worker.
This type of radical, evil behavior must
be wiped off the face of the Earth.

This amendment ensures that ISIL is
not only confronted kinetically in Iraq
but also in Syria. Providing the means
for rebel groups to aggressively attack
ISIL in Syria denies them sanctuary
just across the Iraqi border, as is the
case with the Taliban on the Afghani-
stan-Pakistan border.

An armed and trained Syrian rebel
force, with assistance from the U.S.
and partner nations, will open up a
northern front to attack ISIL. Iraqi se-
curity forces and the Kurdish
Peshmerga will be the claws in the
south to squeeze this radical group.
American airpower will no doubt be a
force multiplier for these indigenous
ground forces.

Mr. Speaker, there is only one coun-
try in the world willing and able to
build a coalition of nations that in-
cludes Arab countries to defeat this
radical threat, and that nation is the
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United States of America. The United
States has an obligation to lead and re-
spond whenever the innocent are being
massacred.

Our enemies should never underesti-
mate our resolve. Yes, we may argue
and disagree on many issues; but, when
it comes to protecting America, our al-
lies, and our interests, we are united. I
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on
the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as
a mother, I can see those who are now
mourning because they have lost their
babies, their family members. I can see
the Yazidis in the mountains in Iraq
fearful, and I can hear the cries of
mothers whose sons were viciously be-
headed by a terrorist group that most
cannot understand the level of its vi-
ciousness.

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to say that
doing nothing is not an option, and I
want to say to my friends and to my
colleagues, ISIL has been here, for in
2005 Ayman al-Zawahiri, deputy head
of al Qaeda, had a killer idea, and that
was to establish an Islamic State.

It percolated for a number of years.
In 2014, now, we have voices being
raised across the world knowing that
ISIL exists, and that is exactly what
they want us to do, be terrorized. I
refuse to be terrorized, and I also
refuse to do nothing.

Mr. Speaker, I do not stand here
today to vote for an authorization to
use military forces. I will not vote to
send our precious treasure again to
that region, but I do believe that the
President has a strategy, unlike some
of my colleagues, a systematic cam-
paign of airstrikes, increased military
assistance, regional political effort and
humanitarian aid, changing the face of
the Islam religion that people believe
is the Islam religion, and looking to
those who support the core values of
Islam.

That is a strategy; yet we have to ad-
dress ISIL. There are 20,000 to 31,000
fighters making their way across the
land; so I believe that an existing pro-
vision under section 10, provision 10,
simply to train and to provide instruc-
tion to those individuals who can be in
the fight in the region, train them with
the expertise of the United States but
not put our precious treasure on the
ground.

ISIS has no restraint, and we remem-
ber the names of James Foley, Steven
Sotloff, British aid worker David
Haines, and 40-some members of the
Turkish diplomatic corps held by ISIS
and many others; so I believe it is im-
portant to note what we are doing here
today.

In the McKeon amendment, it pro-
vides an opportunity for Congress to be
advised 15 days before action. We
should hold the administration to that.
We should also say that any authoriza-
tion for military forces, it must be a
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debate on the floor of the House. I will
not vote for that today. I will not vote
for that.

I do believe, again, Mr. Speaker, that
we cannot stand and do nothing. I
think it is extremely important that
we do something, and I hope others will
look at the resolution that I have and
the no fly for foreign fighters, H.R.
5488, which I have introduced.

I would like to add something else to
the McKeon amendment. It indicates
that appropriate committees will be
advised. The legislative history of this
debate should reflect that the Home-
land Security Committee is an appro-
priate committee and should be one of
those that is appropriately advised.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield the gentlewoman an
additional 30 seconds.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. Speaker, today, we had a hearing
in Homeland Security with the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. There is
no doubt that what we are doing today
is to protect the homeland.

What Americans say is they want the
homeland protected. They want no
more of their journalists beheaded by
this heinous group.

Mr. Speaker, I close by simply saying
we organized this Nation to form a
more perfect Union. The Constitution
says that Congress must declare war
even as the President indicates that he
has the authority under article II.

I believe if Congress is to do its job,
we must have another debate on the
authorization for military forces which
we do not approve, but this is respond-
ing to the viciousness of ISIL, building
up those regional forces, and making a
difference.

I ask my colleagues: Can we do noth-
ing? I think not. We must rise in sup-
port of this resolution today.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of the amend-
ment offered by the Chairman of the Armed
Services Committee to H. Res. 124, the reso-
lution making continuing appropriations for Fis-
cal Year 2015.

Specifically, the “McKeon Amendment”:

1. Authorizes the Secretary of Defense, in
coordination with the Secretary of State, to
train and equip appropriately vetted elements
of the Syrian opposition and other appro-
priately vetted Syrian groups or individuals;

2. Purports to strengthen congressional
oversight by requiring detailed reports, includ-
ing progress reports, on the plan, vetting proc-
ess, and procedures for monitoring unauthor-
ized end-use of provided training and equip-
ment;

3. Require the President to report on how
this authority fits within a larger regional strat-
egy;

The McKeon Amendment does not author-
ize additional funds, but it would allow the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) to submit a re-
programming request to Congress should the
President request Defense Department funds
to execute this authority and permit the Sec-
retary of Defense to accept foreign contribu-
tions.
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Finally, the McKeon Amendment states that
nothing in it is to be construed to constitute a
specific statutory authorization for the introduc-
tion of United States Armed Forces into hos-
tilities or into situations wherein hostilities are
clearly indicated by the circumstances.

It is important, Mr. Speaker, to be clear
about what the McKeon Amendment does and
does not do.

The amendment does not authorize the use
of military force or deployment of United
States combat forces to Syria.

Let me be clear: | am not voting today to
authorize the use of military force or to put
American combat boots on the ground.

Let me also be clear on this point: Before
American armed forces may be deployed to
conduct combat operations in Syria or else-
where in the region the President must come
to the Congress and request and receive from
it either a declaration of war or resolution au-
thorizing the use of military force.

This is not a political nicety but a constitu-
tional requirement, clearly specified in Article |,
Section 8, clause 11 of the Constitution, which
by the way, was approved by the Constitu-
tional Convention in 1787, 227 years ago this
very day, September 17.

The McKeon Amendment simply authorizes
the Secretary of Defense, in consultation with
the Secretary of State, to provide assistance,
including training, equipment, supplies, and
sustainment, to appropriately vetted elements
of the Syrian opposition and other appro-
priately vetted Syrian groups and individuals
for the following purposes:

1. Defending the Syrian people from attacks
by the Islamic State of Irag and the Levant
(ISIL), and securing territory controlled by the
Syrian opposition;

2. Protecting the United States, its friends
and allies, and the Syrian people from the
threats posed by terrorists in Syria; and

3. Promoting the conditions for a negotiated
settlement to end the conflict in Syria.

The McKeon Amendment cannot be con-
strued as giving the Administration a blank
check or carte blanche in achieving these ob-
jectives.

Rather, the McKeon Amendment requires
that not later than 15 days before providing
assistance to a vetted group for the first time,
the Administration shall provide a report to the
Congressional leadership and committees of
jurisdiction describing in detail the assistance
to be provided and the bases for the deter-
mination that the action contemplated are con-
sistent with the objectives stated above.

Additionally, the McKeon Amendment re-
quires that not later than 90 days after the
Secretary of Defense submits the first report
required by the McKeon Amendment, and
every 90 days thereafter, the Secretary of De-
fense, in coordination with the Secretary of
State, shall provide the appropriate congres-
sional committees and leadership of the
House of Representatives and the Senate with
a detailed progress report.

In short, the McKeon Amendment only au-
thorizes the Administration to identify, vet, and
provide assistance to those opposition Syrian
forces that can be relied upon to defend the
Syrian people from attacks by the murderous
ISIS jihadi.

Mr. Speaker, there is little doubt that the Is-
lamic State of Iraqg and al Sham (ISIS), is a
violent extremist movement. It grew out of the
remnants of Al Qaeda in Iraq and the Syrian
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civil war—which has claimed the lives of
191,369 persons, tens of thousands at the
hands of ISIS—and has spread its reach
across the border between Iraq and Syria and
is now seizing military bases and holding terri-
tory throughout the region.

In response, and at the request of the Iraqi
government, President Obama has sent over
1,500 military advisors into Iraq and conducted
over 150 airstrikes there to break the ISIS mo-
mentum, to protect U.S. personnel and save
thousands of Irag’s religious minorities.

In his September 10, 2014 address to the
nation, the President announced a four-part
strategic plan to degrade and defeat ISIS.

The strategy outlined by the President in-
volves the following elements:

1. a systematic campaign of airstrikes
against ISIS;

2. increased military assistance and training
for allied forces on the ground;

3. a regional political effort to work with al-
lies; and

4. a humanitarian assistance to populations
targeted by ISIS.

Mr. Speaker, | agree with the President,
Ranking Member SwmiTH, and Chairman
McKEON that ISIS poses a significant threat to
American interests, requiring an effective re-
sponse.

| also believe that the President should be
commended for the forceful but deliberate and
steady but calm leadership he has displayed
to date.

But we must act in a careful, measured, bal-
anced, and limited way to assist the Iraqgi and
Syrian people most directly and immediately
threatened by ISIS because left unchecked,
ISIS will grow to threaten the United States.

ISIS presently controls about 13,000 square
miles (about the size of Massachusetts), span-
ning territory in Iraq and Syria, and a fighting
force estimated to be between 20,000 and
31,500 fighters.

ISIS also commands substantial resources,
including cash reserves estimated to be in the
hundreds of millions of dollars and daily rev-
enue of $3 million from largely criminal activi-
ties.

Mr. Speaker, after its gains in Syria and
Iraq, ISIS stands as one of the most dan-
gerous jihadist groups. It was formed in April
2013, growing out of al-Qaeda in Irag (AQI),
which has since condemned and disavowed
the group for its barbarity.

It speaks volumes about any group that is
too barbaric to be associated with al-Qaeda in
Iraq!

Unlike other rebel groups in Syria, ISIS aims
to establish an Islamic emirate that straddles
Syria and Irag. Since March 2013, ISIS has
seen considerable military success, beginning
with its takeover of the Syrian city of Raqga—
the first provincial capital to fall under rebel
control.

In January 2014, ISIS took control of
Fallujah, the predominantly Sunni city in the
western province of Anbar. It also seized large
sections of the provincial capital, Ramadi, and
has a presence in a number of towns near the
Turkish and Syrian borders.

However, it was its conquest of Mosul in
June that captured the world’s attention be-
cause with the conquest of Mosul came con-
trol of oil fields in northern Iraq and Mosul’s
branch of Iraq’s central bank, from which ISIS
took hundreds of millions of dollars.

The international community received a
wake-up call on August 2, 2014, when ISIS
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fighters pushed further into northern Iraq,
overwhelming lightly-armed Kurdish
Peshmerga forces that had moved into areas
abandoned by the Iragi army and seized the
strategically important Mosul Dam, which sup-
plies water and electricity to much of Iraq.

Knowing ISIS’s reputation for unmatched
brutality, tens of thousands of people fled their
homes, particularly members of religious mi-
norities, and 50,000 of them were trapped on
Mount Sinjar without food or water, until their
rescue was secured by the air strikes ordered
by President Obama providing cover for the
Kurdish forces who wrested back control of
the Mosul Dam.

Mr. Speaker, ISIS derives significant reve-
nues from the oil fields it controls in eastern
Syria and from the sale of antiquities it looted
from historical sites.

Today, ISIS is considered to be the most
cash-rich militant group in the world, control-
ling assets estimated to exceed $2 billion.

ISIS has shown no restraint in dealing with
civilian populations, acting with heinous vio-
lence and savagery. ISIS fighters have mur-
dered and kidnapped civilians throughout the
territory under its control, including the grisly
beheadings of two American journalists,
James Foley and Steven Sotloff, and British
aid worker David Haines.

More ominous, Mr. Speaker, is the fact
many fighters recruited by ISIS have Euro-
pean or American passports, making it easier
for them to return home. That is also why | in-
troduced H.R. 5488—No Fly Foreign Fighters
Act to protect the homeland.

To his great credit, President Obama has
not rushed to judgment. He has been thought-
ful. He has consulted with the Congress and
the international allies.

And the President has been adamant that
the planned assistance and training to rebels
fighting ISIS will not involve, or lead to, Amer-
ican ground forces fighting a war that must be
fought by the Iraqi people and Syrian rebels.

The threat posed by ISIS in Iraq presents
the United States with a conundrum about
what to do about ISIS in Syria. On the one
hand, we do not want to strengthen the bar-
baric Assad regime that is opposed by Syrian
rebels and opposition parties and by ISIS. On
the other hand, if we provide assistance only
to anti-Assad opposition forces, we indirectly
strengthen ISIS.

The challenge is to identify, vet, and support
those pro-democracy forces in opposition to
both the Assad regime and ISIS.

The defeat of ISIS should be prioritized over
the removal of Assad, though the latter should
remain a long-term U.S. objective. And U.S.
assistance to opposition groups should be de-
signed and delivered with this sequencing in
mind.

Finding, vetting, and equipping capable and
reliable Syrian partners who are poised to fight
ISIS and the Assad regime is the central stra-
tegic challenge facing the United States in
countering the rise of ISIS.

On June 26, and again on September 10,
the Obama administration announced addi-
tional assistance to vetted moderate opposi-
tion forces that are fighting both the Assad
government and ISIS and asked Congress to
authorize $500 million to train and equip these
fighters.

But a major effort to arm, train, equip, and
enable possible U.S. partners inside Syria is
no easy task because potential partners are
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weak, causing the Obama administration to
hold back additional meaningful support.

But part of the reason these potential mod-
erate alternatives to Assad and ISIS remain
weak is because they do not have organized
and well-coordinated assistance. These poten-
tial partners include the Syrian National Coali-
tion; the interim Syrian government; the Su-
preme Military Council; the Free Syrian Army;
and the Syrian Muslim Brotherhood.

The necessary vetting to find capable and
reliable partners must be thorough, rigorous,
and meticulous because we cannot afford to
provide training, equipment, and materiel to
opposition forces that in turn combine, or enter
into a non-aggression pact, with I1SIS.

Mr. Speaker, now is the time for the Mem-
bers of this body to be thoughtful, deliberate,
and wise. This debate today is healthy and re-
flects and enduring strength of our democracy:
open debate, deliberation, and decision.

| urge all members to reflect carefully on the
threat posed to the United States by ISIS and
to vote their conscience on the McKeon
Amendment, guided by their best judgment as
to what is the best course of action to take to
protect our homeland and keep our nation and
its people safe.

For my part, | will not vote to authorize the
use of military force or to deploy American
combat forces in Syria. Instead, | will vote for
the McKeon Amendment.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished

gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
LANKFORD).
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, a

week ago, the President asked this
House to include very narrow language
in the continuing resolution that
would allow the United States military
to train and equip the Free Syrian
Army individuals to defend themselves.

I can understand why any soldier in
any country would want training from
the United States military. They are
the best-trained, best-equipped, best-
disciplined, and best moral fighting
force in the history of warfare. Many
members of this body and of the admin-
istration have asked, for months, for
greater training of the Free Syrian
Army.

If we had not previously trained and
equipped the Iraqis and the Kurds, ISIS
would have already overrun Iraq and
would have already moved against our
allies in the region.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to voice the
concern though of the people of Okla-
homa. We believe this administration
has the habit of twisting every bill into
what they want it to say rather than
what it actually says; so I want to clar-
ify this amendment.

This is not an authorization for the
use of military force in Syria. The
President has not asked for that au-
thority, and the Congress has not ex-
tended it.

Mr. Speaker, in 2001, this body gave
specific authorization to President
Bush to ‘‘use all necessary and appro-
priate force against those nations, or-
ganization, or persons he deter-
mines”’—now get this—who ‘‘he deter-
mines planned, authorized, committed,
or aided the terrorist attacks that oc-
curred on September 11, 2001.”
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The fighters currently on the battle-
field with ISIS were about 8 years old
on 9/11. The leaders of ISIS were teen-
agers. Unless this administration is
able to show evidence that a group that
did not exist on 9/11 or that 8-year-olds
in Syria planned, authorized, com-
mitted or aided in the terror attacks
on 9/11, the AUMF is not in effect from
2001.

This body is willing to deliberate and
to engage with the American people in
the sobering question of the use of
military force, but we are not willing
to abdicate our constitutional respon-
sibility.

No one in this administration should
understand this vote as a request to ne-
gotiate with Iran for their cooperation,
offering to turn a blind eye or to turn
our head while they advance their nu-
clear weapons program for their help
and their cooperation. The world
should not have to choose between ISIS
or a nuclear Iran. Both are unaccept-
able.

Mr. Speaker, this vote is also not an
acknowledgement of the President’s
plan to defend our Nation from ISIS.
We have not seen a plan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield the gentleman an additional 30
seconds.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. Speaker, this vote is not an ac-
knowledgement of the President’s plan
because we have not seen the plan.
Bombing some of ISIS’ facilities and
training 5,000 foreign fighters is not a
plan.

If ISIS is a direct threat to the
United States, we should treat them
that way. Do not make the American
people second-guess the threat by say-
ing that the American people will be
protected by the Free Syrian Army.

While I stand in support of this
amendment today, the conversation
must not end here. I look forward to
the conversation in how the adminis-
tration intends to constitutionally
seek authorization to accomplish the
strategy today for the American people
and this body.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. SPEIER).

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman of the Armed Services
Committee and my ranking member
for their leadership on this issue and
for the exhaustive discussions and
briefings we have had. I also commend
all of my colleagues for their thought-
ful statements.

This is, indeed, a tough decision, but
we are elected to make tough deci-
sions.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this amendment to equip and
train the Syrian rebel forces. After
countless briefings and the President’s
speech, I am left with more questions
than answers. At a briefing today,
former U.S. generals have opined that

The
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training 3,000 to 5,000 members of the
Free Syrian Army will be lame—in
fact, totally inadequate.

Why would we train an inadequate
number of FSAs to contain ISIL? How
do we identify and vet a sufficient
number of Syrians who can fight a
long, protracted conflict to effectively
degrade ISIL? How do we compel the
Free Syrian Army to focus on ISIL in-
stead of Assad, the brutal dictator they
took up arms in the first place to de-
stroy?

What will prevent Assad from con-
tinuing to attack the FSA? And what
will we do in response? How do we
avoid arming individuals that would
rather do harm to the United States
than ISIL? How do we create a true co-
alition that will share the burden of
this conflict when some only agree tac-
itly behind closed doors?

Jordan has ISIL on both borders but
cannot commit publicly to providing
boots on the ground. How does a plan
that relies primarily on airstrikes
truly degrade ISIL’s capability?

0 1545

What I have heard in response to
these questions simply doesn’t add up.

We should have our eyes open wide
enough to know that we are being
asked to support today something
much more than just training 3- to
5,000 members of the Free Syrian
Army. There are consequences of what
we have supported in the past, and
there will be consequences today.

What happened when we spent bil-
lions of dollars to train and equip the
carefully vetted Iraq military over al-
most a decade? They folded in the face
of ISIL, many taking arms up with
ISIL and others stripping their uni-
forms from their backs.

The plan before us is unrealistic and
insufficient. None of the military ex-
perts outside the government believe
that this strategy will topple ISIL.
General Dempsey conceded yesterday
that if this plan is insufficient, which I
believe it is. He may recommend
ground forces. He also said that there
is no military solution to ISIL.

We should be frank with ourselves
and the American people. We are not
facing a limited engagement but a new
war that will only escalate. We are set-
ting out on a path to send our own
troops to the ground. This is an amend-
ment and a debate to start yet another
war in the Middle East with a very un-
certain future.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER).

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the amendment of-
fered by Chairman MCKEON. We are
way past any good solutions in Syria,
but doing nothing would be the worst
solution of all.

I understand and, in fact, share many
of the reservations expressed by my
colleagues today. This is not an easy
choice. Yet we cannot ignore the
threat of ISIL. They are determined to
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bring war to America’s shores. We
must respond.

The President’s request to train and
equip certain Syrian opposition forces
is a necessary step toward defeating
ISIL, so I will support it. I will also
urge the President to do more to ex-
plain the true nature of this crisis to
the American people.

This will not be an easy fight. Air-
strikes alone are unlikely to destroy
ISIL and diminish its ability to threat-
en America. Americans are understand-
ably war weary, but we did not pick
this fight. Our Nation always answers
the bell to defend our way of life and
protect our freedom. This time will be
no different.

May God bless our military personnel
who will be involved in this effort. May
God continue to bless the United
States of America.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. O’'ROURKE).

Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Washington for his
leadership and the chairman for his on
this very difficult issue.

I want to make one point clear to my
colleagues. We are essentially declar-
ing war through an amendment to a
budget resolution.

Let’s make no mistake. We are not
simply training rebels in another coun-
try, Saudi Arabia, which, by the way,
has been the most successful exporter
of extremism and extremists in the
world. We will reinsert those trained
and equipped rebels back into Syria,
and we will then be their air force. We
will, through all intents and purposes,
be a co-belligerent in a civil war.

So, if we are declaring war right now,
I think we should do it with our eyes
wide open, as my colleague just said,
with a full debate, and only through
the power vested in Congress through
the U.S. Constitution.

The logical conclusion of our partici-
pation in this war, if successful, is to
depose the Assad regime and replace it
with one of our own making in concert
with these rebels. That will be the
third country in 13 years whose regime
we have deposed and whose government
we have replaced with one of our own
choosing. It is the fourth that we have
been involved in, if you include Libya,
in whose government we have success-
fully deposed. In not one of those in-
stances can I say that this has been a
success.

We also have no Muslim-majority
countries contributing ground troops
to this operation. I think we owe wide
deference to the President in matters
of foreign affairs, but when it comes to
declaring war, our Founding Fathers
reserved that power for the people
through their representatives in Con-
gress.

This amendment to a budget resolu-
tion, which would enter us into this
war in a formal manner, makes a
mockery of that and does not do jus-
tice to the servicemembers who will be
asked to put their lives on the line for
this U.S. policy.
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For those reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no”” on this amend-
ment.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. ROTHFUS).

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The terrorist Islamic State, or IS, is
a grave threat to our friends and allies
in the Middle East and to our home-
land. There is broad bipartisan agree-
ment that this threat must be con-
fronted and destroyed.

It is important for the President to
work with Congress to address this ter-
rorist threat. The President should
continue airstrikes and support Kurd-
ish and Iraqi forces in their fight.

The amendment under consideration
will expand the President’s authority
to conduct military operations in the
Middle East through the training and
arming of allegedly moderate Syrian
rebels.

I have serious reservations about this
amendment. There is simply not
enough information about these rebels.
Indeed, not even 2 weeks ago, the
President admitted he did not even
have a strategy to confront IS. I am
looking to the administration to pro-
vide additional information about the
rebels it is proposing to train and arm.

Several administration officials have
stated that the rebels may be fighting
both the Assad regime and IS. But
against whom will the rebels first turn
their weapons we give them? IS or the
Assad regime?

I also have very serious reservations
about including this expanded military
authorization in the continuing resolu-
tion, a short-term funding bill. This
authorization raises very serious
issues.

Make no mistake. It will ultimately
involve United States servicemembers,
men and women from our cities, towns,
and countryside, who will leave their
families behind at home. Such a meas-
ure deserves consideration in a com-
pletely separate resolution.

The President should never have
asked for such a serious matter to be
added to a short-term spending bill.

I urge my colleagues to reject the
amendment under consideration.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia, Ms. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the care that has gone into the
preparation of the amendment before
us.

I have perhaps more reason to be in-
volved than most Members because my
district, the Nation’s Capital, is a per-
petual high-level target for terrorists
like ISIL.

Today I am compelled to come to the
floor to convey the indignation of the
residents of the District of Columbia
that the Congress would even approach
another period of war where participa-
tion of residents of the District of Co-
lumbia is virtually inevitable while
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they have no vote whatsoever on this
preeminent matter of war and peace.

District residents pay $12,000 annu-
ally, per capita, more in Federal taxes
than residents of any other State, to
support our government in war and
peace. Regardless of what is decided on
this amendment, Mr. Speaker, District
residents will be there for America as
they have been during every war our
country has fought.

The Nation, however, should not ask
D.C. residents to fight another war
without consent of the governed who
participate with taxes and live in the
District of Columbia, the Nation’s Cap-
ital.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DESANTIS).

Mr. DESANTIS. Mr. Speaker, we will
be debating an amendment which
would not guard our Nation from ter-
rorist infiltration nor even authorize
our Armed Forces to eliminate ISIS
personnel, equipment, and bases. In-
stead, the amendment authorizes
President Obama to train and equip,
with U.S. weaponry, members of the
Syrian mujahideen, the so-called mod-
erate rebels.

The amendment states that training
and equipment can only be provided to
“‘vetted” rebels, but who are those
rebels? It says they can’t be affiliated
with ISIS, al-Nusra, and al Qaeda,
which is good, but it would allow Presi-
dent Obama to arm other Islamist
fighters who do not meet the threshold
of being terrorists, including Harakat
al Hazm fighters from the Muslim

Brotherhood, the Syria Revolution-
aries Front, and the Army of the
Mujahideen.

Now, Mujahideen fighters in Syria
are not moderates nor are they pro-
American. They will take our arms and
use them as they see fit, most likely to
fight Assad in pursuit of installing a
Sunni shari’a state in Syria. They can-
not be counted on to vindicate our in-
terests, which is why it is a mistake to
subcontract out American national se-
curity to Islamist fighters.

Half measures like this, will not suf-
fice. There are no shortcuts when it
comes to our national defense.

So I constantly hear people say that
Americans are war weary, and I dis-
agree with that. I think Americans are
willing to do what it takes to defend
our people and our Nation. I think they
are weary of missions launched with-
out a coherent strategy and are sick of
seeing engagements that produce in-
conclusive results rather than clear-
cut victory. I think they are weary of
a President that consistently proves
himself unwilling to do what is nec-
essary to win.

I have heard some colleagues say
that arming the Syrian Mujahideen
demonstrates strength and resolve. I
think it is evidence of a lack of resolve.
The President’s strategy rests on wish-
ful thinking. It is not sufficient to de-
feat the Islamic State.
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Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I know the scourge of
violent Islamic terrorism all too well. I
represent the World Trade Center area
in New York that was attacked on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. So I agree with the
President that we must work together
to combat ISIL.

Today, however, ISIL cannot project
military power beyond the Middle
East. ISIL is a direct military threat
to our allies and to our interests in the
Middle East. Perhaps we should help
bolster the defenses of our allies, such
as Jordan, Israel, Saudi Arabia, and
the Emirates.

The current threat to the United
States is from Europeans and Ameri-
cans who may train with ISIL in the
Middle East and then return to the
United States to do us harm. This
threat cannot be fought by military
means in Iraq and Syria but by coun-
terintelligence, appropriate surveil-
lance, and border control here and
abroad.

When it comes to ISIL operations in
the Middle East, those very same oper-
ations that threaten our allies, we
must ask why we do not see these
threatened countries offering troops on
the ground. Why are we more inter-
ested in their defense than they are?

These are some of the questions we in
Congress should debate before we vote
to go to war. Make no mistake; the of-
fensive campaign of air attacks against
ISIL that President Obama recently
announced clearly constitutes a war
within the meaning of the Constitu-
tion.

The Constitution very deliberately
places the decision to go to war with
the American people acting through
Congress, not with the President. The
decision to go to war against ISIL and
to expand our efforts into countries
like Syria requires congressional au-
thorization.

The Authorization for Use of Mili-
tary Force of 2001 cannot be relied
upon for congressional authority for
acts of war in circumstances com-
pletely unforeseen then against an
enemy that did not exist then. Identi-
fication of ISIL with al Qaeda with the
planning of the attacks on September
11, 2001, is specious. The Authorization
for Use of Military Force Against Iraq
Resolution of 2002 was, similarly, not
about ISIL.

Congress must assert its constitu-
tional power to authorize or reject the
use of force in Iraq and Syria. We are
not being asked today to authorize a
new conflict with ISIL, even if that is
implied by our vote today, and therein
lies the danger. This vote without a
vote on the wider Authorization for
Use of Military Force will be taken by
the public, the media, and perhaps even
the courts as a de facto authorization
of military force in Syria. This would
undermine our ability to seriously de-
bate the very real questions before us.
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How deadly is the threat we are fac-
ing, and what is the best way to elimi-
nate that threat?

What will happen when American fli-
ers are shot down over Syria and per-
haps beheaded on television by ISIL?
Will the demand for revenge be over-
whelming?

Just how steep is the slippery slope
we are embarking upon?

How long will the conflict last?

Is there an exit strategy?

What does victory look like?

How much will it cost?

How many U.S. lives will be lost?

Whom will we be arming in Syria?

Do they share our long-term inter-
ests?

What are the odds those arms will be
turned against us or allies?

It is precisely these types of ques-
tions that should be asked when Con-
gress debates the Authorization for Use
of Military Force. Until we have that
debate in Congress and answer these
questions and make a decision on an
AUMF, we should not step foot on the
slippery slope to another long war. Ap-
proving this amendment would be a big
step onto that slippery slope, and so I
must vote ‘‘no.”

O 1600

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCA-
LISE), the distinguished majority whip.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Texas for
yielding and for working so hard with
the Armed Services Committee
through Chairman MCKEON to bring
forth this amendment that ultimately
lets the President start a process that
he laid out in his speech last week.

Mr. Speaker, the threat of ISIS is
real and growing. It is not just limited
to the Middle East, though. Americans
know this is ultimately something that
we will have to confront if we don’t ad-
dress it now with swift action.

If you look at the legislation that
has been brought forward, there were
some important protections that were
put in place over the course of the last
few days in negotiations with the
White House that, I think, are very sig-
nificant and lay out clear benchmarks
for President Obama over these next 3
months that this authorization would
last.

The first thing the President has got
to do under this authorization is to go
and build that coalition. This is not a
go-it-alone strategy. That is not going
to be the kind of strategy that is going
to work. The President has got to go
and put those countries together to
carry this out. He has got to get firm
commitments, not only on amounts of
resources that will be put in place, but
also the number of troops that those
countries would put in place.

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, any
transfers of funds that would be needed
to carry this out would have to first
come back to Congress before they can
move forward. Any plan for vetting
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Syrians who we would train, which is
going to be an incredibly important
process, has to come back to Congress,
and those plans have to be laid out.

I think that is so important that
those protections are in place because,
ultimately, Mr. Speaker, the President
is the Commander in Chief. He has
asked for this authorization. But there
has got to be a give and take and, ulti-
mately, a role that Congress plays
where the President is letting us know
each step of the way that he is car-
rying out the mission as he laid it out,
he is building that coalition that he
said he would put together. And over
these next 3 months, Mr. Speaker, it is
going to be important that he does
those tasks.

And ultimately, as we come back
here to deal with this again, it is going
to be important that the President lay
out the broader strategy, because so
many of our Members know this is not
the final step that is going to eliminate
the threat of Islamic terrorism. This is
the very beginning. I think not only
Members here in this body—Republican
and Democrat alike—but I think people
all across the country want to, ulti-
mately, see that broader strategy by
the President for how he is going to
take on this challenge and eliminate
these terrorists from the face of the
Earth.

I rise in support and urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE), my
friend and colleague.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
amendment is to train and equip Syr-
ian rebels. Well, let us see how that has
worked in the past when America has
trained and equipped individuals.

The United States has spent billions
of dollars in Iraq to train and equip
Iraqi soldiers. The first time they came
in contact with the ISIS members,
they cut and ran.

This is ISIS propaganda that was on
the Internet.

This is an American tank now in the
possession of ISIS when the Iraqis cut
and ran.

This is a Humvee going through a pa-
rade; also, four Humvees that, appar-
ently, have never been used that are
now in the possession of ISIS when the
Iraqis cut and ran.

Now we want to arm Syrian rebels to
keep them fighting for America. Well,
let us see how that has worked in the
past.

In September 2013, The Wall Street
Journal reported that ISIS raided a
Free Syrian Army weapons depot, tak-
ing small arms and ammunition pro-
vided by the CIA.

In December 2013, Free Syrian Army
weapons warehoused on the Syrian-
Turkey border were seized by the Is-
lamic Front. They, like the Iraqis, can-
not keep up with American arms.
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Second, some say in this amendment
we will support the Free Syrian Army
because they are going to be examined
and we will make sure that they are
vetted very well. But let us understand
and see how that is working out.

What is a Free Syrian Army rebel
today is an ISIS member tomorrow. It
looks like, in December of 2013, Sad-
dam al-Jamal, the northeast com-
mander of the Free Syrian Army, an-
nounced his defection to ISIS and con-
demned those who worked with the
West.

A Washington Post article, August
18: A high-level security commander of
ISIS said that there is no more Free
Syrian Army in eastern Syria because
they have all joined—yes—ISIS. Isn’t
that lovely?

It is not a good strategic plan to arm
Syrian rebels. If ISIS is a national se-
curity threat, then relying on rebels in
a Syrian civil war will not protect
American security interests.

The TUnited States should have a
strategy to defeat the barbarians of
ISIS, but we should have that debate
on this House floor and not rely on
mercenaries to fight American na-
tional security interests somewhere
overseas.

And that is just the way it is.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the

gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
KINZINGER).
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr.

Speaker, today, I join many of my col-
leagues from both sides of the aisle in
support of giving the President the ini-
tial authority needed to confront ISIS
and Syria.

I am actually surprised and disheart-
ened by the opposition that some here
in this Chamber have towards the
amendment. To be clear, I have been as
vocal a critic of this administration’s
lack of strategy in Syria as any other
person. But that does not excuse us
from what, I believe, is the right thing
to do, which is to give the Commander
in Chief the tools necessary to confront
this evil.

I don’t remember many of my col-
leagues from this body stepping for-
ward a year ago, or even a few months
ago, urging the President to do more in
Syria. In fact, at the beginning of this
yvear, I called for bombing ISIS targets
as they moved into Fallujah and Iraq.
By many I was called a warmonger or
somebody eager to start another war in
Iraq.

It is easy to come up with any excuse
not to support an amendment. Some
say it doesn’t go far enough. I have
heard from a lot of people here that say
it doesn’t go far enough. Some people
say that it goes too far, it is too much.
It doesn’t include an authorization of
military force, it doesn’t include an
overarching strategy for ISIS or Syria.

I reject those calls for a perfect strat-
egy from a perfect President for a per-
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fect outcome in Syria. That is simply
not possible given the circumstances
we now face, due to our previous inac-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, to those who believe
that the Assad regime is a partner in
the fight against ISIS, I would remind
them this regime has slaughtered near-
ly 200,000 of its own people. In fact, in
Iraq, when we were fighting al Qaeda in
Iraq, the Assad regime gave AQI safe
haven in Syria to fight American
forces. And 1look no further than
Hezbollah—one of the greatest enemies
of the West and one of the greatest en-
emies of Israel is strongly supported
and enabled by the Assad regime. The
Assad regime created the ISIS prob-
lem, gave them safe passage through
regime-controlled territory and, ulti-
mately, attacked only Free Syrian
Army targets until the West looked
over, and now they look like the savior
of the West by attacking only ISIS.
Let’s not get sucked into that argu-
ment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman.

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. I support
this amendment, not because it is part
of a larger strategy in Syria that we
would like to see from this administra-
tion but because it is a first step in ad-
dressing ISIS in Syria.

I ask my colleagues to support this
first step that many have been calling
for to train the FSA before it is too
late. What would our enemies and al-
lies think if we rejected the President’s
authority to do this?

I urge support of this amendment.

The

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Ranking Member SMITH. I appre-
ciate your leadership and your cour-

tesy.
In Iraq and Syria, we are facing an
excruciating set of circumstances

where there is no clear path forward.

Our challenge in the face of the
atrocities perpetrated by ISIS is to re-
duce the suffering of innocent citizens
and our allies, and to protect our secu-
rity at home.

To do nothing is an option, but it is
likely the worst choice.

If ISIS were only a potential threat,
I would feel differently. However, ISIS
is a well-funded, heavily-armed militia
whose strength is increasing and whose
ranks have swollen to over 30,000 and
counting by some estimates. They con-
trol an ever-expanding area across Iraq
and Syria’s border.

To stand by, allowing ISIS to expand
and strengthen its hold in Iraq and
Syria, we will encourage accelerated
deterioration of the security in the re-
gion that will become more difficult to
address and will, ultimately, become a
threat to the United States.

We must also confront those in the
region who say they oppose ISIS but
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have yet to take action. Those regional
players have an even greater stake in
this struggle than the United States.

I think the ‘‘least bad’’ option is the
McKeon amendment, which does not
provide for an authorization for the use
of military force.

I didn’t support wars in Iraq or the
later surge in Afghanistan, and I cer-
tainly would not support legislation
that would expose us to another open-
ended broad commitment.

This proposal strictly limits the use
of United States ground forces in the
region and would prevent an open-
ended engagement in Iraq or Syria be-
cause the authority provided in this
legislation sunsets December 11.

Any airstrikes or aid would come at
no additional cost to our country,
which has already spent hundreds of
billions of dollars on war in the region,
and requires the Department of De-
fense to reprogram existing funds or
find regional allies to pay for our ef-
forts.

This proposal to empower the Presi-
dent for 3 months is the most reason-
able course of action at this point. It is
not going to settle the long-simmering
collection of conflicts in the region.
Authorizing the President to train and
equip highly vetted Syrian opposition
fighters and strike a narrow set of ISIS
targets, however, may degrade ISIS in
a meaningful way.

These 3 months will give the admin-
istration an opportunity to show the
progress and enlist support of other
countries. Congress will then reassess
these efforts in December.

In the meantime, we are not under-
cutting the diplomatic and military ef-
forts of the administration. Helping
the administration respond, allowing
the situation to clarify, making some
progress, and galvanizing support are
the most we can hope for over the
course of the next 3 months.

I remain open to alternatives, but
after listening carefully to the debate,
briefings from experts, and reviewing
the materials, I see no better course at
this point than the limited short-term
initiative this amendment provides.

I plan on supporting the amendment
and I appreciate the gentleman’s cour-
tesy.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO).

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for this opportunity.

The President spoke last week and he
presented nothing that could be re-
motely considered a strategy, and yet,
the American people understand the
destruction of radical Islamic ter-
rorism is mandatory. It is not manda-
tory for creation of democracy around
the world, it is mandatory for keeping
people safe in places like Omaha and
Denver and Wichita, Kansas, the place
that I represent.

Today, the world is watching what
we will do here, what Congress will do.
There are folks watching this in bunk-
ers, there are people from Hamas
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watching how we will vote today. They
are looking at how this Congress will
respond to a President who has not laid
out a strategy, who has now asked us
to provide one arrow in the quiver, one
small piece that doesn’t amount to
hardly anything remotely close to a
strategy. They are looking to watch
and see how we will respond.

And, today, we should respond by
telling the President of the United
States we will support his efforts to
train and equip, but that we are going
to watch and demand that he develop a
strategy for the destruction of ISIL
and for containment in the region as
well.

Remember, it is not just ISIL that is
the threat. The threat extends from
Damascus to Tehran, it threatens Leb-
anon and Jordan, it threatens all the
Middle East, and, indeed, if that terri-
tory is allowed to remain inflamed,
will threaten us here in the United
States.

Today, we take a very small action, a
measured action, one that is necessary
but hardly sufficient.

I urge my colleagues to support the
McKeon amendment, and I urge the
President of the United States to take
action in a way that will defeat ISIL
and defeat radical Islam and Kkeep us
all safe here in the United States of
America.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN).

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

This is not a perfect plan. What
America wants is a plan that guaran-
tees success, and that success should be
total destruction of ISIS immediately
and without U.S. casualties. But the
plan is a reasonable approach. It is the
only approach on this floor. The alter-
native is to do nothing. No one has
brought a better plan to this floor.
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For those who say, ‘“Let’s do noth-
ing,” reflect what we have accom-
plished through the President’s action.
The Yazidis have been saved from geno-
cide. The Turkmen who otherwise
would have been slaughtered in the
many thousands are no longer be-
sieged. The Mosul and Haditha dams
are no longer under the control of ISIS.
None of that would be true if the Presi-
dent had already not begun to take ac-
tion.

I now yield to the gentleman from
California for a colloquy.

Mr. Chairman, all the authority pro-
vided in this amendment will expire no
later than December 11, 2014. Is that
correct?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. McCKEON. Or the passage of the
NDAA, whichever comes first.

Mr. SHERMAN. Whichever comes
first. So it could even be sooner than
December 11.

Second, the administration has stat-
ed that it will use this authority to
train Syrian fighters outside Syria. I
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have a fact sheet, which I will enter
into the RECORD, provided by the ad-
ministration, stating that the training
will take place outside Syria and that
the Saudis have agreed to host facili-
ties.

Mr. Chairman, can you confirm that
it is, indeed, the administration’s plan
to do the training outside Syria?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.

Speaker, I yield the gentleman 1 addi-
tional minute.

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it your under-
standing that the training bases will be
outside Syria?

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, that is
my understanding.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his answers.

Attached, please find a fact sheet on the
Title X program, as well as a Q&A your boss
may mind helpful. I stand by ready to an-
swer any questions.

—Robert

ROBERT N. MARCUS,

Special Assistant to the President, White
House Office of Legislative Affairs.
IMPORTANCE OF TITLE 10 TRAIN AND EQUIP IN
DEGRADING & DESTROYING ISIL

The President has outlined a comprehen-
sive approach to degrade and ultimately de-
stroy ISIL. Part of this approach involves
building an international coalition and
working with and supporting local partners.

The Syrian opposition can serve as an ef-
fective, local counterweight to extremist ele-
ments in Syria, particularly ISIL. That is
why we have provided a variety of types of
support to strengthen the Syrian opposition
since the conflict began in 2012.

In his speech at West Point in May, the
President announced his intention to seek
Congressional approval of a Counterter-
rorism Partnerships Fund that would allow
us to empower and enable partners in their
fight against shared terrorist threats. As
part of this Fund, and as described in his
Overseas Contingency Operations (OCO)
budget request in June, the President re-
quested authority for a Department of De-
fense (DOD)-led program to train and equip
(T&E) vetted members of Syria’s moderate
opposition.

The T&E program can advance our
counter-ISIL goals in Syria as well as our
goal to work towards a political solution to
the broader crisis in Syria. But ISIL’s ag-
gression in the region, paired with Saudi
Arabia’s new willingness to assist with this
effort and impending expansion of our air
campaign against ISIL, means that we must
expedite the program’s implementation. As
ISIL is degraded and destroyed, a ground
force capable of holding territory and taking
advantage of gains is needed. The Syrian op-
position can serve this critical role.

The T&E program will train vetted fight-
ers, outside of Syria, to defend the Syrian
people against extremists like ISIL as well
as regime attacks; stabilize areas under op-
position control; and help a subset of the
trainees to go on the offensive against ISIL.
Ultimately, the opposition will be able to
hold territory from which ISIL is removed
and help provide for a negotiated end to the
broader conflict in Syria. We would provide
lethal and non-lethal assistance to enable
trainees to accomplish their missions and
advance U.S. policy goals.
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Initially, the program will rely on other
U.S. government agencies and partner-na-
tions that currently provide support to the
vetted opposition to assist with the recruit-
ing, vetting, and sustainment of the U.S-
trained fighters. Saudi Arabia has agreed to
host and support the training facilities. Ad-
ditional allies are expected to contribute to
the effort in the future, as well.

Q&A ON SYRIA T&E

1) Question: We spent billions training the
Iraqi Security Forces who melted away the
moment they faced ISIL, why would this
force be any different?

Answer: Unfortunately, since the depar-
ture of the United States, years of leadership
from former Prime Minister Maliki turned a
competent force into a sectarian one, remov-
ing qualified leaders and severing normal
lines of authority and communication, while
alienating the broader Sunni community.
The new inclusive government is committed
to reforming Iraq’s security forces and build-
ing a National Guard responsive to the needs
of individuals communities. Syrian Opposi-
tion fighters are highly motivated to defend
their homes and families from ISIL. What
the opposition lacks is the resources to suc-
cessfully resist and counter ISIL. That is
precisely what we will work with our re-
gional partners to give them. And, as a com-
prehensive approach and use of air power
starts to change the momentum away from
ISIL, the opposition will gain in confidence.

2) Question: How does the Syria T&E pro-
gram fit into the Administration’s strategy
to degrade and ultimately defeat ISIL?

Answer: Building partner capacity—both
the capacity of Iraqi partners and vetted op-
position partners in Syria—is a key to deny-
ing ISIL safe haven, limiting its access to re-
cruits, to include foreign fighters, and dis-
rupting the group’s finances. A multi-mis-
sion force will be trained to defend opposi-
tion-controlled areas from ISIL advances
and enable the opposition to challenge ISIL’s
control of territory in Syria. Bolstering the
vetted opposition also will increase their
credibility and influence within Syria and
pull potential recruits away from extremist
groups.

3) Question: How can you ensure that Syr-
ian fighters trained and equipped by DOD
will not pass U.S.-provided weapons to ex-
tremists?

Answer: All participants in the T&E pro-
gram will be subject to a rigorous vetting
process led by our Intelligence Community,
consistent with U.S. law and policy, includ-
ing to ensure that they are not affiliated
with extremist groups. They will undergo
vetting to determine their eligibility for the
program as well as after they have com-
pleted training to ensure that they will be
eligible for additional U.S. assistance. We
also will work closely with regional part-
ners, including the Saudis, on our vetting
process in order to capitalize on their knowl-
edge of dynamics among the armed opposi-
tion. While we cannot guarantee that U.S.
assistance will never fall into the wrong
hands, we will take extensive measures to re-
duce the possibility that our trainees will
pass weapons to extremists.

4) Question: How does the counter-ISIL
strategy relate to the Administration’s other
goal of pressuring the Asad regime?

Answer: The T&E program is one compo-
nent of our counter-ISIL strategy, but our
investment in this force is not just for a
counter-extremist role. As the President has
said, Asad has lost all legitimacy, and Syria
will not witness lasting stability so long as
he is in power. Asad continues to present a
false choice between radical Sunni extrem-
ists and his regime, but we know that there
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is a Syrian opposition. Strengthening the op-
position provides the best counterweight to
extremist elements within Syria as well as
to the Asad regime.

5) Question: Why is the T&E program so
urgent now?

Answer: Saudi Arabia has recently agreed
to host and support the training facilities for
this program. Their active support is a crit-
ical element of a broad coalition of countries
combatting ISIL. Other Sunni countries are
also getting on board. If they see us hesitate,
they may back away and we will lose the
momentum we are building against ISIL. In
order to degrade and ultimately destroy
ISIL, we need the authority to increase our
efforts to strengthen the Syrian opposition.

6) Question: What is the timeline for the
program? How soon will trained fighters re-
turn to the battlefield?

Answer: This is a long-term investment,
and one that will require some time on the
front end for infrastructure development,
planning, and logistics. We anticipate that
initial trainees could complete training
roughly four to six months after authoriza-
tion and funding. We will work to expedite
this timeline.

7) Question: Given the immediate threat
posed by ISIL, shouldn’t we have the T&E
program focus entirely on ISIL?

Answer: The Syrian opposition continues
to face threats from ISIL and the regime,
which is why we must train them to be able
to defend themselves against both enemies.

8) Question: Has ISIL negotiated a
ceasefire with any element of the Syrian op-
position?

Answer: We are looking into these claims
as well as reports suggesting that one local
brigade in Hajar al-Aswad may have reached
a 24-hour agreement with ISIL that quickly
broke down but that was intended to allow
both sides to retrieve the bodies of their
fighters who had been killed.

We would note that the Syrian Revolution-
aries Front (SRF)—which is the group that
the article claims has signed a ceasefire with
ISIL—has issued a statement indicating that
it has never ceased hostilities with ISIL and
will continue to fight ISIL and the regime.

We will be thoroughly vetting any poten-
tial recipient of US assistance and, of course,
any collusion with ISIL would be automati-
cally disqualifying. Trainees will undergo
additional vetting once they return to the
battlefield. This vetting process will involve
multiple US agencies and regional partners,
and we have been using it to determine re-
cipients of our non-lethal support to the Syr-
ian opposition since early in the conflict.
The training process will include the need to
adhere to the law of armed conflict and re-
spect for human rights.

A critical reason for our training and
equipping the vetted, opposition is precisely
to ensure they are capable of standing up to
and countering ISIL at the local level. We
are certain a vast majority of the Syrian op-
position rejects ISIL, have been fighting it,
and will be even more successful with our in-
creased support. Again, we will only work
with those opposition groups and members
who reject ISIL and we are confident in our
rigorous, layered vetting operation.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA).

Mr. HONDA. I thank the ranking
member.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this amendment.

The threat of ISIL is beyond any-
thing in the last 13 years since the hor-
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ror of 9/11. We see there are no limits to
gross brutality. They are a terrorist
threat to the region, to the United
States, and to our allies.

This rushed amendment to arm and
train vetted Syrian rebels is not the
answer. This Chamber needs to have an
informed, robust discussion and debate
about the U.S. role in combating and
dealing with ISIL and other extremists
in Syria and Iraq.

It is a debate that should take place
on its own. This issue and this amend-
ment should not be attached to the
continuing resolution or any other
matter before the House.

This amendment authorizes the
training and equipping of vetted Syrian
opposition forces, but we still aren’t
clear on who these forces are and how
these rebel groups will be chosen and
vetted. How do we ensure that our
weapons, training, and knowledge
won’t be used by ISIL or other terrorist
organizations in the future?

Additionally, this amendment only
highlights a piece of the President’s
plan for addressing ISIL, a plan that
includes significant long-term bombing
campaigns and military escalation in
Iraq and Syria.

If the House leaves for the next 8
weeks without addressing the already
expanding scope of U.S. military oper-
ations in Iraq and Syria, I fear that we
will return in November to find the
U.S. sliding down a slippery slope to-
ward full military engagement in those
countries.

We have been there before. We have
seen before how mission creep can ex-
pand a limited mission into a full-
blown U.S. armed response. I will not
let this happen or let this country be
dragged into another conflict once
again without an informed discussion.

Congress needs to debate a new au-
thorization for the use of military
force before any expansion of military
operations. I support the President’s
call to dismantle ISIL through robust
regional and international partner-
ships, support for local capacities on
the ground, and expanded humani-
tarian assistance.

Arming and training Syrians and
Iraqis and perhaps eventually sup-
porting them with airstrikes may push
back ISIL’s gains, but it will not defeat
extremism. There is no lasting mili-
tary solution to extremism. The only
lasting solution is a political solution,
one in which the rights and concerns of
all groups are respected.

The U.S. must focus on building part-
nerships in the region and around the
world to encourage moderate Sunni
groups in Iraq and Syria to move away
from ISIL and towards an alternative
and inclusive future. We also need to
have a plan for the development of this
region beyond our confrontation with
ISIL.

I have deep reservations and impor-
tant lingering questions that need to
be debated on this floor. I am con-
cerned about exposing our solders once
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again to a protracted conflict with un-
clear objectives and no clear exit strat-

egy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield the gentleman an addi-
tional 1 minute.

Mr. HONDA. I cannot support this
rushed amendment that allows the U.S.
to wade back into another conflict
without a serious, informed discussion
of the United States’ military role in
combating ISIL. We need to fully de-
bate and discuss actions we as a Nation
take against this vicious foe.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LANCE).

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, ISIS poses
a savage threat to the world, to Mus-
lims and Christians in Iraq and Syria,
to our allies, and to the United States.
It has executed heinous acts of terror
and violence and, tragically, will con-
tinue to do so. Allowing it to thrive un-
challenged is not in the national inter-
est of the United States of America.

Today’s vote is not a blanket author-
ity but a thoughtful, detailed, and lim-
ited effort to confront ISIS. We cannot
and should not do this alone. We need
tangible support from a global coali-
tion and will evaluate the commitment
level in 3 months. The administration
must continue to work to ensure that
Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and other Is-
lamic nations are involved in this mul-
tinational effort.

Despite reservations and questions,
in my judgment, we must take action.
The threat is real, and ISIS must be
confronted now. I support the McKeon
amendment because it is thoughtful
and it provides the experts here in
Washington the authority they need to
put together a clearly-defined, realistic
strategy.

This amendment does not authorize
the use of military force; indeed, the
amendment includes language that
makes it explicitly clear that this is a
train-and-equip authority and not an
authorization for force.

Mr. Speaker, I support this amend-
ment, and, in the weeks and months to
come, the House of Representatives
must use its oversight powers under
the Constitution to monitor this strat-
egy and to demand changes as nec-
essary.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, may I inquire, does the gen-
tleman have any additional speakers?

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker,
yes, we do have additional speakers.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON).

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas for the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
McKeon amendment and in support of
the continuing resolution.
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I want to say this: I have heard a lot
of people say this process isn’t good
and that we haven’t had enough hours
of debate, but I would say to Members
of Congress: Have we not, in fact, had
days and weeks of debate? How is it
that you are a Member of Congress if
you haven’t thought about ISIS and
the situation?

In fact, have we not had 13 years to
debate this very subject internally, ex-
ternally, on the floor, in committee,
and off the floor? We certainly have
had a lot of time for deliberation on
this.

Secondly, I want to say this: I am not
certain that the President needs fur-
ther approval from Congress, as I have
gone back and read the resolutions of
2001 and 2002. I would also say, though,
we should have a formal resolution. It
would be good for the country, it is
good for Congress, it is good for the
education process, and it sends a very
strong signal to our enemies.

Perhaps when the President sends it
to us—and I hope he will in November
or December—we will have an oppor-
tunity to have the debate again, and
we can review how effective these air-
strikes have been at that time, how ef-
fective is the training program, how
well is it going, and what allies have
actually stepped up and what have
they contributed. Right now, we do not
have the answer to those questions.

I will say another thing, Mr. Speak-
er: If we are going to fight this war be-
cause it is worth fighting, then it is
well worth winning, and, speaking for
myself, I want the Commander in Chief
and our armed services to have all the
tools that are available to them.

If that means having ground troops
on the table, then I want to be sure
that we send that signal because the
last thing we need to do right now to
our enemies abroad is say we are not
going to do this or we are not going to
do that.

We can’t have a half-pregnant war.
We have got to fight to win and wipe
out this terrorist surge.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 4 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, as we approach the end
of 6 hours of debate on this amend-
ment, I think it has been a good and
healthy discussion. According to our
count, we have had more than 90 Mem-
bers of the House come to the floor and
express their opinion about this situa-
tion with ISIL and Syria and Iraq.

I think part of that is it has given all
Members an opportunity to express
their opinions and concerns and hopes
about what we can do as a country
going forward, but it seems to me,
through the course of these numbers of
hours, that most Members agree on at
least three things.

One of the things that most every-
body agrees on is that ISIL is a signifi-
cant threat. It seems to me they are
clearly the best-equipped, best-trained,
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best-financed terrorist organization we
have ever faced.

In addition to that, as the ranking
member noted at the beginning of the
debate, there are thousands of people
who have Western passports who are
fighting with ISIS who can easily come
to the United States and Europe to
launch their attacks.

The second thing I think most people
agree upon is that this is a very com-
plex situation. We have the Syrian
civil war underway. You have the
change of government in Iraq. You
have the situation with the Kurds.

There are many players—Iran—that
make this a very complex situation.
All of those Members who go down and
say there is no good alternative, I
think I agree with that. There is no
perfect alternative to deal with this.

The third thing about which there is
a lot of agreement, Mr. Speaker, is
there are a lot of doubts about the
President’s plan, a lot of doubts about
whether it is going to be enough to de-
feat ISIL, a lot of doubts about the
commitment of the administration to
follow through on the plan and to per-
severe over time; but, in addition to
that, even if it is well-done and imple-
mented perfectly over time, no one
knows for sure how this is going to
come out.

With those broadly agreed-upon
facts, Members have reached different
judgments and different conclusions,
but it just seems to me, Mr. Speaker,
that approving this amendment to give
the military—the Department of De-
fense—the authority to train people in
Syria as part of that fight makes sense.

Just to briefly review what is in the
amendment—because during these 6
hours of debate there has been a lot of
discussion, some of it about things that
are not in the amendment—but what is
in the amendment is that the amend-
ment authorizes the Department of De-
fense to train folks in Syria as part of
the fight against ISIL, and it is abso-
lutely true that the Department of De-
fense has done this very thing in at
least 40 countries.

Now, for all those people who say
this is a slippery slope to war, I just
note we are not in war in 40 countries.
We train people around the world every
day, and the military does a very com-
petent job of it. That is what this au-
thority does—that is it—train folks to
defend themselves.

O 1630

This amendment has an expiration
date, as you just heard, either Decem-
ber 11, 2014, or the passage of the
NDAA, whichever happens first.

There is a broad array of oversight,
beginning 15 days before anything is
done, and then every 90 days thereafter
specific requirements of information
that has to come to this Congress.

There are limits on the funding. If
U.S. taxpayer dollars are used, then
the Congress has to be notified and ba-
sically, through the transfer authori-
ties, Congress has to approve.
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Finally, it is absolutely clear, be-
cause it says so, this is not an author-
ization to use military force.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 1 additional minute.

All of those people who are concerned
that it is not an Authorization for Use
of Military Force may have a very good
point, but that is not what this is
about. This is about a narrow train-
and-equip authority that would provide
the Syrians the ability to get into that
fight against ISIL.

So the bottom line, Mr. Speaker, is
that I think another thing most every-
body agrees upon is you can’t defeat
this group from the air. You have to
have folks on the ground. We have
folks on the ground with the Kurds. We
have folks on the ground who will be
more competent with the Iraqis. We
need some folks in Syria to be on the
ground.

That is what this amendment does. It
is narrow. It has oversight. It has lim-
its. It has a time limit. But as General
Dempsey told all Members, it is nec-
essary, but, in and of itself, it is not
enough. But it is necessary.

I believe that the House ought to
take this step today to begin this
training, and then it is up to the Presi-
dent to make his strategy work.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

I think one of the things that makes
this difficult is there are so many
issues swirling around here: the desire;
the need that I think, as Mr. THORN-
BERRY said, that everyone agrees on to
confront and contain ISIS.

Their savagery is just unimaginable.
They are clearly a threat to us and to
the region, and we need a plan for con-
fronting them, for stopping them and,
hopefully, ultimately defeating them.

Now, part of that plan is what we are
doing in Iraq. Part of that plan is try-
ing to figure out how to deal with them
in Syria.

But aside from all of that, this
amendment is far more basic and sim-
ple, and I think Mr. THORNBERRY ex-
plained it. It is a train-and-equip mis-
sion. This is something that the De-
partment of Defense does all over the
world in a variety of different places.
We have had a great deal of success
training armies in Ethiopia and Kenya
and Uganda to help deal with the situa-
tion in Somalia. We have had consider-
able success training forces in Yemen
to help confront AQAP. The goal of
this is to reduce the requirement for a
robust U.S. military presence to ad-
vance our interests.

I have heard a number of folks, par-
ticularly on my side of the aisle, ex-
press that concern, that we don’t want
to go down the slippery slope of com-
mitting U.S. forces to a large-scale
war, and I completely agree with them.
But this amendment does not authorize

The
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military force. In fact, it is quite the
opposite. It authorizes us to train local
forces so that they can do the fighting.

I have also heard a number of people
express the frustration which I share:
we shouldn’t be over there fighting
these battles; we need the local popu-
lations there to stand up and fight for
themselves. But that is precisely what
Mr. MCKEON’s amendment enables us
to do. It enables the military to train
local forces to fight ISIL on our behalf.
And this is important, not just because
it keeps us out of the fight, but because
it gives us a far greater chance of being
successful.

If this is perceived as the U.S. com-
ing in against the Muslim group, then
that gives ISIS a powerful propaganda
message to say that they are simply
defending themselves against Western
aggression. If, on the other hand, they
continue to do what they have been
doing, which is killing Muslims and
fighting Muslims, then we can recruit
and get greater support from the local
Sunni population to stand up against
them.

This is what was successful about the
Anbar Awakening back during the Iraq
war, when Sunni tribesmen rose up
against al Qaeda, with our support, and
were able to turn the tide in Iraq at
that time. That is why this is so impor-
tant.

Now, the big issue of concern is what
is going to happen within Syria. Are
there truly moderates?

There are, unquestionably, mod-
erates in Syria. Now they have been
under a lot of pressure for the last cou-
ple of years from the Assad regime, but
also from al Qaeda-affiliated groups
like al-Nusra and also from ISIL. So
they are clearly there. We know this
because they are already, in some in-
stances, fighting against ISIL. They
are just not properly trained. They are
not properly equipped, and they
haven’t been doing particularly well
for the last couple of years. So if we
can train them, they have a chance to
survive.

And that is the last point that I will
make. I think people can legitimately
say: Is this really going to turn the
tide of the war? Is this really going to
defeat ISIL and give us success? This
alone, absolutely not. But what it does
is it gives us a chance, because if ISIL
is allowed free rein in Syria, if they are
not confronted by anybody but Assad,
then we have no chance of defeating
them.

We can do our best in Iraq, but if
they can just go right across the border
into Syria, as we have experienced try-
ing to fight the Taliban in Afghanistan
as they go across the border into Paki-
stan, if they have a safe haven where
they can go without being pressured,
then it is going to be very, very dif-
ficult to ever defeat them. The only
way we can take away that safe haven
is to find a local force that will fight
our fight, and we can’t get there if we
don’t train them.

This is about enabling the moderates
in Syria enough space to survive. They
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survive, we slowly build from there to
get us the force that we need to defeat
them in Syria and, ultimately, beat
back ISIL in both Syria and Iraq.

This is not a perfect plan. This is not
going to solve all problems. Believe
me, it wouldn’t take too long to find
difficulties and challenges in any plan
that was put out there, but I think this
is a good and prudent step that gives us
the best chance of advancing U.S. na-
tional security interests in a reason-
able way.

I urge this body to support this
amendment. I thank Mr. McKEON for
bringing it.

I also want to join Mr. THORNBERRY.
This has been an excellent debate. It is
great to have so many Members come
down and so articulately explain their
positions. I urge support for the
amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. McCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank ADAM SMITH, my
ranking member and partner for the
last few years in this effort. I think he
was very eloquent. He did a good job in
working this debate. I think we have
heard from both sides of the aisle, both
positions, and it has been a strong de-
bate.

I want to thank Mr. THORNBERRY. He
has been my vice chairman, sidekick,
for the last couple of years, carried a
heavy load. He is a vice chairman of
the committee, but he is also chairman
of a subcommittee and also serves on
the Intelligence Committee and a
strong, strong Member, as you can see.
He did a great job of explaining the
bill, laying it all out in summary form
after this long debate.

There is just one other point I want
to mention, and that is that there is no
new money in this bill. The President
did not need additional money, and any
money that is needed will be repro-
grammed from money that already ex-
ists. They have to come back to the
Congress and go through the process to
make that change. But there will be
nothing added to the top line.

I want to thank our staff who worked
so hard on this. This came late in the
process. The President sent us lan-
guage last week. It wasn’t something
that we could support.

I want to thank leadership for giving
us the time to work this issue, that, in-
stead of voting on it last Thursday, we
had time to work. The staff worked all
weekend, both sides of the aisle. Thank
you. Thank you for your strong work.

We hear sometimes about govern-
ment workers and they are kind of just
at the government trough. I want to
tell you, these people work hard, long
hours, and they are devoted to their
jobs. Most of them could leave here and
make more money, but they are com-
mitted to what they are doing, and I
want to thank them for it.

Finally, I would just like to say, as a
final wrap-up, this letter that I put in
earlier, where Ambassador Crocker,
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Ambassador Ford, who have spent
years in this area, really understand
the people, understand what is going
on in that area, and then General
Keane, General Petraeus, who both
have spent a lot of time on this issue,
the four of them have signed a letter
that they sent over to us this morning
that they support this amendment.

I agree with, I think, probably every-
body that spoke that this will not do
everything, but it is an important step
at this time, and I urge our colleagues
to support this amendment to give our
Commander in Chief the authority that
he needs to protect us in this area.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | agree with
President Obama that the destabilizing and
destructive actions of ISIL demand an Amer-
ican response. While | am supportive of Presi-
dent Obama’s targeted actions against ISIS to
date, | believe our government must be mind-
ful of the unintended consequences inherent
in training and equipping fighters in a highly
complex foreign conflict For this reason, | au-
thored a successful bipartisan amendment to
the House’s Defense Appropriations bill this
summer, prohibiting the transfer of dangerous
shoulder-fired antiaircraft missiles known as
MANPADs to parties in the Syrian civil war. As
President Obama uses any authority granted
by Congress to train and equip Syrian rebels,
| hope he honors the will of the House of Rep-
resentatives to prevent the dissemination of
these and other dangerous weapons in the
Middle East and beyond.

We must remain cognizant that military
force is not the solution to the strife afflicting
Irag and Syria. | continue to oppose the pres-
ence of U.S. ground troops in the region. We
must do all we can to eliminate funding
sources for ISIL and to support inclusive gov-
ernance and vigorous dialogue while respect-
ing Iraqgi sovereignty. We must also do what
we can to promote a peaceful settlement in
Syria and to invest in employment-focused
economic development throughout the region.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to oppose the H.J.
Res. 124, the Continuing Appropriations Reso-
lution of 2015 with the McKeon Amendment,
which would allow for the training and equip-
ment of Syrian opposition. Should a clean
continuing resolution to provide finding to the
United States government come to the floor, |
would support it. However, | cannot support an
authorization for war.

Since this body did not pass a budget on
time, our only option is to vote to keep the
government open and operating until Decem-
ber 11, 2014. Funding our government should
not hinge on a controversial amendment
added at the last minute that provides the op-
portunity for an open-ended war.

I am not in favor of unilateral action or
troops deployed to the region and | am com-
mitted to resolving this conflict through diplo-
macy. | fully support any efforts by our country
to provide humanitarian aid to the countless
innocent civilians displaced and injured by this
conflict.

| urge my colleagues to oppose this amend-
ment and push for a clean continuing resolu-
tion.

Mr. DEFAZzIO. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt
that the terrorist organization known as the lIs-
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lamic State of Irag and Levant (ISIL) is a
growing regional threat that presents greater
instability and turmoil across the Middle East.
Today ISIL does not pose a credible strategic
threat outside of the Middle East. So the U.S.
response must reflect that reality. We cannot
allow the Dick Cheneys of the world to use the
horrific beheadings by ISIL as a call to war,
just like the Gulf of Tonkin incident or the al-
leged weapons of mass destruction capabili-
ties of Saddam Hussein. | am voting against
this authorization to equip and train as yet un-
known, perhaps non-existent “moderate” Syr-
ian opposition forces to combat ISIL.

The three most successful ground forces
fighting in Syria are ISIL who has ties with
Saudi Arabia, the Syrian army backed by Iran,
and Al Nusra which has ties to Hezbollah. The
alliances between these forces are constantly
shifting. One day ISIL and Nusra make com-
mon cause against the Syrian army and the
other day they are all fighting each other.
These sectarian wars are based on thousands
of years of history and the U.S. has no role in
sorting them out.

Congress is being asked to vote today on
arming Syrian rebels that are yet to be vetted
by the U.S. In fact, the text of this authoriza-
tion requires the administration to report to
Congress within 15 days on the plan for pro-
viding this assistance. Congress should know
what the plan is before we vote on it. We
should come back in 15 days or however long
it takes for the administration to determine the
scope and plan of this operation and who it is
that the U.S. is going to arm in Syria. It is an
abdication of our constitutional duties to vote
on a vague authorization today instead of
waiting and passing judgment on a more de-
tailed assessment on this operation and an
updated authorization for use of military force
(AUMF).

If you turned to any of my colleagues today
and asked the basic question who are the
5,000 fighters that the U.S. will train and equip
in Syria, they could not give you an answer.
Not even our intelligence agencies know who
we can trust. Before granting authorization,
Congress should at least know who it is we
are giving U.S. weapons to and what their ide-
ology and political goals are. This is a com-
plex mess of various actors, many of whom
cannot be considered trustworthy allies. The
Syrian opposition is made up of hundreds of
thousands of fighters from various factions
that are also fighting amongst each other.

In Iraq, the U.S. is looking to form an alli-
ance with a new government whose current
Prime Minister has yet to prove he will bring
Sunnis back to their proper place in an inclu-
sive society. At the moment the Iragi army
barely exists on paper. It is extremely dis-
turbing that the main Iragi force currently fight-
ing ISIL, Asaib Ahl al-hagq, is incredibly hostile
to the U.S. and was attacking our troops up to
the last day of the U.S. occupation of Iraq.

That is why it is so critical that Congress be
presented with a detailed plan of this “train
and equip” operation including who it is that
we are arming before we vote and this
amendment fails to do that.

Most importantly what we are voting on
today is a small part of President Obama’s
larger strategy to go to war with ISIL. No
President can declare war without Congres-
sional authorization. If the U.S. is going to war
with ISIL as it appears that we are, then my
colleagues need to stay here and debate and
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vote on an AUMF. It is our constitutional duty
and to leave town without a vote on the over-
all military strategy is disgraceful. The Amer-
ican people did not elect us to punt the re-
sponsibility for matters of war and peace to
the President. The purpose of an AUMF is to
lay out in detail the scope, plan, purpose, and
duration of a military operation and to provide
both classified and non-classified briefings to
Congress and allow them to debate and ex-
press their opinions on the merits of this. Ab-
sent an AUMF from Congress, we are commit-
ting ourselves to an open ended war, declared
by the President about which we have little to
no details.

Lastly, history has shown that U.S. involve-
ment in sectarian as well as civil wars raging
in the Middle East does not benefit our inter-
ests. ISIL would not exist today if it were not
for the unnecessary U.S. invasion of Iraq in
2003, which | voted against. ISIL is a regional
threat and it is time for Saudi Arabia, Turkey,
Jordan, and other so-called “partners” to step
up and fight this war themselves. They have
no incentive to do it if we keep fighting it for
them. Additionally, arming Syrian rebels could
drag the U.S. into the Syrian civil war. General
Martin Dempsey said yesterday in his testi-
mony to the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee that he would put U.S. troops on the
ground if he felt it was necessary despite the
President’s numerous statements that he
would not put boots on the ground. Already
you can hear the march to war. In fact, it is
easy to argue that continued U.S. military ac-
tions in the Middle East only create more ha-
tred directed at our nation and increase the
risk of terrorism both here and abroad.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposition
to this amendment.

There is not a member of this body who
does not share the view that the terrorist orga-
nization known as the “Islamic State in the Le-
vant” (ISIL) is a threat to the people of Iraq
and Syria. ISIL’s acts of barbarism are well
known. The question before us is whether
arming an amorphous and largely unknown
Syrian opposition is the proper response to
ISIL’s rise.

The idea of arming the Syrian opposition
has been discussed and even debated in this
body over the last several years. And until
now, Congress has rejected military involve-
ment with Syrian opposition groups because
we did not truly understand the size, composi-
tion, and intentions of the various opposition
groups, and were concerned that the unfore-
seen consequences of our involvement could
easily ruin any advantages there might be.
The fact that ISIL emerged unexpectedly out
of the Syrian fighting and surprised us with
their military success in Iraq illustrates well
America’s lack of understanding of the situa-
tion. Furthermore, just this week, the head of
the Free Syrian Army was quoted as saying if
his group received U.S. aid, he would use it
against the Assad regime, not against ISIL. As
| have pondered this question and discussed
it with experts and with citizens in New Jersey,
| have come away with more and more ques-
tions about the wisdom of the proposed action
we are debating today.

The President's proposed strategy seems
very similar to the one we have pursued in
previous conflicts: arm and train local forces in
the region and plan to turn over responsibility
for the fight to those governments. That strat-
egy failed spectacularly in Irag. Earlier this
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year, U.S. trained-and-equipped Iraqgi security
forces melted away in the face of ISIL forces.
We have been told the reason was because of
the Iragi government under former Prime Min-
ister al Maliki. With a new Iragi government in
Baghdad results would be better. That is hard-
ly a believable or a reassuring argument.

The American public was told the same
thing years ago after the South Vietnamese
generals ousted Premier Diem in late 1963. If
only we had the right leadership in Saigon,
they argued, we could win the war. In the
wake of that U.S.-sponsored coup, the political
chaos in South Vietnam only deepened, and
the Viet Cong and their North Vietnamese al-
lies benefited from and exploited the situation
to their political and military advantage, and
less than a year after Diem’s ouster President
Johnson began committing large numbers of
American ground troops to Vietnam in a vain
effort to roll back the rising tide of support for
the Viet Cong. Of course, the situation today
in Syria and Iraq is not exactly like Vietham
under Diem or Irag under Saddam, but we are
slow to learn lessons.

Proponents of this resolution argue that a
newly trained and equipped Iraqi security force
may be in the field in a few months. If history
is any guide, it is unlikely that schedule will be
met, and in any case, Administration officials
have made it clear they believe the Iraqi secu-
rity forces will require significant external help
for years in order to retake ISIS-controlled ter-
ritory in Iraq.

In Syria, the Administration now proposes to
arm an amorphous collection of Syrian opposi-
tion groups in the hopes that they can become
a viable combat force. Arming Syrian rebels
brings to mind our experience with the Afghan
mujahedeen a generation ago. Can we have
any confidence that our weapons will not be
used against us eventually? The amendment
before us explicitly acknowledges—through its
reporting requirements—that American advi-
sors may be killed by supposedly friendly Syr-
ian opposition fighters, just as American advi-
sors have been killed by Iragi and Afghan
turncoats in those nations. This amendment
also recognizes—again through its reporting
requirements—that American military aid may
be diverted to Islamic militants through Syrian
opposition traitors. If we can already see that
this proposed action will lead to dead Amer-
ican advisors and pilfered American military
aid, why are we continuing down this road?

It was telling that during his trip to the re-
gion earlier this month, Secretary of State
Kerry came up empty when he sought con-
crete military commitments from other coun-
tries—even countries directly threatened by
ISIL and its ideology. In the 1991 Persian Gulf
war to oust Saddam Hussein’s army from Ku-
wait, each of those nations contributed signifi-
cant military forces or allowed the use of their
bases for Coalition forces. If the governments
most threatened by the march of ISIL refuse
to commit combat forces against it while
American pilots are risking their lives daily in
airstrikes against ISIL in Iraq, why should we
put more American lives at risk on the ground
in Iraq and Syria? | must vote no.

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of the McKeon Amendment because | be-
lieve training and equipping moderate Syrian
rebels to fight ISIL will increase the likelihood
of success in our effort to rid the world of this
threat.

We have seen that ISIL will ruthlessly
slaughter anyone who does not adhere to their
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horrific ideology—including Muslims, Shia and
Sunni alike. ISIL, with large numbers of West-
ern fighters, is a threat not only to the Middle
East but to Europe and America as well. We
have seen their disgusting brutality with the
beheadings of two brave American journalists,
as well as others of diverse nationalities.

We must be clear about what this amend-
ment is and what it isn’t. It is not an authoriza-
tion for the use of force against ISIL in Iraq
and Syria. The Administration has stated that
it believes it already has the authority to con-
duct a military campaign against ISIL, and
they are proceeding pursuant to this authority.
| would support a reexamination of the 2001
authorization by this Congress so we can fully
debate its applicability to current threats. Thir-
teen years after its passage, it may be wise to
refine it to empower the President to go after
ISIL and other groups that pose a danger to
America. This is our constitutional duty.

But this amendment is much more limited. It
would simply authorize the training and equip-
ping of Syrians to fight ISIL. Again, it does not
authorize an American invasion of Iraq or
Syria. If it did, | would not support it. In fact,
| support this amendment precisely because |
oppose an American ground war and believe
we must eliminate the threat from ISIL without
putting thousands of American troops in
harm’s way.

| oppose another American ground war not
only because | believe that we have sacrificed
enough already in two wars in the Middle
East, although this is certainly my belief | op-
pose another American ground war primarily
because for our campaign against ISIL to
have sustained success, the combat troops
driving out ISIL need to be Iragi and Syrian,
and in particular, they need to be Sunni. We
actually defeated ISIL in their previous incar-
nation as Al Qaeda in Iraq. We were success-
ful in doing so because we built political sup-
port among Iraqi Sunnis. Unfortunately, former
Prime Minister Maliki’'s sectarianism alienated
the Sunnis, and this, combined with Bashar al-
Assad’s brutality against Sunnis in Syria, al-
lowed ISIL to emerge without really being
challenged by the moderate majority of
Sunnis, who saw them as the lesser of two
evils.

Given this reality, the best way to eliminate
the threat from ISIL is to empower moderate
Sunnis in Iraq and Syria to drive them out of
the areas they control. The development of a
nonsectarian government in Iraq is a step in
the right direction in that country, and this lim-
ited amendment is a step in the right direction
in Syria. It cannot be the only step; we must
continue to work with Sunni Arab countries so
that the Sunnis of Iraq and Syria know that
there is a much better future for them than the
destructive brutality of ISIL.

The fight against ISIL will not be short, and
it will not be easy. This should not, and will
not, be the last time this body addresses this
international challenge. Today we are asked to
take a reasoned, sensible step on the path to
ridding the world of ISIL’s scourge. It is a step
that we would be wise to take.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, | support the
McKeon Amendment to the Continuing Reso-
lution.

As a nation, we have faced many threats to
our national security over the 238 years of our
existence. But the danger presented by the Is-
lamic State may be unique in its hostility, raw
hatred, and dedication to eliminating the
United States from existence.
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Less than a week ago, we observed the an-
niversary of the devastating attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001. Then, as today, we are re-
minded of the true nature of this enemy. They
will attack at will, without provocation, and
without regard for the lives of any innocent
people who stand in their way. In fact, the
more innocent the lives they take, the better—
for their purposes.

| am pleased that President Obama has fi-
nally acknowledged the threat the Islamic
State presents to our national security. Not
content with wreaking havoc in their own cor-
ner of the Middle East, these terrorists have
conquered territory, beheaded innocent Ameri-
cans, forged allegiances with al Qaeda, threat-
ened to strike us at home, and pledged to
raise their flag over the White House. They
are a muscular and growing menace that must
be dispatched.

After our briefings on the situation in the re-
gion and the President’'s proposed strategic
outline, | will be supporting his efforts on be-
half of the nation. But | do so with some res-
ervations.

With what we know now, this is not a per-
fect plan by any means, and | trust the Presi-
dent will listen to the counsel of his military
advisers. American military strength will be
evident in powerful air strikes, but on the
ground, we will be relying on a fighting force
trained quickly by American personnel. These
are not seasoned fighters. These are just reg-
ular people—doctors, pharmacists, plumbers,
or laborers. They are not soldiers, although
very shortly we will be asking them to be.

These rookie ground forces will be entering
into what the President has called an anti-ter-
rorism operation, which is, in reality, a war.
The administration and its representatives
have been reluctant to use that word, but
when our enemies have declared war on this
country, there is no other terminology that is
appropriate. And it will be a two-front war—on
one side they will be fighting in Syria, and on
the other, in Irag. This will not be an easy
fight, and | pray that they meet with more suc-
cess than their military qualifications and ex-
perience suggests they might.

Another issue that | find troubling is that we
do not know exactly who we will be assisting.
While we trust and depend on their courage
and determination in defeating what we per-
ceive to be our common enemy, we truly do
not know what their core loyalties are. This is
a situation that will require constant moni-
toring.

The international coalition the president
says he is assembling will be key, as other
countries will be called upon to fund much of
the effort, and, we hope, ground troops.
Though the president has pledged significant
air strikes, | find it hard to believe that many
nations will be convinced to enter into the con-
flict with full commitment, while our own presi-
dent has made it clear that the United States
has firmly defined limits on what it will and will
not do. That is another concern that | have—
that the President has broadcast to the world,
and the enemy, exactly what will not be in his
war plan.

In the end, the President is the Commander
in Chief, though | believe it is right that Con-
gress vote on matters as important as this.
The bottom line for me, Mr. Speaker, is that
today we are all Americans. We are not Re-
publicans or Democrats.

Throughout our history, presidents from dif-
ferent political parties have come to Congress
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asking for our blessing for moving forward with
armed conflict. With what | know now, and
with the chance to continually examine this
endeavor, | am prepared to give my consent.

That is why, despite my reservations and
my concerns about the effectiveness of the
somewhat vague strategy the president has
outlined, | will be supporting the amendment
to the Continuing Resolution. We must present
a united front. It is vital that we show the world
that all of us, as Americans, are together in
fighting this common enemy.

Absolutely essential in gaining my support
for the amendment is the requirement that the
administration provide detailed and regular re-
ports on the effectiveness and status of the
ongoing training and equipping efforts. We
must know that what we are doing is having
the intended effect.

Mr. Speaker, this is not a perfect plan. And
| worry that moving forward in such a way can
be described as somewhat less than a full ef-
fort to defeat an evil that has pledged to exter-
minate us.

But sitting by and doing nothing was never
an option.

While we take this vote, | am reminded that
even with the most careful planning, any
armed conflict is inherently perilous for the
men and women in our military. My thoughts
and prayers go with them and their families as
they head toward danger.

| urge my colleagues to support the McKeon
Amendment.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
Defense Secretary Hagel stated, “We are at
war with ISIL.” He also said, “this will not be
an easy or brief effort.”

The current debate on the McKeon amend-
ment does not address the “war with ISIL,”
but rather solely training, arming, and sup-
porting Syrian fighters. The CIA is already
training and arming Syrian fighters in Jordan,
without congressional approval. How well has
that worked? We are not discussing that as a
body because this is a policy debate that has
been rushed. The Republican majority in the
House is determined to adjourn on Friday so
their Members can return home and campaign
for re-election.

Yes, Congress needs to pass a continuing
resolution to keep the federal government
funded and prevent another government shut-
down before the start of the new federal fiscal
year on October 1st. But, a “must pass” con-
tinuing resolution should not be the legislative
vehicle for sanctioning the training of Syrian
fighters in what is certainly to be a long war
against the Islamic State’s terrorist army.

Over and over during the debate on this
amendment we have heard how ISIL is a
threat to the United States, expanding its
reach into lrag and strengthening its hold in
Syria, while committing brutal and widespread
acts of extreme violence. All Members agree
that ISIL has grown into a vicious terrorist
army that must be stopped and destroyed.
Yet, this chamber’s response is to vote on the
McKeon amendment to train and arm Syrian
fighters, and then leave town for seven
weeks?

| have heard over and over again Repub-
lican colleagues condemning ISIL and then
going on to disparage President Obama’s ef-
forts. Based on this rhetoric it appears that be-
fore this House can become fully engaged in
authorizing a military campaign to defeat ISIL,
campaigning against our President prior to
Election Day comes first.
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Yes, the mid-term election will take place on
November 4th and many of us are on the bal-
lot. But until then, we have an obligation to do
our jobs which in this case is a matter of com-
mitting to U.S. military operations in Irag and
Syria based on an authorization that is out-
dated and demands Congressional action.

| want President Obama to conduct air-
strikes against ISIL—in Irag and in Syria if
need be. | want Iraqgi forces trained and
equipped so they are confident and competent
to take the fight on the ground to remove ISIL
from Irag. | want a broad coalition of nations
sharing intelligence, working to stop the flow
of foreign recruits into Syria, and cutting off
the financing of ISIL.

All of this should be done based on an up-
dated authorization approved by this Congress
for the use of military force against ISIL. |
voted for the 2001 authorization following the
attacks on September 11th and | opposed the
2002 authorization which took the U.S. into
Irag. But today more than half of the Members
in this House were not in Congress for those
votes. The war against ISIL is not the war
against Saddam Hussein. This Congress has
an obligation to define the scope, duration,
and oversight of what will require a significant
and long-term use of military force and re-
sources.

With regard to the McKeon amendment, |
have serious misgivings about training and
arming some thousands of Syrian fighters with
the belief that they will defeat ISIL while they
are also intent on removing the Assad regime
from power. The New York Times on Sep-
tember 11, 2014 (“U.S. Pins Hopes on Syrian
Rebels With Loyalties All Over the Map”) said
the plan to train Syrian rebels “leaves the
United States dependent on a diverse group
riven by infighting, with no shared leadership
and with hard-line Islamists as its most effec-
tive fighters.” This description of the fighting
force at the foundation of our anti-ISIL policy
leaves me profoundly disturbed.

The Government of Germany is training and
arming the Kurdish pesh merga forces in Iraq,
but refused to train the Syrian forces. They
are concerned that providing arms to the Syr-
ian rebels could end up in the hands of ISIL.
According to Germany’s ambassador to the
United States, “We can’t control the final des-
tination of these arms.”

Secretary Hagel is aware of this danger and
assured Congress yesterday that, “We will
monitor them (Syrian forces) closely to ensure
that weapons do not fall into the hands of rad-
ical elements of the opposition, ISIL, the Syr-
ian regime, or other extremist groups. There
will always be risks in a program like this, but
we believe the risks are justified.” While | re-
spect Secretary Hagel immensely, | must dis-
agree with him. The risks in this instance are
significant and out weight the prospects of
success.

The McKeon amendment’'s concept of vet-
ting focuses solely on ensuring that recruits
are not known terrorists themselves. That is
hardly a standard of conduct the U.S. should
be proud of. No one should be naive about
this, there is no mention of human rights or
international standards of conduct because
these recruits will be sent back to a war in
which they will likely be committing barbarous
acts of violence. And how is this in the interest
of U.S. national security?

Another issue that profoundly concerns me
is the porous border between Syria and Tur-
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key in which foreign fighters and recruits are
allowed to pass freely. A New York Times re-
port on September 15, 2014 in an article enti-
tled, “ISIS Draws a Steady Stream of Recruits
From Turkey”, highlights this serious problem.

ISIL has grown into a force of between
20,000 and 30,000 fighters according to pub-
lished CIA estimates and it appears their num-
bers will continue to grow, far outpacing the
modest numbers to be trained by agreeing to
this amendment. Unless Turkey, our NATO
ally, shuts off the flow of fighters and commits
to preventing the stream of new recruits from
crossing into Syria, ISIL will only grow strong-
er in numbers.

Yesterday, in testimony before a Senate
committee, General Martin Dempsey said that
if airstrikes were not effective against ISIL he
would recommend to the President the deploy-
ment of U.S. troops on the ground. Now, as
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Gen.
Dempsey has an obligation to make rec-
ommendations that will allow U.S. policy goals
to be achieved. In this case that means the
destruction of ISIL.

We should all expect that there will be some
U.S. boots on the ground in Iraq and quite
possibly Syria. Special operations forces, mili-
tary trainers, and spotters to direct air strikes
may all be required to enter the battle field at
great risk. They need our support to achieve
their missions. But a full commitment of U.S.
troops on the ground to directly engage ISIL is
unacceptable. This fight needs to be won on
the ground by Iragis and the Arab allies who
know the risk ISIL poses to the entire region.

There is no reason why Congress cannot
work with the administration, military leaders,
and intelligence experts over the coming
weeks to develop and approve the necessary
authorization for the use of military force to
demonstrate to the American people that we
are united in this fight against ISIL and there
are clear limits to our engagement in Irag and
Syria.

| want our Commander-in-Chief to have
Congress’ full support for a strategy to destroy
ISIL, but | will not write a blank check to any
president. Unfortunately, this amendment and
the decision by Republican leadership to
prioritize campaigning for re-election rather
than passing a clear authorization to take the
fight to ISIL should give the American people
great concern about the priorities of this Con-
gress.

Right now millions of people in Irag and
Syria are living under the oppressive, violent
rule of ISIL. It is in our national interest to join
the fight to stop their reign of terror. But we
need real, credible allies with military forces
willing to take on the fight, the fight on the
ground. This amendment does not require a
commitment by any other allied nations, only
desperate Syrians and U.S. taxpayers. That is
not enough to earn my support.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, this afternoon |
will cast my vote to approve the President’s
funding request to support the training and
equipping of moderate Syrian opposition
forces. | do so after long consideration, and
mindful of the difficulties of vetting such a
force during the middle of a brutal civil war.

Any decision to supply arms to combatants
must be weighed carefully; indeed, for the last
several years | have opposed arming the Syr-
ian rebels out of a concern for our ability to
properly vet such troops and the fear that
weapons we provide may end up in the wrong
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hands. Those concerns persist, but they have
been overcome by the growing menace of
ISIL and the willingness of our regional allies
to play a greater—and open—role in the sup-
port of these forces.

ISIL now controls about a third of Irag and
a like portion of Syria. It has been unsur-
passed in its brutality, committing mass execu-
tions, forced conversions, trafficking in women
and beheading its hostages—including Ameri-
cans James Foley and Steven Sotlof. If ISIL is
allowed to consolidate its territorial gains, or
expand them, it will be able to act on its stated
intention of serving as the platform for attacks
on the United States. The thousands of for-
eign fighters, including Americans, who have
flocked to join its ranks will one day attempt to
return to the west and attack us on the home-
land. The longer ISIL can draw new recruits,
the longer the United States will have to con-
front the threat that these fighters will return
home, many with visa-free travel to our
shores.

Our response must be proportionate to the
threat. It does not justify American occupation
of Irag or Syria, or the introduction of Amer-
ican ground forces—all of which are likely to
be counterproductive. It does justify the use of
American air power, intelligence, financial, dip-
lomatic and military support. And since air
power alone will not be sufficient on the battle-
field, it will necessitate the assistance of local
ground forces. In the case of Iraq, those
ground forces will be provided by the Iraqi
military and Kurdish Peshmerga. In Syria, with
rigorous vetting, training and support, the rebel
opposition may provide the raw material for a
credible military force. There is no guarantee
that the Syrian opposition can form a cohesive
fighting force, something that has thus far
eluded them, but the open support of Gulf na-
tions in housing and funding this opposition
holds the promise of consolidating regional
support behind them.

The threat posed by ISIL is an outgrowth of
the disastrously sectarian policies of the Nouri
al-Maliki regime in Baghdad and the ruthless
dictatorship of the Bashar al-Asad in Damas-
cus. Our military efforts and those of our allies
alone cannot succeed without addressing the
political fractures created by both. | applaud
the Administration for its role in urging the
Iragis to form a new and more inclusive gov-
ernment and look forward to the day when a
representative government can take shape in
neighboring Syria and this carnage can come
to an end.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of the McKeon Amendment to H.J. Res. 124.
This is a difficult decision because there are
no good options for American intervention in
Iraq and Syria. However, ISIL is a barbaric
group that poses a direct threat to our national
interests and it is our obligation to respond in
an appropriate fashion to this new threat. | be-
lieve the counterterrorism strategy laid out by
President Obama represents the best way to
combat ISIL without committing our country to
another costly, deadly ground war in the Mid-
dle East.

This amendment is not a declaration of war,
or an authorization for the use of military
force. Rather, it is a limited effort to train and
equip members of the moderate Syrian oppo-
sition who have been vetted by our govern-
ment. | am confident that the limitations and
the reporting requirements in the resolution
will ensure sufficient oversight, ensuring the
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mission does not expand beyond congres-
sional intent.

Americans are weary of war. Any efforts to
expand our role in this conflict should be
openly debated in Congress. Yet, we cannot
turn our back on the threat ISIL poses to our
allies in the region, and the humanitarian ca-
tastrophe they helped create. | will be closely
watching this mission as it unfolds to ensure
it remains limited in scope and in line with our
national interest.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to oppose
the Amendment to H.J. Res. 124, the Con-
tinuing Resolution, that supports training and
equipping the so-called Syrian Opposition.

After attending briefings on the President’s
proposal, | do not believe that this Amendment
has a reasonable chance of achieving his
goals. Worse, it could embroil America in an-
other endless war. | hate ISIL and the other
terrorist organizations that are plaguing Syria,
Iraq and eventually the U.S.; the question is
whether this Amendment will “degrade and
destroy” them, to use the President’s words. |
do not fault President Obama’s intent; | doubt
this particular Amendment will work. Most ob-
viously, it expires in 90 days, according to the
very terms of the CR. And even if, under au-
thority granted outside of this Amendment, an
air strike killed ISIL’s leader, it would not stop
ISIL.

First, remember the budgetary context of
this train-and-equip mission. Remember that
military spending cuts called “sequestration”
will last another seven years under current
law. The readiness of our military is already
threatened by these cuts. Necessary long-term
investments in future weapons systems are
being shortchanged. Until advocates of this
train-and-equip mission are willing to fully fund
the U.S. military and stop sequestration, they
have no business adding extra responsibilities.
America’s credit-card hawks must not continue
to hollow out our military while pursuing ques-
tionable foreign ventures.

Second, the Syrian Opposition is not like the
Peshmerga. It is a number of disorganized,
unreliable and shifting groups that face three
hostile armies at once within Syria itself:
Assad’s army, ISIL, and the Al-Nusra Front.
Each of these hostile armies has dem-
onstrated the ability to conduct advanced mili-
tary operations. They are years ahead of any
possible effective counter-attack by the Syrian
Opposition, unless they start fighting each
other or Assad’s entire military defects. We
are not even sure that the people we train
would remain loyal. Although the Amendment
talks about vetting Syrian Opposition forces, it
acknowledges that there will be “green-on-
blue” violence against us. The Amendment
also anticipates that some of the weapons we
supply to the Opposition will be given or sold
to ISIL.

Third, we are entering a series of civil wars.
They are notoriously difficult to stop without
years of bloodshed. The idea that U.S. Army
training, guns, and bullets will facilitate a ne-
gotiated Syrian settlement is highly implau-
sible. Another factor is the 1,400-year-old
Sunni-Shia schism, giving our Muslim allies
their own religious agendas. They make ex-
cuses for their failure to commit their own
forces in their own backyards, even when their
inaction floods their nations with refugees.
Several of these nations have large militaries
with advanced weaponry, which they refuse to
use except for very limited, anonymous air-
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strikes. They want U.S. soldiers and airmen to
do their dirty work.

Fourth, ISIL was created by wealthy Sunnis
in nations like Saudi Arabia, Qatar, and Kuwait
who wanted an attack dog, a proxy army, to
fight the Shia threat posed by lIran, Syria,
Hamas, and Hezbollah. They got more than
they bargained for: a pit bull that might turn
against its masters. Nevertheless, they are not
muzzling ISIL, or even yanking its leash. How
does ISIL continue to get its funding? Aside
from rape, pillage, kidnapping, and taxing
infidels, it is known for its slick corporate ap-
peals, even an annual report on its atrocities.
Have the Sunni nations punished ISIL’s bene-
factors, refused to purchase ISIL’s oil, or taken
other measures to cut off its funding? No. In
the case of Saudi Arabia, they offer us unused
training bases for no more than 10,000 of the
Syrian Opposition. That is far from enough.

Fifth, how many times must the U.S. try to
rebuild Muslim nations? We've tried for years,
often just inflaming them. Syria will be the
eighth Muslim nation we have tried to repair in
the last three decades: Kuwait, Bosnia,
Kosovo, Somalia, Irag, Afghanistan, and
Yemen. In most cases, we have not suc-
ceeded. The U.S. military is ill-suited for na-
tion-building. As General Bob Scales pointed
out in the Wall Street Journal recently, the
Pentagon has trouble dealing with today’s
asymmetric wars.

Sixth, ask yourself what your reaction will be
if an American airman—God forbid—is cap-
tured and beheaded on live television. Will this
Amendment, that so carefully denies author-
izing military force, suddenly become the prel-
ude to American “boots on the ground” as
Gen. Martin Dempsey has already predicted?
And who believes that our trainers and
equippers—and special forces and intelligence
officers—are not already “boots on the
ground’? The language of the Amendment is
surreal: it contains no “authorization for the in-
troduction of United States Armed Forces into
hostilities or into situations wherein hostilities
are clearly indicated by the circumstances.”
Unless our military operates entirely outside of
Syria or northern Iraq, they are in imminent
danger. And if they are training in Saudi Ara-
bia, they will be working in a nation that be-
heads more people for minor crimes than ISIL
could dream of.

Lastly, is there a better way to degrade and
destroy ISIL? Americans, with our wonderful
optimism that all problems have a quick solu-
tion, have a lot to learn about the nature of the
enemies we face. Unfortunately for us, our en-
emies do not measure action by the clock, but
by the calendar. They outwait or outlast us.
They use social media against us, to dare
America to fight or to recruit the West's dis-
affected youth with dreams of martyrdom.
They will laugh that this Amendment lasts only
90 days, particularly when other sections of
the CR extend much longer.

America needs to understand the threats we
face from radical jihadists and to fully fund ef-
fective strategies for dealing with them. Sadly,
this Amendment does neither. Therefore, | op-
pose it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the previous question
is ordered on the joint resolution, as
amended, and on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from California
(Mr. MCKEON).
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The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on adoption of the
amendment will be followed by b5-
minute votes on a motion to recommit,
if ordered; passage of H.J. Res. 124, if
ordered; and agreeing to the Speaker’s
approval of the Journal, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 273, nays
156, not voting 3, as follows:

[Roll No. 507]

YEAS—273
Bachus Delaney LaMalfa
Barber DelBene Lamborn
Barletta Denham Lance
Barr Deutch Langevin
Barrow (GA) Diaz-Balart Lankford
Bass Dingell Larsen (WA)
Beatty Ellison Latham
Becerra Ellmers Latta
Benishek Engel Levin
Bera (CA) Enyart Lipinski
Bilirakis Farenthold LoBiondo
Bishop (GA) Fattah Loebsack
Bishop (NY) Fitzpatrick Long
Bishop (UT) Fleischmann Lowey
Black Flores Lucas
Blackburn Forbes Luetkemeyer
Blumenauer Fortenberry Lujan Grisham
Boehner Foster (NM)
Bonamici Foxx Lynch
Boustany Franks (AZ) Marchant
Brady (PA) Frelinghuysen Marino
Brady (TX) Gallego Matheson
Braley (IA) Garcia McAllister
Brooks (IN) Gardner McCarthy (CA)
Brown (FL) Gerlach McCarthy (NY)
Brownley (CA) Gibbs McCaul
Buchanan Goodlatte McHenry
Bucshon Granger McIntyre
Bustos Graves (GA) McKeon
Butterfield Graves (MO) McKinley
Byrne Green, Al McMorris
Calvert Green, Gene Rodgers
Camp Griffin (AR) McNerney
Capito Griffith (VA) Meehan
Cardenas Grimm Meeks
Carney Guthrie Messer
Carson (IN) Hall Mica
Carter Hanna Miller (MI)
Cartwright Harper Miller, Gary
Cassidy Hartzler Moran
Castor (FL) Hastings (WA) Mullin
Castro (TX) Heck (WA) Murphy (FL)
Chabot Hensarling Murphy (PA)
Chaffetz Herrera Beutler Neal
Chu Higgins Noem
Clay Hinojosa Nunes
Clyburn Holding Olson
Coble Horsford Owens
Coffman Hoyer Pascrell
Cohen Hudson Paulsen
Cole Hultgren Pearce
Collins (GA) Israel Pelosi
Collins (NY) Issa Perlmutter
Conaway Jackson Lee Peters (CA)
Connolly Jenkins Peters (MI)
Conyers Johnson (GA) Peterson
Cook Johnson (OH) Pittenger
Costa Joyce Pompeo
Cotton Kaptur Price (NC)
Courtney Kelly (PA) Quigley
Cramer Kildee Rahall
Crawford Kilmer Reed
Crenshaw Kind Reichert
Crowley King (IA) Renacci
Cuellar King (NY) Rice (SC)
Culberson Kingston Richmond
Daines Kinzinger (IL) Rigell
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Roby
Davis, Rodney Kline Roe (TN)
DeGette Kuster Rogers (AL)

Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz

Aderholt
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bentivolio
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Broun (GA)
Burgess
Campbell
Capps
Capuano
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clawson (FL)
Cleaver
Cooper
Cummings
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeLauro
Dent
DeSantis
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Eshoo

Esty

Farr
Fincher
Fleming
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gosar
Gowdy
Grayson
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Harris
Hastings (FL)

Barton

Mr. RANGEL changed his vote from

Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vargas

NAYS—156

Heck (NV)
Himes
Holt
Honda
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hunter
Hurt
Jeffries
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Labrador
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lewis
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
Meadows
Meng
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Moore
Mulvaney
Nadler
Napolitano
Negrete McLeod
Neugebauer
Nolan
Nugent
O’Rourke
Palazzo
Pallone

NOT VOTING—3

DesJarlais
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uyea‘w to una‘y.a»

Messrs.

STIVERS, CONYERS,
HINOJOSA changed their vote from

“nay” t’O &4yea“ﬂ?
So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the engrossment and
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Veasey
Vela
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)

Pastor (AZ)
Payne

Perry

Petri

Pingree (ME)
Pitts

Pocan

Poe (TX)
Polis

Posey

Price (GA)
Rangel
Ribble
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Rothfus

Rush

Salmon
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Shea-Porter
Simpson
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Speier
Stockman
Stutzman
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tipton

Titus

Tonko
Tsongas

Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Weber (TX)
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wolf

Yoho

Young (IN)

Nunnelee

third reading of the joint resolution.

and

The
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The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, and
was read the third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentlewoman opposed to the joint reso-
lution?

Mrs. BUSTOS. I am opposed to it in
its current form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mrs. Bustos moves to recommit the joint
resolution H.J. Res. 124 to the Committee on
Appropriations with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith with
the following amendment:

Page 21, lines 4 and 5, strike ‘‘June 30,
2015’ and insert ‘‘September 30, 2021°.

At the end of the joint resolution (before
the short title), insert the following:

SEC. . (a) The provisions of the fol-
lowing bills of the 113th Congress are hereby
enacted into law:

(1) H.R. 3717, as introduced in the House of
Representatives on January 23, 2013 (the
Paycheck Fairness Act).

(2) H.R. 1010, as introduced in the House of
Representatives on March 6, 2013 (the Fair
Minimum Wage Act of 2013).

(3) H.R. 4582, as introduced in the House of
Representatives on May 6, 2014, except sec-
tions 3 and 4 of such bill (the Bank on Stu-
dents Emergency Loan Refinancing Act).

(b) The provisions of an Act enacted in sub-
section (a) shall be effective, notwith-
standing any other provision of such Act, as
of the date of the enactment of this joint res-
olution.

(c) The provisions of an Act enacted in sub-
section (a) shall have no force or effect after
December 11, 2014, and, effective after such
date, the provisions of law amended by such
Act shall be restored as if such Act had not
been enacted.

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this joint resolution may be used to enter
into any contract with an incorporated enti-
ty if such entity’s sealed bid or competitive
proposal shows that such entity is incor-
porated or chartered in Bermuda or the Cay-
man Islands, and such entity’s sealed bid or
competitive proposal shows that such entity
was previously incorporated in the United
States.

Mrs. BUSTOS (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to dispense with the reading, please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Illinois is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of her motion.

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, this is
the final amendment to the bill. It will
not delay or kill the bill or send it
back to committee. If adopted, the bill
will proceed immediately to final pas-
sage, as amended.

This amendment reinforces our com-
mitment to the middle class and mak-
ing sure that jobs are created right
here in America, not overseas, by tak-
ing five key steps.

First, it would extend the reauthor-
ization of the Export-Import Bank for 7
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years. Illinois companies like John
Deere and Caterpillar, as well as large
and small businesses across our coun-
try, deserve the certainty that a long-
term reauthorization would provide.

Second, it would help ensure that
employers provide equal pay for equal
work. Equal pay is not simply a wom-
en’s issue. It is an issue for all in the
middle class. With households being led
by women, equal pay will help those
families get further ahead. Boosting
women’s earnings also will increase the
purchasing power of families and will
help our economy.

Third, my amendment will make the
minimum wage a living wage. The cost
of living has skyrocketed in recent
years, but wages have remained stag-
nant. Working full time, year round at
Illinois’ $8.256 minimum wage will earn
a worker only $16,500 per year, a salary
that is below the Federal poverty line.

Raising the minimum wage would
not only lift many families out of pov-
erty, but it would also increase the
earning power of households across the
country, leading to an increase in over-
all economic activity.

Fourth, my amendment would allow
students with outstanding student loan
debt to refinance their loans at the
lower interest rates that are currently
offered to borrowers. Student loan debt
not only harms young people and pre-
vents them from reaching their per-
sonal financial potential, such as pur-
chasing a home and starting a family,
but it is deadweight, pulling down our
entire economy and preventing eco-
nomic growth.

Fifth, and finally, my amendment
would prevent government contracts
from going to companies that have
moved their operations overseas. The
government should not be giving tax-
payer dollars to companies that ship
jobs overseas and take advantage of
corporate inversions to avoid paying
their fair share.

These five commonsense elements
would strengthen the middle class and
help create jobs right here in America.
Too many families are struggling, and
enough is enough. For too long, law-
makers have been looking out for
themselves instead of looking out for
the middle class.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the mo-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky is recognized
for 5 minutes in opposition to the mo-
tion to recommit.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, this is a clean, straight-
forward continuing resolution that has
bipartisan and bicameral support. It is
our best, most clear path forward to
keep the lights on in our Federal Gov-
ernment before the fiscal year ends.

The American people rely on the Fed-
eral Government to provide certain

vital programs and services, and they
expect the Congress to come together
to ensure these programs continue.

Now, I would prefer to be standing
here, presenting a bill that finalizes
the hard work of this body to fund the
entire government for the entire fiscal
year. Unfortunately, the other body
has refused to live up to their end of
the equation.

They have yet to pass or even con-
sider a single appropriations bill
through their Chamber. Because the
Senate leaves us with no alternative,
we must replace politics with responsi-
bility and pass the CR before us.
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This motion to recommit only in-
creases the possibility of a government
shutdown, ignoring the tireless efforts
of Members on both sides of the aisle to
keep that from happening.

The motion to recommit would also
put our national security at stake.
With the addition of the McKeon
amendment, this bill now provides au-
thority to train and equip Syrian
rebels to help degrade and destroy the
terrorist organization ISIL.

Sadly, the minority is trying to hi-
jack the process at the eleventh hour.
They have reached deep into their grab
bag of partisan agenda items in an at-
tempt to attach, without fair consider-
ation, sweeping policy changes that
could place undue burdens on our econ-
omy, an effort that is designed to do
nothing but score political points.

Funding our government and defeat-
ing ISIL are of grave national impor-
tance, and they are too important to
risk over political maneuvers like this
motion.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Members to
vote ‘“no’”” on the motion and ‘‘yes’ on
final. I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 199, noes 228,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 508]

AYES—199
Barber Braley (IA) Castor (FL)
Barrow (GA) Brown (FL) Castro (TX)
Bass Brownley (CA) Chu
Beatty Bustos Cicilline
Becerra Butterfield Clark (MA)
Bera (CA) Capps Clarke (NY)
Bishop (GA) Capuano Clay
Bishop (NY) Cardenas Cleaver
Blumenauer Carney Clyburn
Bonamici Carson (IN) Cohen
Brady (PA) Cartwright Connolly
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Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)

Johnson, E. B.

Kaptur

Aderholt
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton

Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Nolan
O’Rourke
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)

NOES—228

Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
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Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Grimm
Guthrie

Hall

Hanna

Harper

Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurt

Issa

Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly

Jones

Jordan

Joyce

Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
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Long Pitts Smith (MO)
Lucas Poe (TX) Smith (NE)
Luetkemeyer Pompeo Smith (NJ)
Lummis Posey Smith (TX)
Marchant Price (GA) Southerland
Marino Reed Stewart
Massie Reichert Stivers
McAllister Renacci
McCarthy (CA)  Ribble 2232;?11 o
McCaul Rice (S0) Terry
McClintock Rigell
McHenry Roby Thompson (PA)
McKeon Roe (TN) Thornberry
McKinley Rogers (AL) Tiberi
McMorris Rogers (KY) Tipton
Rodgers Rogers (MI) Turner
Meadows Rohrabacher Upton
Meehan Rokita Valadao
Messer Rooney Wagner
Mica Ros-Lehtinen Walberg
Miller (FL) Roskam Walden
Miller (MI) Ross Walorski
Miller, Gary Rothfus Weber (TX)
Mullin Royce Webster (FL)
Mulvaney Runyan Wenstrup
Murphy (PA) Ryan (WI) Westmoreland
Neugebauer Salmon Whitfield
Noem Sanford R
Nugent Scalise gﬁiloar?tsSC)
Nunes Schock .
Olson Schweikert Wittman
Palazzo Scott, Austin Wolf
Paulsen Sensenbrenner Womack
Pearce Sessions Yoder
Perry Shimkus Yoho
Petri Shuster Young (AK)
Pittenger Simpson Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—4
Barton Nunnelee
DesJarlais Woodall

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the joint
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky.
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 319, noes 108,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 509]
AYES—319

Mr.

Aderholt Braley (IA) Castor (FL)
Amodei Brooks (AL) Castro (TX)
Bachus Brooks (IN) Chaffetz
Barber Brown (FL) Chu
Barletta Brownley (CA) Clay

Barr Buchanan Cleaver
Barrow (GA) Bucshon Clyburn
Bass Burgess Coble
Beatty Bustos Coffman
Becerra Butterfield Cohen
Benishek Byrne Cole

Bera (CA) Calvert Collins (GA)
Bilirakis Camp Collins (NY)
Bishop (GA) Campbell Conaway
Bishop (NY) Capito Connolly
Bishop (UT) Capps Conyers
Black Cardenas Cook
Blumenauer Carney Costa
Bonamici Carson (IN) Cotton
Boustany Carter Courtney
Brady (PA) Cartwright Cramer
Brady (TX) Cassidy Crawford

Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Daines

Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Rodney
DeGette
Delaney
DelBene
Denham
Dent

Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doyle

Duffy
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty
Farenthold
Farr

Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Gallego
Garcia
Gardner
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hahn

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Hudson
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Israel

Issa

Jackson Lee
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jolly

Joyce
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)

Amash
Bachmann
Bentivolio
Blackburn
Bridenstine
Broun (GA)
Capuano
Chabot
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)

Kelly (PA)
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
Latta
Levin
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Marino
Matsui
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McCollum
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Noem
Nolan
Nunes
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pittenger
Pitts
Pompeo
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Reed
Reichert
Renacci

NOES—108

Clawson (FL)
Cooper
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeLauro
DeSantis
Doggett
Duckworth
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Fincher
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Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Titus
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Fleming
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Fudge
Gabbard
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibson
Gohmert
Gosar
Gowdy

September 17, 2014

Grijalva Matheson Rothfus
Gutiérrez McClintock Salmon
Hanabusa McDermott Sanford
Harris McGovern Schrader
Hastings (FL) Meadows Schweikert
Hol, Meng Scott, Austin
Huelskamp Michaud Sensenbrenner
Huffman Miller, Gary Serrano
Hurt Miller, George Slaueht
. ghter

Jeffries Mulvaney Spei
Johnson, Sam Nadler peler
Jones Neugebauer Stockman
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So the joint resolution was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, | inadvert-
ently voted on rollcall 509, H.J. Res. 124. | in-
tended to vote “yes” on rollcall 509, H.J. Res.
124.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, which the Chair will put
de novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian
Pate, one of his secretaries.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEWART). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.
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CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
PERSONS WHO COMMIT, THREAT-
EN TO COMMIT, OR SUPPORT
TERRORISM—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 113-155)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (60 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days prior to the anniversary date of
its declaration, the President publishes
in the Federal Register and transmits to
the Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to
the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to per-
sons who commit, threaten to commit,
or support terrorism declared in Execu-
tive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001,
is to continue in effect beyond Sep-
tember 23, 2014.

The crisis constituted by the grave
acts of terrorism and threats of ter-
rorism committed by foreign terror-
ists, including the terrorist attacks on
September 11, 2001, in New York and
Pennsylvania and against the Pen-
tagon, and the continuing and imme-
diate threat of further attacks on
United States nationals or the United
States that led to the declaration of a
national emergency on September 23,
2001, has not been resolved. These ac-
tions continue to pose an unusual and
extraordinary threat to the national
security, foreign policy, and economy
of the United States. For this reason, 1
have determined that it is necessary to
continue the national emergency de-
clared in Executive Order 13224 with re-
spect to persons who commit, threaten
to commit, or support terrorism.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 17, 2014.

————
CONSTITUTION DAY

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
Constitution Day, which is celebrated
today, September 17. On this day, we
commemorate the day our Framers, 39
delegates from 12 States, signed our
Nation’s charter at the Constitutional
Convention in Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania, in 1787.

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution is
more than just a document; it is the
enduring structure of our Nation’s gov-
ernment. It is a distinctive system of
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checks and balances, separation of
powers, and protection of freedoms
that has defined and guided our Nation
since its founding.

Today we reiterate the values of free-
dom, justice, and opportunity that
have provided America with genera-
tions of prosperity. Today we honor the
Framers of our Constitution and the
principles they put forth more than 227
years ago.

Mr. Speaker, the future of our Nation
is strong if we continue to hold these
principles dear.

Happy Constitution Day.

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday, September 15, 2014, I was un-
avoidably detained attending represen-
tational activities and thus unable to
return in time for rollcall vote No. 497.

I would like the record to reflect
that, had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘aye’ on rollcall vote No. 497,
H.R. 5108, to establish the Law School
Clinic Certification Program of the
United States Patent and Trademark
Office, and for other purposes.

———

RETIREMENT OF JUDGE MICHAEL
NASH

(Mr. CARDENAS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to mark the retirement of an in-
credible man and a dear friend, Los An-
geles Superior Court Judge Michael
Nash.

As presiding judge of the juvenile
court for more than 16 years, a total of
29 years on the bench, his retirement is
a huge loss for the community and for
the Los Angeles judicial system.

During his tenure, he brought numer-
ous changes to the juvenile court: the
creation of a drug court in both delin-
quency and dependency courts, the de-
velopment of protocols to foster com-
munication and coordination between
the courts, and simple changes such as
lowering the judge’s bench so that chil-
dren in his court could better partici-
pate in the proceedings.

While I know Judge Nash will always
continue to be a champion for children
and families, I want to thank him for
his distinguished career and congratu-
late him on his well-earned retirement.

————————

CONSTITUTION DAY

(Mr. YOHO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, today we
commemorate the 227th birthday of the
Constitutional Convention and the cre-
ation of America’s most cherished doc-
ument—our Constitution. Today is
Constitution Day.

On September 17, 1787, our Founding
Fathers, 39 brave Americans, created a
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document that to this day is the foun-
dation of our country and is admired
by people around the world.

The British statesman William Glad-
stone said of our Constitution:

The American Constitution is, so far as I
can see, the most wonderful work ever
struck off at a given time by the brain and
purpose of man.

I wholeheartedly agree with this
statement. The Framers established a
new form of government that for the
first time respected the rights of the
individual. No longer would a king or
dictator rule over their citizens. The
power of the government would derive
from the consent of the governed.

Responsibility of good governance is
not just placed on the political leaders
but on the participation of those citi-
zens who have voted for them. Ben-
jamin Franklin, when asked outside of
Independence Hall by a curious woman
as to what sort of government was cre-
ated:

A republic, ma’am, if you dare keep it.

————

PREVENTING THE EPIDEMIC OF
SUICIDE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentlewoman from Ar-
izona (Ms. SINEMA) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the subject of my
Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, Sep-
tember is Suicide Prevention Month, a
time for our Nation to raise awareness
about the persistent scourge of suicide.

Tens of thousands of Americans die
each year purposefully by their own ac-
tions. They are our neighbors and our
friends, our sons and our daughters,
and too often they are the men and
women who have served our country
honorably in the United States mili-
tary. An estimated 22 veterans commit
suicide every day in our country. That
is one life lost every 65 minutes.

One year ago, we came together in
this Chamber during a special bipar-
tisan order to send a clear message
that this epidemic of veteran suicide
must end. Now, 1 year later, the fight
isn’t over and more work needs to be
done.

Tonight we demonstrate our ongoing
support for the individuals, organiza-
tions, and agencies devoted to pre-
venting the epidemic of veteran sui-
cide, and we challenge the VA, the De-
partment of Defense, and our fellow
lawmakers to do more. We are failing
in our obligation to do right by those
who have served so honorably.
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Finally, we send a message to mili-
tary families who have experienced
this tragedy: Your family’s loss is not
forgotten. We will work to stop this
epidemic. We work for the memory of
your loved ones.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend and
colleague from Florida, Representative
YOHO.

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to take a quick moment again to thank
my colleague, Representative SINEMA,
for the invitation to speak today on
the very important issue of veteran
suicide prevention. She has been a true
champion of improving access to qual-
ity care for our Nation’s veterans and
has been a leader in Congress pushing
for the real reforms to combat veteran
suicide.

By shining a light on veteran suicide
rates of approximately 22 per day, we
as a nation can start to understand the
urgency with which we need to solve
and prevent this epidemic that our vet-
erans, their families, and their friends
struggle with daily. Not coping with
the stress and anxiety early enough all
too often leads to the veterans taking
their own life.

I want to be clear: this is not an issue
that affects veterans alone; it affects
all of us.

Our government asked these soldiers
to place themselves in harm’s way, and
if when a veteran returns home they
are struggling to cope, we as a nation
must come together to ensure a strong
support system is in place. This means
we must remove the stigma associated
with seeking help. This means we must
hire more mental health professionals
and more who have served in combat
zones themselves. This means the VA
must provide after-hours services. The
VA must review its group therapy
model. There must be a review of dis-
charges that resulted from mental
health conditions, and the Department
of Defense and VA must better coordi-
nate the transition from DOD care to
VA care.

0 1745

I have spoken with veterans through-
out my district and a common theme
that emerges is that they have lost
faith in the VA. They feel abandoned
by the very system, the very country
which they fought for to preserve and
to protect the liberties and freedoms
we have the privileges of experiencing
daily.

I had a young man send me a letter
directly to my house, and I want to
share some of it. He said he had been
seeking care. He had served in the gulf
war. He was in his mid-forties, and he
had been seeking care over the course
of the last 10 years. Time and time
again his appointments had either been
canceled or rescheduled, and he had
gotten to a point where he tried to get
care and over the last 13 appointments
they were canceled or rescheduled. He
ended the letter pleading for help, and
he said that if I do not get the help and
care that I need, because I have no-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

where else to turn, that I am afraid I
am either going to hurt somebody or
myself.

We reached out to this young man,
we had him come into our office, and I
could see a troubled individual that
had given up on life and had no hope
for the future. We intervened for this
young man, we called the VA system,
and they got him in that night. Since
then, I am happy to report that the
man has called us and said it was a life-
changing experience for him and he
could only imagine what would have
happened had he not gotten interdic-
tion.

Congress and the VA are working to
solve these deficiencies so that our sol-
diers have the care they need. But it
should not take an act of Congress, or
a Congressman or -women, to intercede
on behalf of a veteran to get the care
they earned, need, and deserve. I know
myself and my colleagues will do what
is needed to fix the shortcomings of the
DOD and the VA system.

America and Americans cannot sit
idly by and bear witness to the path of
devastation and destruction left in the
wake of a veteran suicide for their fam-
ily and friends to deal with.

I thank my colleague for bringing
this very important subject to light.
We all need to work in a bipartisan
fashion to solve this. I thank my col-
league.

Ms. SINEMA. Thank you, Represent-
ative YoHO, for your leadership and, in
particular, thank you for sharing the
story of a veteran that your office
helped.

We hear countless stories from Mem-
bers of Congress in this very body of
veterans who reach out to our offices,
sometime as a last resort as they are
facing or contemplating suicide. I am
proud to say that many Members of
this body have done what it has taken
to help those individuals recover and
stay in touch.

Mr. Speaker, I would now like to
turn the time over to my colleague
from Arizona, Mr. RON BARBER, for his
remarks.

Mr. BARBER. Thank you, Congress-
woman, and thank you for bringing us
together this evening on this impor-
tant topic.

I represent 85,000 veterans in my dis-
trict, one of the largest communities of
veterans in the country. My father was
a veteran of World War II, Korea, and
Vietnam. He would be appalled if he
were alive today to see what has been
happening at the Veterans Affairs De-
partment in our State and in other
parts of the country. I am really proud
that this Congress has taken action to
address those concerns to give the Sec-
retary the authority he needs to ad-
dress those concerns.

Mr. Speaker, nearly a decade and a
half of brutal conflict overseas has
taken its toll on our men and women
who serve in the Armed Forces. I was
in Afghanistan about 3 months ago,
and I saw the conditions under which
our military operates. The stress is im-
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mense. Everywhere you go there is a
threat. Extended deployments and mul-
tiple deployments have taken their toll
on people we have sent to protect our
country and to fight the battles we
asked them to fight.

It is estimated that perhaps as many
as 500,000 veterans from Iraq and Af-
ghanistan will return home, when all is
said and done, with serious wounds, the
wounds that are signature wounds of
these conflicts: posttraumatic stress
disorder and traumatic brain injury.

Military service creates a culture
that demands that our soldiers are
tough, and the culture can also prevent
many of our servicemembers from
seeking the help they need. As a result,
they are left to face the ghosts of war
alone.

The suicide rate among our country’s
brave servicemen and -women and vet-
erans is at a frightening level. Some es-
timates have shown that as many as 22
veterans take their own lives every
day.

We must combat military and vet-
eran suicide with the same conviction
that we take on the enemy of war be-
cause it is killing our men and women
in and out of uniform. We must wage a
well-funded, well-planned campaign to
fight this heartbreaking epidemic.

I have been pushing for better access
to health care for our veterans since I
came to Congress almost 2% years ago.

One of the first bills I introduced was
the Veterans Health Access Act to en-
sure that veterans could get the men-
tal health care that they needed in
communities without having to endure
long commutes and even longer wait
times at VA facilities.

Government dysfunction cannot be
the enemy of our servicemen and vet-
erans. We must do more to cut the red
tape that has kept our veterans from
top quality mental health care. I am
pleased that the VA bill that we passed
allows the VA to contract out for serv-
ices close to where the veteran lives.
This is essential, particularly for treat-
ment of mental health issues.

Mr. Speaker, we must do more for
those who have borne the brunt of war.
We must come together—Congress, the
administration, the health care com-
munity, mental health experts—to
build upon a plan that will help our
veterans who have served this Nation
so courageously and yet may still be
suffering.

Again, I want to thank the gentle-
woman from Arizona for bringing this
to the House floor this evening. I stand
ready to work with her and all of my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
do what we can for our veterans, not
only in Arizona, but nationwide.

Ms. SINEMA. Thank you, Mr. BAR-
BER, for your commitment to sup-
porting veterans in Arizona.

Last year, I shared with you the
story of a young veteran in my dis-
trict, Sergeant Daniel Somers. Ser-
geant Somers was an Army veteran of
two tours in Iraq. Diagnosed with a
traumatic brain injury and PTSD, Ser-
geant Somers ultimately took his own
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life after struggling with the VA bu-
reaucracy and not getting the help he
needed in time.

Together with the Somers family, we
have worked to prevent veteran suicide
and improve much-needed access to
mental health care for our veterans.

We have recently developed the Clas-
sified Veterans Access to Care Act to
ensure that all veterans, including
those with classified experiences, get
immediate access to mental health
services in the appropriate care set-
ting.

The House Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee included this legislation in a
larger veterans package, and we expect
it to be on the floor before the end of
the year.

While this is an important step in
supporting our veterans, we have much
more work to do.

I would like to take a moment to
yield the floor to the gentleman from
California, Representative LAMALFA,
my friend and colleague.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you. I appre-
ciate my colleague from Arizona (Ms.
SINEMA) for your efforts on this.

When you become a Member of the
House of Representatives and you start
receiving those calls from veterans in
your district on the difficulty they
have with what they thought they were
promised by their government when
they enlisted, when they went into the
military, it really, really hits home. It
really affects your heart to see these
veterans who have struggled to at least
be heard for their claims, for their
health care, by the VA, by the treat-
ment centers.

We have to do better than that. To
see the suicide rate among veterans the
way it is, to know that they felt like
the government has turned their backs
on them, is appalling. We have to give
them the hope.

My office, I know my colleagues that
have spoken here tonight, have turned
towards helping as much as they can.
So my message, just a brief message,
for our veterans out there: Do not give
up. Know that we are trying to reform
the VA system, trying to reform
through the measures that have been
brought up the way the VA treats and
gets the help for veterans who have
served us.

They made a promise to us. We need
to keep the promise to them. For them
to go feeling hopeless and that nobody
cares about them, that they can’t get
treatment, is one of the biggest shames
we could have as a country. We have
asked them to do a lot. We will con-
tinue to do so in the future. We need to
be prepared to take care of them prop-
erly, if they need it, when they come
home.

I appreciate, again, you having this
time here tonight, Ms. SINEMA, here in
the House to put a spotlight on this as
you have. What I have tried to do in
my office and the hard work by my
own staff is to have our veterans be
treated respectfully but also feel hope-
ful that someone hears their message,
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hears their plea, and then will address
their needs timely and respectfully.
They should not be homeless, they
should not feel to the point of hopeless-
ness that suicide is an alternative for
them.

Thank you, Ms. SINEMA.

Ms. SINEMA. Thank you, Represent-
ative LAMALFA, for your commitment
to veterans. Your comment and your
message to veterans of don’t give up is
one that I think we must all repeat
every day, not just in words, but in our
actions as Members of Congress to con-
tinue to reform the VA system and
send a clear message to veterans that
we won’t give up either in reforming
the system and taking care of them.

Earlier this evening, I shared the
story of Sergeant Daniel Somers. The
VA failed Sergeant Somers. We have
since learned that the VA has failed
thousands of other veterans through
gross mismanagement and delays in ac-
cess to care.

Veterans at the Phoenix VA and VA
facilities across the country were
placed on secret lists and had to wait
months before seeing a doctor.

The Department of Veterans Affairs
Office of Inspector General’s final re-
port on the Phoenix VA Health Care
System, which was released last
month, confirms that the Phoenix VA,
housed in my district, left 3,500 vet-
erans at risk of never receiving care.
Additionally, 1,400 veterans on the offi-
cial electronic waiting list were left
waiting for unacceptably long periods
of care. At least 20 veterans who failed
to receive timely or appropriate care
passed away.

Mr. Speaker, this is immoral, un-
American, and it puts our veterans at
risk. But in Arizona, we are not idly
waiting for Washington to take action,
we are taking action ourselves.

In Phoenix, we have established a
working group of community pro-
viders, veterans service organizations,
and the local VA to work together to
improve access to services. We also re-
cently cohosted our first Veterans
First Clinic, which brought together
community providers, the Phoenix VA,
and over 20 veteran-serving organiza-
tions to help veterans in a variety of
ways. Approximately 400 veterans and
their families attended and got the
care that they earned and that they de-
serve.

These are examples of the good that
results when we set aside partisanship
and focus instead on putting veterans
first to help meet their needs.

Mr. Speaker, I want to share a story
from my district. Last month, a local
veteran, Peter, came to our district of-
fice. He came to ask for help with his
claims and for help navigating the VA.

After meeting with my social work
staff for 2 hours, Peter told one of my
caseworkers that he had thoughts of
suicide and he had the ability to carry
out those thoughts. In fact, he said, the
only thing keeping him from doing so
was his daughters.

Our office met with Peter for an addi-
tional 2 hours, listening to him share
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his feelings and focusing on solutions
and next steps. We shared with him our
veterans resource guide, which let him
know about available community pro-
grams and organizations dedicated to
supporting veterans with services that
range from mental health treatment to
financial assistance.

Peter told us he had no idea there
were SO many organizations that sup-
port local veterans, and he left our of-
fice that day feeling better than when
he had arrived.

Mr. Speaker, I spoke with him per-
sonally just a few days later. He told
me he had never heard of an office that
would respond and care about his suici-
dal ideation, his depression, and his
needs. I am grateful that Peter came to
our office. I am even more grateful
that we were able to help him.

Since meeting with Peter and other
veterans in our district, we have re-
leased a veterans resource guide for the
Ninth Congressional District in Ari-
zona, a comprehensive 27-page docu-
ment that provides local veterans with
detailed information about community
resources that are available to them.
We hope that this resource guide will
be replicated in districts across the
country.

O 1800

Mr. Speaker, the issue of veteran sui-
cide and the systemic problems in the
VA system require a substantial local
and national effort. My colleagues here
today believe, as I believe, that no one
who comes home after serving our
country should ever feel like he or she
has nowhere to turn.

In response to the VA crisis, Con-
gress recently passed and the President
signed into law the Veterans Access to
Care Through Choice, Accountability,
and Transparency Act. This legislation
makes needed reforms to the VA health
care system and will ensure that Ari-
zona veterans get access to the care
that they have earned.

The Veterans Access to Care Through
Choice, Accountability, and Trans-
parency Act builds on our work to ad-
dress the crisis in Phoenix by allowing
veterans who have been waiting for
medical care for more than 30 days to
receive care from non-VA doctors.

It authorizes the VA to fire senior
managers who knew about these cover-
ups across the country. It reviews
scheduling systems and technology so
that fewer veterans slip through the
cracks when seeking care.

It provides resources for more physi-
cians and medical staff to work in VA
hospitals around the country; also, it
creates an independent commission to
investigate the Veterans Administra-
tion to find out what went wrong and
evaluate access to care throughout the
VA health care system.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation was an
important step forward, but more ac-
tion is required. The first step is
speedy and effective implementation of
this important bill. I urge the VA and
agencies locally who are working with
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the VA to speed the implementation of
this important legislation and show a
change of culture at the VA. We all be-
lieve that veterans deserve the best
possible care.

Carl McLaughlin, a 38-year-old Army
veteran, committed suicide on Decem-
ber 19, 2013. He had been stationed in
Bosnia, and he was released from the
Army on a medical discharge in 2004.

Starting in 2006, Carl was treated at
the Phoenix VA, but, as time went on,
it became increasingly difficult for
Carl to see his doctor. According to
Carl’s mother, Terry, at the time of his
death, Carl was waiting to hear back
from the Phoenix VA to have his medi-
cations adjusted and to see his doctor.

Carl suffered from recurring pain
caused by shoulder injury, severe hear-
ing loss, depression, and posttraumatic
stress disorder. His depression wors-
ened over time.

Terry, Carl’s mom, told us:

The last time I saw Carl was a few days be-
fore his death. He looked really depressed,
and I asked him if he had a doctor’s appoint-
ment scheduled because I know he had been
waiting over 4 weeks for a call back from the
doctor’s office. He said, no, he was still wait-
ng.

Ig-;Ie called them the next day, six times, and
left three messages. He was put on hold and
hung up on the other three times. This prob-
lem of calling and being hung up on and not
getting calls back had been going on for over
1to 2 years.

Terry asked us to share her son’s
story in the hope that his tragedy
doesn’t happen to another family.

Recently, I cosponsored legislation
called the Clay Hunt Suicide Preven-
tion for American Veterans Act. This
bill reviews mental health staffing re-
quirements and increases the ability of
the VA to recruit and train psychia-
trists. Congress should pass this legis-
lation this year to make it easy for
veterans like Carl to see a behavioral
health specialist.

Mr. Speaker and Members, I want to
thank my colleagues who joined me
this evening. Our thoughts are with the
families who have lost a loved one.
Each of us can do something to raise
awareness, to be that light for a strug-
gling veteran in our community.

Businesses can display signs to let
veterans know that help is always
available to them. Mental health pro-
fessionals can volunteer with organiza-
tions like Give an Hour to provide free
counseling to veterans, their family
members, and active duty members and
their families.

We can all learn to recognize the
signs of crisis by visiting
veteranscrisisline.net and then reach-
ing out to the veterans in our lives.

Here in Congress, we can do more. We
need a VA that provides real and mean-
ingful help to veterans in need and that
puts veterans first and works aggres-
sively with community providers to
improve the quality and accessibility
of care. We need a VA that is trans-
parent and open to restore the trust
and credibility it has lost.

We who enjoy our freedom every day,
thanks to the sacrifices of our military
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servicemembers, must all step up to
end the epidemic of veteran suicide.
I yield back the balance of my time.

————
LET’S END VETERAN SUICIDE

(Mr. GALLEGO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, few
things we do here are more important
than taking care of the men and
women who have fought to protect our
Nation. Doing something about the
issue of suicide is incredibly impor-
tant.

Not so very long ago, I had the oppor-
tunity to talk to a person that I had
known for a very long time who I had
met while serving in the legislature
and who told me that his son, who was
a veteran, had come back and was
doing fine; yet, one day, he got the
phone call that his son had committed
suicide. No family should go through
that.

Here in the Congress, we have an op-
portunity to do something about that.
It is my hope that Congress, working
in a bipartisan fashion, can work to-
gether to do something about this
problem and to take better care across
the board of the men and women who
have fought every day, day in and day
out, to serve our country.

—————
ISLAMIC JIHAD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentlewoman from
Minnesota (Mrs. BACHMANN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the majority leader.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ex-
pect that, shortly, a colleague will be
here that I will hand off to for a few
minutes to deal with several house-
keeping issues, but, for the moment
that I have, I want to focus on an issue
that has gained the attention—as well
it should—of the American people.

The number one duty of government,
Mr. Speaker, is to secure the safety
and the security of the American peo-
ple. That is why we have a government.
That is why we exist. It is the reason
why countries enjoy sovereignty and
declare themselves sovereign nations.

That means they are a separate polit-
ical unit, and they exist for the pur-
pose of preserving the safety and secu-
rity of their people. That is our duty,
and that is our government.

It seems, Mr. Speaker, throughout
each generation that somehow, some
way, there is a force that comes
against a nation. In different eras, we
have had different foes that the United
States has had to contend with, begin-
ning at our founding, when the United
States of America, through our Dec-
laration of Independence and through
our Constitution, on this, our Constitu-
tion Day—and, by the way, we say
happy Constitution Day to all Ameri-
cans. We are very proud of our United
States Constitution.
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Contained within the Constitution is
the admonition to the President, to the
Congress, to the Supreme Court, again,
to ensure that, in our founding docu-
ment, we understand that it is the duty
of the government to secure the safety
and the security of the American peo-
ple.

What led up to the writing of the
Declaration of Independence and to the
American Revolution and, ultimately,
to America’s founding document with
the United States Constitution was a
reaction of the colonists against a
great totalitarian oppression that was
coming against the United States.
That was from the British motherland
of which the United States was a col-
ony of.

We pushed back against that oppres-
sion for many and sundry reasons,
some of which were taxation, others
were the taking away the rights of
American citizens, whether it was forc-
ing American citizens to take soldiers
into their homes or taking away their
rights as free men under the Magna
Carta.

The American people rose up, and
they said, “We want to have freedom.”
They threw off the chains of the totali-
tarianism of the day, the British Em-
pire.

Going further into the future with
the War of 1812, again, the United
States was pushed into a conflict with
the British, and, again, we had to
throw off that enemy. Again, we saw
our own house come apart in the time
of the Civil War. There was also the
Spanish-American War.

The United States was engaged in a
great totalitarianism in 1917 with
World War I and, again, in World War
II. There was a conflict in the totali-
tarianism of our day. It was an evil
known as Communism, both from the
Soviet threat and also from Nazism.

The United States came together as a
Nation. We threw off the yoke of the
oppressor, of the totalitarianism of our
day—in other words, a regime that had
an idea that it wanted to conquer the
world with its evil and immoral philos-
ophy, whether it was Communism or
whether it was Nazism.

It seems, Mr. Speaker, that every
generation is confronted by a great
evil, and the moral questions of the
day are related to that evil. The evil,
Mr. Speaker, that we are dealing with
today is something known as Islamic
jihad.

Its face is ugly. Its face has reared
not only just in recent decades and just
the last few months of this summer,
but Islamic jihad is something that has
been around as long as the inception of
Islam itself.

The regime of jihad has been de-
feated, summarily, time and time
again throughout history, but it was
defeated through military might, it
wasn’t defeated through diplomacy,
and defeated it was.

It was defeated at Tours; it was de-
feated at the battle of the gates of Vi-
enna; it was defeated again with the
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collapse of the Ottoman Empire in the
1920s; but it was defeated militarily. It
was an idea that had grisly con-
sequences. Those consequences were
ones that led to bloodshed and suf-
fering and misery for thousands of peo-
ple across the world. Today is no dif-
ferent.

Today, we see the same level of
bloodshed across the world. That blood-
shed is coming to us, again, at the tip
of the sword. This summer, it is known
as the Islamic State. Some people
know it as ISIS. Some people know it
by the name ISIL. The President uses
the term ““ISIL.”

This organization is just a continu-
ation of al Qaeda—and a continuation
of something even greater than al
Qaeda—and that is the concept known
as Islamic jihad.

Baghdadi, the head of the Islamic
State, initially called them ISIS,
which means the Islamic State of Iraq
and al-Sham, or Syria.

[ 1815

That was the territory that Baghdadi
was seeking to conquer. He did, in fact,
conquer much of that territory.

Then he changed the name of his or-
ganization to ISIL, the Islamic State
in the Levant. The Levant is a geo-
graphical area that is greater than
Syria and Iraq. It would comprise
much of eastern Turkey, Israel, Gaza,
Lebanon, and so forth, the greater
area, if you will, of the central Medi-
terranean area.

After that, the Islamic State issued
yet another press release with yet an-
other name change. And in the course
of that name change, the Islamic State
decided to drop the IS and the IL, and
now they are known simply as the Is-
lamic State.

That is because the ambitions, Mr.
Speaker, of Baghdadi and the Islamic
State are far grander than just Iraq or
just Syria or just eastern Turkey or
Israel or Lebanon or Jordan or Gaza—
far bigger.

The Islamic State, you see, Mr.
Speaker, encompasses the entire globe,
the planet Earth. Every part of this
Earth, you see, Mr. Speaker, is what is
intended. It is the ultimate in totali-
tarianism—what the Communists
planned for, which was for control of
the world under the umbrella of com-
munism, and saw themselves ulti-
mately defeated militarily; and again,
what the Nazis saw, Mr. Speaker, as
control of the world, national socialism
through the Nazi Party movement and,
ultimately, were defeated militarily.

So too, Mr. Speaker, the Islamic
State sees their evil, violent, cruel,
bloody philosophy also would encom-
pass the Earth. That would include the
United States of America. That would
include, obviously, our great ally
Israel. It would encompass all of North
America. It would also cover the Asian
nations. The entire world now, Mr.
Speaker, is at threat from this totali-
tarianism.

And often it is said, never despise
small beginnings. It is breathtaking,
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Mr. Speaker, what we have seen accom-
plished by the Islamic State. The lead-
er, again, is a man named Baghdadi.

Baghdadi was a part of the franchise
known as al Qaeda in Iraq. Al Qaeda
began—we know about Osama bin
Laden. Well, an affiliate of Osama bin
Laden was the man named Baghdadi,
who is the current head of the Islamic
State.

Baghdadi, when he was a part of the
franchise, al Qaeda in Iraq, was number
three. We were able to target and kill
number one and number two in the
power structure in Iraq. That left
Baghdadi as the next in command.

Baghdadi decided not only did he
want to be the leader of al Qaeda in
Iraq, he wanted so much more. But,
you see, Baghdadi was waylaid for a pe-
riod of time in his life. Why? Because
Baghdadi was captured by the United
States. He was found to be a terrorist.
He was held in detention in Camp Baka
in Iraq.

So we had him, the leader of the Is-
lamic State, the organization respon-
sible for the beheadings of Americans,
the American photojournalist James
Foley and the American photo-
journalist James Sotloff and, this Sat-
urday, the beheading of another British
journalist. Baghdadi is responsible for
all of that and so much more.

Baghdadi was responsible for order-
ing the murdering of literally hundreds
and thousands of individuals in Iraq.
We saw Baghdadi line up hundreds of
soldiers in Iraq, Iraqi soldiers, and they
were brutally and mercilessly mur-
dered, being shot in the back.

We also saw additional beheadings
occur, and we saw also as they chased
the Yazidis up Mount Sinjar. We also
heard the horrific tales of how the mer-
ciless Islamic State literally stooped so
low that they buried alive women and
children in graves in August.

Mr. Speaker, I despise being as
graphic as I am, but we must be face-
to-face with the facts that we are fac-
ing. This is an evil regime. It is an evil
philosophy with an evil goal. They are
as equally committed to Kkilling Jews
as they are committed to killing Chris-
tians as they are committed to Kkilling
any Muslim who doesn’t agree with
their sick, failed philosophy.

The other thing we need to recognize,
Mr. Speaker, is that this has a reli-
gious motivation, not because I say so,
but because Baghdadi and the terror-
ists of the Islamic State say so. Their
motivation is their religion. They say
it is Islam that drives them to do what
they are doing.

That is why it is perplexing, Mr.
Speaker, that a week ago the President
of the United States said in a televised
address that Islam has nothing to do
with the Islamic State. He said there
are two fallacies of the Islamic State.
Number one, he said, it is not Islam.

Well, Mr. President, you may not
think it is Islam, but ask the leaders of
Islamic jihad what they think it is.
They say forthrightly and boldly, with
everything that is within them, that
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their motivation for beheading individ-
uals, for burying women and children
alive, for establishing a global power to
enforce their sick, religious ideas upon
the world is based upon their religion
of Islam.

That is their reasoning, Mr. Speaker,
out of their mouths. And I believe that
it is prudent and wise to listen to the
enemy, to find out what their motiva-
tions are.

We look no further than the mad,
evil, maniacal leader of the Nazi Party,
as he was rising in the 1930s, when he
wrote his book called ‘‘Mein Kampf.”
In his book, ‘“Mein Kampf,”” he wrote
his detailed plan. You see, he wasn’t
being secret, Mr. Speaker, about the
evil that he wanted to bring against
the Jewish people. He was very forth-
right. The same can be said, Mr. Speak-
er, of Baghdadi, who is the head of the
evil regime and ideology known as the
Islamic State. Baghdadi.

As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, this
is what the leader of the Islamic State
had to say. This is in January, and he
said this to the United States, and I
quote. In a speech in January of this
year, Baghdadi said to the United
States: ‘“‘Soon we will be in direct con-
frontation. So watch out for us for we
are with you, watching.”

I repeat: ‘“Soon we will be in direct
confrontation,”” meaning with the
United States. ‘“‘So watch out for us for
we are with you, watching.”

That tells me, Mr. Speaker, that
Baghdadi and the Islamic State don’t
intend to confine their bloodletting
just in Iraq and Syria or in Jordan or
Lebanon. Their designs are for the
United States as well.

We have been told and we have read
that there is an enormous amount of
so-called chatter through the social
media by members of the Islamic State
and those who promote Islamic jihad to
enter into the United States and to
bring about atrocities here within the
confines of our American sovereign
soil.

You see, our sovereign soil has been
invaded. Our sovereign soil was invaded
at Benghazi. Our U.S. consulate in
Benghazi when Ambassador Chris Ste-
vens lost his life was U.S. soil. Islamic
jihadists entered our sovereign soil and
killed our U.S. Ambassador on that
sovereign soil.

Just within a month or so ago, Is-
lamic jihadists again took over the air-
port in Baghdad, and again we saw an
embassy in Libya, in Tripoli, aban-
doned. So United States personnel were
forced to flee the United States Em-
bassy in Tripoli and leave and gain es-
cape through Tunisia.

It is really quite sobering when you
think of the advances of Islamic jihad
in the region. And that is why I don’t
understand, Mr. Speaker, I don’t under-
stand the thinking of the President
when it is coming against this evil. I
don’t understand it because, you see,
the Islamic State has not only declared
their intention, they have declared
that they are at war with the United
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States. They have declared they are at
war. They have declared that they are
a caliphate. They are a government.
They are an Islamic government.

They have a leader in Baghdadi. They
have already conquered territory,
about half of Iraq, about half of Syria,
which they control, also other parts of
the Middle East as well. They also con-
trol parts of northern Lebanon.

They have made absolutely breath-
taking strides in their short tenure of
advancement. So they have land. They
have a name. They have a leader. They
have a government. It is known as
shari’a law. That is Islamic law. That
is their law of the land.

They also have an administration.
They have a Shura Council, and they
have an administration. They already
have a line of hierarchy and an organi-
zational flowchart of how they are
going to run the Islamic State.

They have an army. Twelve thou-
sand, presumably, are in the Islamic
State Army, and brutal they are—be-
headings, women raped, men beheaded,
innocent children shot in the head. It
is absolutely devastating.

We see Christians have been chased
out of the Middle East region. The
numbers are so dramatic, Mr. Speaker,
of Christians that have had to flee Iraq,
Christians in Mosul that have lived
safely there. The ancient town of
Nineveh, which Jonah went to preach
in Nineveh, and that town is Mosul,
Christians have been in Mosul since the
time of Christ, 2,000 years. Mosul no
longer has Christians. They were
chased out of that city.

The Christians have been chased re-
peatedly out of Iraq. They are being
chased out of the Baghdad area. They
have been chased certainly out of
northern Iraq and western Iraq, as
Jews were chased out long ago.

Now, in Syria, we hear the horrific
stories of Christians who have been
killed and murdered and beheaded sim-
ply because they name the name of
Jesus Christ. Jews have been slaugh-
tered and beheaded simply because
they name the name of their God.

Is there any greater intolerance, Mr.
Speaker than the intolerance that has
been shown repeatedly, brutally, le-
thally, by the Islamic State against
Jews and Christians, and, yes, Muslims
whom they disagree with.

It is a very sobering time. And so,
quite rightly, our President, a week
ago in his remarks, called upon the
Congress to help him do something.
The President gave his strategy. I lis-
tened with open ears to the President’s
strategy, and it was very curious to me
because the President of the United
States developed a strategy that con-
sists of items that the United States is
already doing. There was nothing new
here.

The President called for an increase
of 475 advisers to go into Iraq. The
President said there wouldn’t be any
boots on the ground, of soldiers’ boots.

He did not say that we are at war.
Even though the Islamic State has de-
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clared war against the United States,
the President did not say that the
United States was going to war.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, something like
7 weeks ago, in the midst of the rise of
the Islamic State in Iraq, with the hor-
rific, breathtaking advances and mur-
ders, the President of the TUnited
States said that he wanted the Con-
gress to withdraw the AUMF, which is
the authorization of military force for
the United States to be in Iraq.

It was really an unthinkable, bizarre
request that this Congress received
from the President. Would you please
withdraw, the President said, my abil-
ity to be able to bring about military
force in Iraq?

From my perspective, either the
President and his advisers were incred-
ibly shortsighted about this breath-
taking rise of the Islamic State which,
by the way, didn’t just occur in the last
3 or 4 months. I am privileged to serve
on the Intelligence Committee in the
House of Representatives. We have
watched, Mr. Speaker, literally, for the
last several years, the rise of the Is-
lamic State. We saw this coming.

That information presumably was
available to the President of the
United States as well. He knew they
were on the rise. There has always been
the Islamic jihad in the Middle East,
but it has been at a different tempo. It
has been on the rise.

Baghdadi, who is in his early to mid-
forties, who is a very well-educated
man with a doctorate degree, who lit-
erally has decades of veteran senior-
level experience in al Qaeda, declaring
war against the United States, lit-
erally, for decades, put himself in the
position of being the top man at the
very top of the hierarchy, the top of
the line of the chain of command of the
Islamic State.

O 1830

Baghdadi knew what he needed to
have. He needed to be financially self-
sustaining. To do that, he ordered the
robbing of banks, particularly begin-
ning in northern Iraq. Some reports es-
timate that the Islamic State had sto-
len as much as over $400 million. We
don’t know the exact amount, but we
do know that Baghdadi was deter-
mined, and he intended to advance. He
knew he couldn’t feed an army unless
he had money to do so, and so he
robbed it from the banks to begin his
army.

Then he began to build that army by
opening up prison doors and having
prison breaks and bringing terrorists
who had been jailed out of the prisons
to join his band. So he had an army of
terrorists, and he trained them even
further, and he paid them with money
that he stole from banks.

Then Baghdadi did something very
strategic. He decided to steal oil fields,
and he stole those oil fields in northern
Iraq, very productive oil fields. One es-
timate says that one of the oil fields is
worth about 10 billion barrels of oil.
Whether or not that is true, that is one
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of the accounts that I have read. If
that is true, it would be equal to about
the value of the Bakken oil field, which
has proven to be extremely productive
and very lucrative in North Dakota
here in the United States. Baghdadi is
selling oil on the black market today
to finance his terrorism, oil fields that
he stole from northern Iraq and in the
Kurdistan area.

He didn’t stop there. He knew, to be
viable, he also had to have refined en-
ergy products. So what did he do?

Baghdadi then stole and secured an
oil refinery so that he could have oil
products in order to have energy to run
his army and also to be able to provide
for the people under his protectorate. A
‘“‘protectorate’ is a very generous way
of saying ‘‘dictatorship” in his caliph-
ate. You see, he is the head guy. He is
the caliph in his new self-described Is-
lamic State, the caliphate.

You see, Mr. Speaker, he figured out
how to finance himself. He took over
electrical grids in Iraq and in Syria so
that he could be the one who supplies
the electricity to the people so that the
people would be beholden to him. He
put his people in charge of roads and
supply lines. Baghdadi also took over a
gas field in central Syria. That gas
field also could be used to sell the gas
for productivity or to deny that gas to
Assad or to anyone he considered his
enemy. You see, Baghdadi was stra-
tegic.

In August, I had the ability and the
privilege to go over and visit both Tur-
key and Jordan and to meet with lead-
ership there on the issue of ISIS, and,
while I was there, it was stunning.
There was a public display in Jordan of
well over 15,000 who were protesting
against Israel and in favor of the Mus-
lim Brotherhood and the foreign ter-
rorist-designated organization known
as Hamas. There was also a reported
demonstration of 7,000 Jordanians who
were protesting in favor of the Islamic
State. So there is pressure on Jordan—
pressure within and pressure from
without.

The Islamic State now controls
checkpoints, so much so that there is,
effectively, no longer a border between
Iraq and Syria. That has been erased.
Now Iraq and Syria have been joined to
one another under the control and the
authority of the Islamic State. They
control checkpoints not only on Leb-
anon but also Israel.

It was horrifying to read that the Is-
lamic State had joined up with the
Free Syrian Army, the army that the
United States has been involved with
in the so-called ‘‘vetting’’ of moderates
and in the training and equipping to
fight against the Islamic State.

The Free Syrian Army reports say
they had actually joined up with other
Islamic jihadists, known as the Jabhat
al-Nusra Front, and they took over the
checkpoint that controls the area of
the Golan Heights leading into Israel.
There were upwards of 20 to 40 different
U.N. peacekeepers at that checkpoint,
and that checkpoint was taken over 200
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yards from Israel, as if Israel didn’t
have enough to deal with in the ter-
rorist organization known as
Hezbollah, which is an Iranian proxy
on her north, and from Russian influ-
ence as well coming through Hezbollah.
Israel has had to suffer with indignities
from Assad, from Syria, as well as from
the Muslim Brotherhood franchise
known as Hamas in Gaza.

It has been an extremely difficult
summer. I met with refugees while I
was in the Middle East region, people
who were just peaceful, freedom-loving
people just wanting to live their lives
and raise their families and love people
and worship their god. They were up-
rooted over this summer and late
spring by Islamic jihad, both in Iraq.
As for one woman I spoke to, she and
her family were uprooted from their
home in Iraq. They had to flee their
home and abandon everything they
owned and flee to Syria. Once they
were in Syria, there was a rise of the
Islamic jihad in Syria. They had to flee
Syria and make their way to Turkey.
When I spoke with her, she was on the
southern border of Turkey, and she was
hoping that she would have the ability,
with her family, to move to the United
States of America. She was going to go
for yet one more final interview at the
end of September, and she was hoping
that her family would have that chance
to come and live in freedom.

That is our wish, Mr. Speaker, for all
men. We want all men to have the dig-
nity of living in peace. It is why we
honor the American Constitution
today on Constitution Day. You see,
this Constitution and this country
mean something for the rest of the
world. We think that the norms and
the peacefulness that we enjoy and the
prosperity that you see here in the
United States must be somewhat nor-
mative across the world. We think,
well, we have it, really, probably the
best, but sometimes we don’t recog-
nize, really, how great we do have it. It
isn’t by accident—it is by design—and
it came at a great cost and at a great
sacrifice because our Founders recog-
nized these ideals:

Number one, that all men are created
equal and that we are endowed by our
Creator with certain unalienable
rights, rights that aren’t given by gov-
ernment, rights that are only given by
God: the right to life, to our liberty—
our freedom—and to the pursuit of hap-
piness, which means we have the privi-
lege to work, and, once we work, we
get to keep the fruit of our own labors.

What a Dbrilliant concept. Where
across the world do people have the
right to 1life? Certainly not in Iraq
today. Certainly not in Syria today.
They don’t enjoy the unfettered access
to their right to life, because their life
is imperiled by the Islamic State,
which says to them: Under pain of
death, you convert to Islam, or we kill
you. You convert to Islam, or you pay
us a tax. You convert to Islam, or you
have to abandon everything you know
and get as far away from us as you pos-
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sibly can in the short term because we
are coming after you in the long term.

Is that life? That is no life at all. But
here in the United States, our Found-
ers wisely understood that all of hu-
manity’s happiness springs from the
right to life.

Number two, liberty, freedom. That
is the hallmark and the emblem of the
United States of America. If there is
any ideal and any value, Mr. Speaker,
that our Constitution champions it is
this: it is liberty—freedom—from an
oppressive government that would
force its will on an individual human’s
life, because the Holy Scriptures teach
that life is precious. We are but a flow-
er that quickly fades. We are but a puff
of smoke, the Old Testament teaches in
the Proverbs. Therefore, this life that
God has given to us, that He has
breathed into every human being, as
He created every human being in His
image and His likeness, this is it. This
is no dress rehearsal. This is the main
event.

Our Founders wisely understood that
it is for freedom that we have been set
free so that we can then aspire to do
whatever it is that we choose to do, the
way that we take our finger and write
the poetry of each of our lives.

Then, in the Declaration of Independ-
ence, our Founders rightly said,
through the pen of Thomas Jefferson’s,
that we are also endowed by our Cre-
ator—again, not by a government, not
by any government. Only a God who
created us, gave us the unalienable
right to pursue happiness, which means
we can pursue whatever employment,
whatever labor that we so desire, and
then we have the right, the unfettered
right, to keep the fruit of our labor—to
build a home, to marry, to start a fam-
ily, to be able to go out and further and
help our community. Oh, what a Na-
tion we have today, Mr. Speaker, the
economic powerhouse of the world, the
military engine of the world. This is
such a great and wonderful gift that
was given to us.

That is why it is right and fitting and
proper for us to honor and recognize
this Constitution Day. I am so grateful
and so honored and privileged that we
can do exactly that and honor that
day. That is why we have to stand for
this liberty, something that people in
other countries cannot do.

We must therefore observe, and it is
why we have to make sure, when there
is a great totalitarianism like the Is-
lamic State, which has declared war
against the United States, we have a
decision to make. Anyone can declare
war on you. It is another thing to bring
about warlike acts against you in an
attempt to defeat you. That is exactly
what the Islamic State has done. That
is exactly what they have stated their
intention is. I believe, if there is any-
thing, Mr. Speaker, that history has
taught us it is this: when a madman
speaks, we should listen. Baghdadi,
most certainly, is rational from his
point of view, but his ideas are mad,
and, even further, they are immoral
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and they are evil to deprive life, lib-
erty, and happiness to people.

If I could just pause and ask the
Speaker if there is a time limitation
that we are looking at. How much time
remains?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Minnesota has 27 min-
utes remaining.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I appreciate that
update.

Mr. Speaker, we look at the threats
that the United States is looking at
from the Islamic State: the fact that
they have declared war against the
United States; the fact that they have
already killed intentionally, in a cruel
and barbaric manner, American citi-
zens; the fact that they are recruiting
American citizens to come and join
them in their evil deed; the fact that
American citizens have left the Islamic
State as terrorists under the creed of
the Islamic State. Their creed says
that those who join the Islamic State
abandon any allegiance to any other
government, including the American
Government. They then become part of
the Islamic State, and their duty and
allegiance is to the Islamic State. Once
they leave the Islamic State and return
to the United States, then they have
the ability to come in and be terrorists
in the United States. This is nonsen-
sical to me.

You see, Mr. Speaker, earlier this
summer, I asked the FBI for a classi-
fied briefing. I did so because my home
State of Minnesota has a tragic, very
unfortunate, nexus to terrorism. We
have the distinction of having the only
convicted terrorist of 9/11 being from
the State of Minnesota. His name is
Moussaoui.

We also have a high number of Min-
nesotans who left Minnesota and aban-
doned the United States to go and fight
on behalf of another al Qaeda organiza-
tion, known as al-Shabaab. That is an
al Qaeda affiliate in Somalia. Well over
50 Minnesotans traveled to join al-
Shabaab and fight in the cause of Is-
lamic jihad.

We also had terrorist financing cases,
which were successfully prosecuted in
Minnesota. Two women were convicted
of terrorist financing cases in the Min-
neapolis Federal district court. Two
women were convicted of terrorist fi-
nancing in Rochester, Minnesota, in
Federal district court.

Then we had the Westgate shopping
mall terror act in Kenya, and from the
terrorists who were involved and
claimed sponsorship of this horrific act
of the shooting at the Westgate mall in
Kenya, the report was that two Min-
nesotans were a part of that effort.
Then we saw, although it hasn’t been
confirmed by our government, that the
terrorists have named two Minneso-
tans.

Then we saw that very sophisticated
recruitment videos were put forth to
recruit individuals to come and join al
Qaeda. When this occurred, three of
them were featured from Minnesota.
They were called the ‘‘Minnesota mar-
tyrs,” three young men. One was a
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Caucasian American. His name was
Troy Kastigar. He had been converted
to Islam at a mosque called the Al
Farooq mosque in Bloomington, Min-
nesota, where many of the individuals
who have gone to fight on behalf of the
Islamic State made their religious
home.

Troy Kastigar said that he was hon-
ored to be a traitor to America. That
was a part of his conviction to the Is-
lamic State. He turned on his country;
so, when I asked the FBI earlier this
summer—and then, of course we have
had, according to the FBI, at min-
imum, another 20 Minnesotans who
have left Minnesota to join the Islamic
State, including the first two Ameri-
cans who were killed fighting on behalf
of the Islamic State, both of whom
were from the State of Minnesota.

Just as recently as several weeks
ago, three young Somali American
girls left Minnesota, abandoned their
families, and joined the Islamic State.
We have a very unfortunate nexus.

It is with that background, Mr.
Speaker, that I asked the FBI if I could
come in and sit with them and if they
would answer my questions in a classi-
fied setting.

I wanted to know, number one, had
Minnesotans left the United States and
joined to fight with the Islamic State.
Unfortunately, I was told there were
two. It was classified information at
the beginning of the summer. Now,
tragically, it has been reported world-
wide that the very first two Americans
were Minnesotans who were fighting
for the Islamic State.

I asked the question: If these terror-
ists choose not to blow themselves up
as suicide bombers, or if they are not
killed fighting on behalf of the Islamic
State, and they choose to fly back to
the United States or gain entry to the
United States legally through some
other means with a U.S.-held passport,
would they be given entry into the
United States?

Mr. Speaker, I have to tell you, I was
completely floored when the FBI said
to me, ‘“Well, yes, of course, these ter-
rorists would be allowed to come into
the United States.”

I asked, “Why? And how?”’ They told
me, ‘“We track them, and we put their
names on a watch list.”” It isn’t perfect,
but the FBI puts the names of Ameri-
cans on a watch list. I asked, ‘“What
happens when they are on a watch
list?”’

I was told that the Americans with a
U.S. passport, who have relinquished
U.S. citizenship and have joined the Is-
lamic State, have become terrorists
and fought on behalf of the Islamic
State then were returning to the
United States, would be asked addi-
tional questions at screening at an air-
port before they come into the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, I am asked additional
questions, sometimes, at the airport.
How could this be possible?

I was told by the FBI that the terror-
ists then would be given entry, and
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they would be allowed to go,
unmolested, to return to their life here
in the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I submit that is pure
madness for us to do that. If there was
one thing we should do, it is follow our
Constitution, follow the way of all na-
tions, which is to secure the safety and
security and sovereignty of that Na-
tion.

To do that, Mr. Speaker, we must
take the passports of anyone who has
joined up with the Islamic State and do
everything that we can to prevent ter-
rorists from reentering the TUnited
States.

These terrorists would have had bat-
tlefield experience, they would have
had established relationships with a
terror network, and they potentially
may have a plan for terrorist activity
in the United States. That should and
must be done.

What we also must do—and I agree
with the President of the TUnited
States—we must defeat this enemy.
The Islamic State has declared war
against the United States. I believe
that we must declare war against the
Islamic State, but that is not what
President Obama proposed.

You see, President Obama, from his
rhetoric, has essentially made clear
that he believes that war is obsolete in
the 21st century, but that isn’t the
view of the Islamic State. That isn’t
the view of the totalitarian regime
that has declared war against the
United States. War isn’t obsolete for
their mind; yet the President of the
United States is not choosing to en-
gage the United States in war.

It is this odd hybrid where the Presi-
dent wants to say that he is going to
try to defeat the Islamic State; yet he
is not willing to do what it takes to de-
feat the Islamic State.

Why do I say that? Because the
United States military is the greatest
military—Army, Navy, and Air Force—
in the world. There is nothing that can
even remotely compare to the United
States military; yet our President stat-
ed—Dboth last week in his address to the
Nation, as well as today at MacDill Air
Force Base in his remarks—that there
will be no U.S. boots on the ground.
There will not be a U.S. military pres-
ence.

He is willing to use the American Air
Force to fly missions and have air-
strikes, but not boots on the ground.

You see, it doesn’t work that way,
Mr. Speaker. A military is a cohesive
unit, and this is going up 50,000 feet, we
have to understand: Do we have a prob-
lem? Yes, we have a problem.

Americans are being killed and be-
headed by the Islamic jihadist state.
They have declared war against the
United States. They are using all pos-
sible means to advance themselves to
their goal.

They are gaining in strength every
day—huge swaths of economic terri-
tory, huge swaths of geographic terri-
tory. They are increasing the size of
their armies. They are making threats
against the United States.
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What is our response? The President
of the United States, number one, is
unwilling to declare war against this
enemy. He is unwilling to use our
United States military to defeat this
enemy.

He has asked partners across the
world—whether it is Muslim, Arab na-
tions, whether it is our traditional al-
lies—to join him. He received some
rhetoric, some nods of the head, that
some allies would help him; yet there
isn’t one word that one country is ac-
tually going to supply troops or supply
armament or supply training.

We don’t know what it is that the
President has put together; yet, some-
how, some way, he believes that this
enemy is going to be defeated. His plan
is what he was doing before. It was
some advisers in an Embassy in Bagh-
dad, U.S. advisers, but not boots on the
ground.

His other avenue of defeat is to have
United States tax dollars vet Syrians
and, supposedly, Iraqis and train them
to be a part of a military effort and
give them American armament after 3
and a half weeks of arming.

You see, I really don’t understand
this methodology, when we already
have the best military in the world and
the President has decided to put the
best option that we have on the side-
lines and then he wants to create an ad
hoc army on the ground with, at best,
thin loyalties to our ultimate objec-
tive.

How thin, Mr. Speaker? Well, the
RAND Corporation took a 1look at
those who were trained, vetted, and on
the ground and fighting in the Free
Syrian Army, and the RAND Corpora-
tion found that about half—50 percent
of those that the United States had
vetted, the so-called moderates trained
and given American armaments to—
about half had been not only sympa-
thetic but had cooperated and joined
up with the enemy, the Islamic State
and the al-Nusra front.

Well, if, in fact, the RAND Corpora-
tion is accurate and we have lost about
50 percent of those that we trained, I
would say we don’t have a very good
success ratio.

As a mater of fact, what I would say
is that the Islamic State has an incred-
ible success ratio because we will
have—at taxpayer expense—identified,
vetted, trained, and armed a whole new
level of army for the Islamic State, the
enemy.

Who is this working for? Not us. Who
is this defeating? Not them. Because
the Islamic State continues to grow
and we are paying for part of their
military training and armaments.

In fact, this same story that came
out last week said that the Islamic
State had raided our United States
weapons depots that we had set up for
arming the Free Syrian Army.

What does the President want us to
do? The President wanted the United
States Congress to get behind his effort
to increase the amount of training and
arming of the Islamic State.
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You see, these moderates have been
more than a mirage, more than a cha-
rade for quite a bit of time. As a mat-
ter of fact, one of my colleagues from
Minnesota gave me an article today be-
fore we took the vote.

Again, I am not trouncing anyone’s
vote in this chamber. I want to make it
very clear. Both sides of the aisle—Re-
publican and Democrat, individual
Members of Congress—wrestled with
their vote. Everyone struggled with
what to do. Should we back the Presi-
dent in what he is choosing to do?
Should we not back the President?

I give all goodwill to every Member
of Congress. I castigate no one for the
vote that they cast today because this
was truly a vote of conscience that
every Member made, and every Mem-
ber needs to speak for themselves.

I only speak for myself tonight, Mr.
Speaker, but this came out yesterday.
The leader of the Free Syrian Army,
the army that the President wants us
to spend $500 million to train even
more individuals, under this com-
mander, this is what the article says:
“The Free Syrian Army announced
they will not sign up to the U.S.-led co-
alition to destroy the Islamic State
militants in Iraq and Syria.”

I just want to repeat that again.

“The Free Syrian Army announced it
will not sign up to the U.S.-led coali-
tion to destroy ISIS in Iraq and Syria.
The group’s founder, Colonel Riad al-
Asaad, stressed that toppling Syrian
President Bashar al-Assad is their pri-
ority and that they will not join forces
that U.S.-led efforts without a guar-
antee that the United States is com-
mitted to his overthrow.

‘“‘If they want to see the Free Syrian
Army on their side’ ’—our side—** ‘they
should give assurances on toppling the
Assad regime and on a plan including
revolutionary principles.’”’

This is the army that we are entrust-
ing to win this effort against ISIS, and
this army is more interested in top-
pling Assad. They are not interested in
toppling ISIS.

“The announcement appears to be re-
versing an earlier statement on Thurs-
day by the National Coalition opposi-
tion, the Free Syrian Army’s political
wing, which said it was ready to work
with the coalition against IS.”

The political arm said yes, but the
guys who are actually going to have
the boots on the ground say, ‘“‘No, we
are not going to be there. We are not
going to be fighting IS.”

‘““Saying they had ‘long called for this
action,” the coalition called on U.S.
politicians to authorize the training
and equipping of the Free Syrian Army
‘as soon as possible.’”’

This is from the Middle East Eye.
This is in an article that came out yes-
terday.

At best, we have got a very, very
weak case—a very weak case. There are
articles, which I agree with, that put
the choice before us. It says: Do we
have an enemy? Yes. What do we need
to do? Defeat the enemy. I get that,
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but we have been unwilling to declare a
war against this enemy. We have been
unwilling to put the United States’
military against this enemy.

What the President of the United
States wants the United States to do is
train some Syrians for 3 and a half
weeks. We have already spent how
many billion training the Iraqis, and
the Iraqi Army could not stand up
against the Islamic State army.

We had trained them for a very ex-
tensive period of time, with the finest
training that we possibly could. They
were well-equipped. Because United
States residual forces were pulled by
the President of the United States, the
Iraqi Army could not stand up against
the Islamic State, and they ran.

We think that 3 and a half weeks of
training is going to do the job of the
Syrians? I don’t think so.

I think what the President of the
United States asked us to do, Mr.
Speaker, is to be a scapegoat in his
failed strategy. He wants to be able to
point to the Congress and say, ‘“‘The
Congress gave me the authority to do
it.”

I don’t want to do that. I didn’t do
that today. I chose to vote ‘“no.” I am
not being self-righteous when I say
that.

My thinking on this is that I am will-
ing to vote for a World War II strategy,
meaning I am all in. I believe that we
need to declare war against this evil
empire of the Islamic State. We need to
put all resources with the full plan,
with an exit strategy in fully defeating
the Islamic State, which we can. They
are an army of 12,000.

This can be done, but I won’t agree to
a Vietnam war style strategy which is
exactly, in my opinion, what President
Obama chooses—chose to engage, with
dribs and drabs, increasing a little
here, increasing a little there.

J 1900

The President, in my opinion, Mr.
Speaker, would have been well-served
if he also would have demonstrated
even more humbleness regarding our
strategy—meaning, for the President
to be absolutely adamant last night, as
well as today, for Secretary of State
Kerry to be absolutely adamant today
that there will be no U.S. boots on the
ground sends a signal. It sends a signal
that we are not serious about defeating
this evil known as the Islamic State,
which we must be.

I ask the question, Mr. Speaker: Who
on the ground will be calling for the
airstrikes against the Islamic State?
Someone on the ground needs to do it.
That is how war works. Someone who
is on the ground needs to call for those
airstrikes.

You cannot win a war when you only
have overhead architecture and over-
head surveillance. You need people on
the ground who can go and gather the
intelligence that you need so you
know, effectively, how to defeat this
enemy.

I ask this: Do we want to defeat this
enemy decisively, quickly, and com-
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pletely so that this enemy understands
that, if they ever rear their head again,
they had better think twice because we
are going to so decimate their evil
plan? Are we going to do that? Or are
we going to do what happened in Viet-
nam, drib, drab, a little here, a little
there, never quite getting up what it
takes to actually defeat that enemy?

What happened in the end in Viet-
nam? Ultimately, the Communists
came in, and that country fell. It was a
very sad conclusion because, you see,
the postscript to the story of Vietnam
was the slaughter of innocents under
the evil Pol Pot and the killing fields,
and we know the history was an ugly
history.

This isn’t good, this is awful, but we
need to see what has happened. You
see, this Arab Spring has been nothing
but Islamic bloodletting across the
Middle East. In their own words, it is
religious-based. In their own words, it
is religious, shari’a inspired. In their
own words, they are doing the bidding
of their god to spill the blood of the in-
fidel. This is an evil, this is a moral
wrong, and this must be defeated.

The good news is it can be. We can
defeat it. When we are the greatest
military powerhouse in the world,
when we have the capability to defeat
this enemy, I don’t understand it. I
don’t understand, Mr. Speaker, our
President who just this week said that
he needed to commit 3,000 American
troops to the African continent for
Ebola—to defeat Ebola.

Now, Ebola is a virus that has a
health impact against the American
people. I can understand dispatching
medical personnel. I can understand
dispatching people for humanitarian
purposes, but the very weird thing
about the President’s strategy is it has
been changing our military so that its
purpose is to bring about humanitarian
relief in the form of dispatching them
for boots on the ground to deal with
Ebola. That is not the purpose of a
military.

The President needs to dispatch 3,000
troops—or whatever it takes—into the
Islamic State to defeat the Islamic
State. We don’t go in willy-nilly. We go
in with a very good plan, with the most
brilliant military minds—and we have
them—with the bravest military he-
roes—and we have them—and with the
greatest military equipment that has
ever been devised by man, and we have
it. We have got it all. We have got the
means for defeating this evil enemy.

To not do it, Mr. Speaker, in my
mind, that is a moral wrong. That is an
evil. To allow that evil to grow, thrive,
and continue to slit the throats of men,
women, and children; to rob them of
their lives; and, yes, to see tragedy
borne potentially across this land be-
cause, even today, as we are in this
Chamber tonight, absolutely nothing
has been done to secure America’s
southern border, absolutely nothing
against entry by the Islamic State into
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this country, despite the fact that the
Islamic State, through their social
media, has been declaring their intent
to do exactly that.

Why in the world aren’t we closing
our southern border and every other
border and every other port of entry?
Why aren’t we pulling the passports of
Americans who have become terrorists
under the Islamic State and who seek
to return to the United States?

Why would any sane country choose
to take effective, commonsense an-
swers to secure the safety of the Amer-
ican people? That is what a nation that
wants to survive would do. That is the
better way. That is what I hope the
President of the United States will do
because, you see, everything is at stake

On this, our Constitution Day, let us
recognize the first duty of any nation,
especially the greatest Nation, is to se-
cure the safety, sovereignty, and secu-
rity of the American people. That, we
must do, and I am so proud that we
have the means to do it.

I believe that we will acquire the
judgment to do what needs to be done.
It is within the hearts of the American
people. It is within our military. Now,
it is up to the politicians. Listen to
wisdom. Listen to the people, and do
what needs to be done.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

———————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1214. An act to require the purchase of
domestically made flags of the United States
of America for use by the Federal Govern-
ment; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on September 17, 2014,
she presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills:

H.R. 4197. To amend title 5, United States
Code, to extend the period of certain author-
ity with respect to judicial review of Merit
Systems Protection Board decisions relating
to whistleblowers, and for other purposes.

H.R. 5134. To extend the National Advisory
Committee on Institutional Quality and In-
tegrity and the Advisory Committee on Stu-
dent Financial Assistance for one year.

——————

ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 6 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Thursday,
September 18, 2014, at 9 a.m.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7185. A letter from the Program Manager,
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Guidelines for
Designating Biobased Products for Federal
Procurement (RIN: 0599-AA18) received Au-

gust 22, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

7186. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Beef Pro-
motion and Research; Reapportionment [No.:
AMS-LPS-13-0079] received September 2, 2014,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

7187. A letter from the Director, Office of
Management and Budget, transmitting a no-
tification of the President’s intent to exempt
all military personnel accounts from any
discretionary cap sequester in FY 2015, if a
sequester is necessary; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

7188. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
authorizing Brigadier General Lawrence M.
Martin, Jr., United States Air Force, to wear
the insignia of the grade of major general; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

7189. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the
semi-annual status report of the U.S. Chem-
ical Demilitarization Program for August
2014; to the Committee on Armed Services.

7190. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant
General Burton M. Field, United States Air
Force, and his advancement on the retired
list to the grade of lieutenant general; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

7191. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
authorizing Brigadier General Mark A.
Brown, United States Air Force, to wear the
insignia of the grade of major general; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

7192. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the fis-
cal year 2013 report entitled, ‘‘Operation and
Financial Support of Military Museums’’; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

7193. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant
General Peter M. Vangjel, United States
Army, and his advancement on the retired
list in the grade of lieutenant general; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

7194. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a
report on transactions involving U.S. exports
to Mexico pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of the
Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended;
to the Committee on Financial Services.

7195. A letter from the Director, Office of
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, transmitting the Corpora-
tion’s final rule — Regulatory Capital Rules:
Advanced Approaches Risk-Based Capital
Rule, Revisions to the Definition of Eligible
Guarantee (RIN: 3064-AE13) received August
19, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Financial Services.

7196. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Special Education and Reha-
bilitative Services, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Final priority. Rehabilitation Serv-
ices Administration--Assistive Technology
Alternative Financing Program [CFDA Num-
ber: 84.224D.] received August 19, 2014, pursu-
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ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Education and Workforce.

7197. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Med-
ical Devices; Technical Amendment [Docket
No.: FDA-2014-N-0011] received September 2,
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7198. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Florida; Infra-
structure Requirement (Visibility) for the
1997 and 2006 PM, and 2008 8-Hour Ozone
NAAQS [EPA-R04-OAR-2012-0814 and EPA-
R04-OAR-2012-0692; FRL-9915-65-Region 4] re-
ceived August 20, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7199. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — C.I. Pigment Red 112; Ex-
emption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0757; FRL-9914-14]
received August 20, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7200. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Alaska [EPA-R10-
OAR-2011-0916; FRL-9916-14-Region 10] re-
ceived September 3, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

7201. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; State of Missouri,
Control of Gasoline Reid Vapor Pressure
[EPA-R07-OAR-2014-0595; FRIL-9916-10-Region
7] received September 3, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

7202. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Revision to
Control Volatile Organic Compound Emis-
sions from Storage Tanks [EPA-R06-OAR-
2012-0096; FRI.-9916-32-Region 6] received Sep-
tember 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7203. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of State Plans for Designated Facilities and
Pollutants: New Hampshire; 111(d)/129 Re-
vised State Plan for Large and Small Munic-
ipal Waste Combustors [EPA-R01-OAR-2012-
0260; A-1-FRI1.-9915-71-Region 1] received Sep-
tember 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7204. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Designation of Areas for Air
Quality Planning Purposes; State of Arizona;
Pinal County and Gila County; Pb [EPA-R09-
OAR-2014-0266; FRIL-9916-11-Region 9] re-
ceived September 3, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

7205. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Flazasulfuron; Pesticide
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0445; FRL-
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9915-32] received September 3, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

7206. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Saflufenacil; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0622; and EPA-
HQ-OPP-2014-0124; FRL-9912-91] received Sep-
tember 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7207. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Significant New Use Rule
on Certain Chemical Substances; Withdrawal
of Significant New Use Rules [EPA-HQ-
OPPT-2014-0277 and EPA-HQ-OPPT-2014-0166;
FRL-9915-69] (RIN: 2070-AB27) received Sep-
tember 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

T7208. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Sulfuric Acid; Exemption
from the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-
HQ-OPP-2014-0073; FRIL.-9914-18] received Sep-
tember 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7209. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Texas: Final Authorization
of State Hazardous Waste Management Pro-
gram Revision [EPA-R06-RCRA-2013-0624;
FRL-9915-99-Region 6] received September 3,
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7210. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Trifloxystrobin; Pesticide
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0504; FRL-
9915-46] received September 3, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

T211. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting a report entitled, ‘“National Air Toxics
Program: The Second Integrated Urban Air
Toxics Report to Congress’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

7212. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
Transmittal No. 14-36, Notice of Proposed
Issuance of Letter of Offer and Acceptance,
pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

7213. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting a memorandum of
Justification for Action Under Section
1244(d)(1) of the Iran Freedom and Counter-
Proliferation Act of 2012; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

7214. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to the persons un-
dermining democratic processes or institu-
tions in Zimbabwe that was declared in Ex-
ecutive Order 13288 of March 6, 2003; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

T215. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a
six-month periodic report on the national
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emergency with respect to Ukraine that was
declared in Executive Order 13660 of March 6,
2014; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7216. A letter from the Assistant to the
President for National Security Affairs,
White House, transmitting a letter regarding
H. Con. Res. 105; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

7217. A letter from the General Manager
and Director of Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity, Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board, transmitting the Board’s annual re-
port for FY 2013 prepared in accordance with
the Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

7218. A letter from the Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Transportation,
transmitting two reports pursuant to the
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

7219. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Federal Retirement Thrift Investment
Board, transmitting the Board’s final rule —
Legal Process for the Enforcement of a Tax
Levy or Criminal Restitution Order Against
a Participant Account received September
11, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

7220. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s Strategic Plan for Fiscal
Years 2014 through 2018; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

7221. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Director for Management and Administra-
tion, and Designated Reporting Official, Of-
fice of the National Drug Control Policy,
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

7222. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Assistant Attorney General, Department of
Justice, transmitting the Department’s fifth
annual report on activities regarding civil
rights era homicides, as required by the Em-
mett Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crimes Act
of 2007; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

7223. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Assistant Attorney General, Department of
Justice, transmitting the Department’s
quarterly report from the Office of Privacy
and Civil Liberties for the fourth quarter of
fiscal year 2013, July 1, 2013 — September 30,
2013; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

7224. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Assistant Attorney General, Department of
Justice, transmitting the status of the Trib-
al Law and Order Act Pilot Program Report
to Congress, November 29, 2010 to November
29, 2013; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

7225. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court, transmitting notification that
the Supreme Court will open the October
2014 Term on Monday, October 6, 2014 at 10:00
a.m. and will continue until all matters be-
fore the Court ready for argument have been
disposed of or decided; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

7226. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety
Zones; Marine Events in Captain of the Port
Long Island Zone [Docket Number: USCG-
2014-0329] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received August
22, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

7227. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2014-0251; Directorate
Identifier 2013-NM-179-AD; Amendment 39-
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17946; AD 2014-16-22] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7228. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Honeywell ASCa Inc.
Emergency Locator Transmitters Installed
on Various Transport Category Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2014-0573; Directorate
Identifier 2014-NM-091-AD; Amendment 39-
17955; AD 2014-17-02] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7229. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Air-
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2014-0490; Direc-
torate Identifier 2014-NM-133-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17926; AD 2014-16-02] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7230. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30969; Amdt. No. 3600] received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7231. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30968; Amdt. No. 3599] received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7232. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30970; Amdt. No. 3601] received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7233. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2014-0124; Directorate
Identifier 2012-NM-197-AD; Amendment 39-
17944; AD 2014-16-20] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7234. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30971; Amdt. No. 3602] received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7235. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2014-0060; Directorate
Identifier 2012-NM-194-AD; Amendment 39-
17943; AD 2014-16-19] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7236. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
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Amendment and Revocation of Class E Air-
space; Tuskegee, AL [Docket No.: FAA-2014-
0082; Airspace Docket No. 14-AS0-3] received
September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7237. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
space Designations; Incorporation by Ref-
erence Amendments [Docket No.: 2013-0709;
Amendment No. 71-45] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7238. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Empresa Brasileira de
Aeronautica S.A. (Embraer) [Docket No.:
FAA-2014-0234; Directorate Identifier 2013-
NM-220-AD; Amendment 39-17952; AD 2014-16-
28] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 2,
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

7239. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Dassault Aviation
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2014-0258; Direc-
torate Identifier 2013-NM-065-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17950; AD 2014-16-26] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7240. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; The Boeing Company
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2014-0252; Direc-
torate Identifier 2013-NM-213-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17933; AD 2014-16-09] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received September 2, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7241. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting the 2013 annual report
on the operation of the Enterprise for the
Americas Initiative and the Tropical Forest
Conservation Act; jointly to the Committees
on Foreign Affairs and Agriculture.

7242. A letter from the Inspector General,
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting fis-
cal year 2016 Budget for the Office of Inspec-
tor General; jointly to the Committees on
Appropriations, Transportation and Infra-
structure, and Ways and Means.

7243. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Election Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s FY 2016 budget request, pursuant
to 2 U.S.C. 437d(d)(1); jointly to the Commit-
tees on House Administration, Appropria-
tions, and Oversight and Government Re-
form.

7244. A letter from the Chairman and Vice
Chairman, U.S.-China Economic and Secu-
rity Review Commission, transmitting a no-
tification of a public hearing held on May 15,
2014 on ¢‘Stability in China: Lessons from
Tiananmen and Implications for the United
States’’; jointly to the Committees on Ways
and Means, Armed Services, and Foreign Af-
fairs.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. FITZPATRICK:

H.R. 5500. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to protect employment and
training services for veterans, and for other
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purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. CUMMINGS (for himself, Ms.
WATERS, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. HASTINGS
of Florida, and Mr. RANGEL):

H.R. 5501. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram to enhance existing secondary edu-
cation programs for the purpose of teaching
high school students about the Constitution
of the United States and the constitutions of
the individual States; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. GARRETT (for himself, Mr.
WALBERG, and Mr. CARDENAS):

H.R. 5502. A bill to restore the integrity of
the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution of
the United States, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself, Mr. NADLER,
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. MAFFEI,
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.
GRIMM, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. MEEKS, Mr.
OWENS, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York,
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SEAN
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr.
ISRAEL, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. HIGGINS,
Mr. ENGEL, Ms. MENG, Mr. GIBSON,
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. TONKO,
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr.
NEAL, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. HoLT, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.

SIRES, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. LARSON of
Connecticut, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.

LYNCH, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. CONNOLLY, and Mr. HIMES):

H.R. 5503. A bill to reauthorize the World
Trade Center Health Program and the Sep-
tember 11th Victim Compensation Fund of
2001, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on the Budget, and
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. KIND,
Mr. TIBERI, and Mr. PASCRELL):

H.R. 5504. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve and make per-
manent the above-the-line deduction for cer-
tain expenses of elementary and secondary
school teachers; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. OLSON (for himself, Mr. LATTA,
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. WEBER of Texas,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. FLORES, Mr. SMITH
of Texas, Mr. HALL, Mr. McCLINTOCK,
Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. TIPTON, Mr.
MCKINLEY, Mr. SMITH of Missouri,
Mr. JONES, Mrs. NOEM, Mrs. LUMMIS,
Mr. POMPEO, Mr. HARPER, Mr. BRADY
of Texas, Mr. LONG, Mr. JOHNSON of
Ohio, and Mr. CUELLAR):

H.R. 5505. A bill to improve the establish-
ment of any lower ground-level ozone stand-
ards, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself and Mr.
HECK of Washington):

H.R. 5506. A bill to amend title I of the Na-
tional Housing Act to, for financing alter-
ations, repairs, and improvements to, or con-
version of, existing structures, modify pre-
mium charges and the dollar amount limita-
tion on loans, including energy efficiency
home improvements; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 5507. A bill to provide for a study by

the Institute of Medicine on health dispari-
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ties, to direct the Secretary of Health and
Human Services to develop guidelines on re-
ducing health disparities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. POCAN (for himself, Mrs. DAVIS

of California, and Mr. MORAN):

H.R. 5508. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to eliminate the marriage
penalty in the dollar limitation on the stu-
dent loan interest deduction; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa:

H.R. 5509. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase and extend the
American Opportunity Tax Credit and to in-
crease the student loan interest deduction;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BYRNE:

H.R. 5510. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide for more effec-
tive online education verification metrics; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 5511. A bill to require that certain
Federal lands be held in trust by the United
States for the benefit of the Confederated
Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw
Indians, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 5512. A bill to require that certain
Federal lands be held in trust by the United
States for the benefit of the Cow Creek Band
of Umpqua Tribe of Indians, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Ms. HAHN:

H.R. 5513. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and modify the
tax credit for electric vehicle recharging
property; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. ISRAEL:

H.R. 5514. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to establish a loan program to as-
sist and provide incentives for manufactur-
ers to reinvest in making products in the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Small Business.

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself,
Mr. BisHOP of New York, Mr. GRAY-
SON, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. HONDA, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS-
HAM of New Mexico, and Mr. COHEN):

H.R. 5515. A bill to reauthorize the Elder
Justice Act of 2009; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on the Judiciary, Energy and Com-
merce, and Education and the Workforce, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. LATTA:

H.R. 5516. A Dbill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to prohibit the
discharge of dredged material into the Great
Lakes, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. LEWIS:

H.R. 5517. A bill to redesignate the Martin
Luther King, Junior, National Historic Site
in the State of Georgia, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. MCNERNEY:

H.R. 5518. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the continuing pro-
fessional education reimbursement provided
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to health professionals employed by the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. POE of Texas (for himself and
Ms. ESTY):

H.R. 5519. A bill to authorize funding for,
and increase accessibility to, the National
Missing and Unidentified Persons System, to
facilitate data sharing between such system
and the National Crime Information Center
database of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, to provide incentive grants to help fa-
cilitate reporting to such systems, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. POSEY (for himself and Mr.
GOODLATTE):

H.R. 5520. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to eliminate the diver-
sity immigrant program; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself and Mr.
KING of New York):

H.R. 5521. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to enter into an agreement
with the National Research Council to con-
duct a study on urban flooding, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and in addition to
the Committee on Financial Services, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER (for him-
self, Mr. STOCKMAN, and Mr. RIBBLE):

H.R. 5522. A bill to abolish the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives,
transfer its functions relating to the Federal
firearms, explosives, and arson laws, violent
crime, and domestic terrorism to the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, and transfer its
functions relating to the Federal alcohol and
tobacco smuggling laws to the Drug Enforce-
ment Administration, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. SLAUGHTER (for herself and
Mr. JONES):

H.R. 5523. A bill to amend the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 and
the National Labor Relations Act to protect
the health benefits of retirees, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Ms.
DEGETTE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms.
DELAURO, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
RANGEL, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.

GRIJALVA, Ms. DELBENE, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Ms. McCOLLUM, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. NORTON,

Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. DEFAZzIO, Ms.
LOFGREN, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of
California, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Ms. MOORE, Ms. HAHN, Mr.
CARSON of Indiana, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms.
LEE of California, Mr. BERA of Cali-
fornia, Mr. COHEN, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms.
PINGREE of Maine, Mr. ELLISON, Ms.
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. DELANEY, Ms.
TSONGAS, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. HONDA,
Mr. POCAN, Ms. CHU, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Mr. HIMES,
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. Ruiz, Mr. KiL-
MER, Mr. PETERS of California, Ms.
KUSTER, Ms. BROWNLEY of California,
Mr. BisHoP of New York, Ms. ESTY,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TAKANO, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. TITUS, Ms.
SHEA-PORTER, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. SHERMAN,
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Mr.
THOMPSON of California):
H.R. 5524. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to ensure that women members
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of the Armed Forces and their families have
access to the contraception they need in
order to promote the health and readiness of
all members of the Armed Forces, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. STIVERS (for himself and Mrs.
BEATTY):

H. Res. 729. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of September 19, 2014 as
National Service Coordinator Day to recog-
nize the value of service coordinators in sub-
sidized and other affordable housing commu-
nities for their work to promote and support
economic self-sufficiency and independence
for low-income families, older Americans,
and persons with disabilities; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. GIBSON (for himself, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. DELBENE,
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
MORAN, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. RYAN of
Ohio, Mr. PoLIS, Ms. MOORE, Ms. LEE
of California, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. HONDA,

Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr.
SCHOCK, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. GER-
LACH, Mr. PETRI, Ms. ESHO0O, Mr.

BENISHEK, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr.
RuUIZ, Mr. TONKO, Mr. BARBER, Mr.
KEATING, Ms. CHU, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. PINGREE of
Maine, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia, Mr. LANCE, Mr. COHEN,
and Mr. KING of New York):

H. Res. 730. A resolution commemorating
the 50th anniversary of the Wilderness Act;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas:

H. Res. 731. A resolution expressing support
for designation of the week of September 15,
2014, through September 21, 2014, as ‘‘Balance
Awareness Week‘‘; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. LAMALFA:

H. Res. 732. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
mandates imposed on manufacturers requir-
ing inclusion of unproven and unreliable
technology in firearms is costly and puni-
tive, and the prohibition of firearms without
such features is an infringement on the
rights of citizens under the Second Amend-
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PETERS of California (for him-
self, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. MATSUI, and
Ms. BASS):

H. Res. 733. A resolution expressing support
for designation of the month of September as
“Clinical Research Innovation Month”; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. FITZPATRICK:

H.R. 5500.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 12,13,14,18

By Mr. CUMMINGS:

H.R. 5501.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
By Mr. GARRETT:

H.R. 5502.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Recognizing that numerous federal crimi-
nal law statutes (through which federal civil
asset forfeiture is enacted) have dubious con-
stitutional justifications, this reform bill
embeds and advances constitutional prin-
ciples found in the Fourth, Fifth and Tenth
Amendment. The bill also derives it’s au-
thority from Congress’ Article 1, Section 8,
Clause 9 authority to ‘‘constitute tribunals
inferior to the Supreme Court.” This author-
ity includes the rules and procedures used by
inferior federal courts.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 5503.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress
shall have Power * * * To regulate Commerce
with foreign Nations, and among the several
States, and with the Indian Tribes.

By Mr. REICHERT:

H.R. 5504.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

“Amendment XVI to the Constitution of
the United States: The Congress shall have
power to lay and collect taxes on incomes,
from whatever source derived, without ap-
portionment among the several States, and
without regard to any census or enumera-
tion.”

By Mr. OLSON:

H.R. 5505.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution: The Congress shall have power to
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Mr. HUFFMAN:

H.R. 5506.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or in any Department or Office there-
of.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 5507.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8,
Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. POCAN:

H.R. 5508.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes.

By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa:

H.R. 5509.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. BYRNE:

H.R. 5510.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have Power To .. .. make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
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States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof . . .
By Mr. DEFAZIO:
H.R. 5511.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (relating to
the power to make all laws necessary and
proper for carrying out the powers vested in
Congress), and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2
(relating to the power of Congress to dispose
of and make all needful rules and regulations
respecting the territory or other property
belonging to the United States).

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 5512.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (relating to
the power to make all laws necessary and
proper for carrying out the powers vested in
Congress), and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2
(relating to the power of Congress to dispose
of and make all needful rules and regulations
respecting the territory or other property
belonging to the United States).

By Ms. HAHN:

H.R. 5513.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1: Section 8: Clause 18: To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. ISRAEL:
H.R. 5514.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers
granted to the Congress by Article I. Section
8, Clauses 3 and 8 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Mr. KING of New York:

H.R. 5515.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States;

By Mr. LATTA:

H.R. 5516.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. LEWIS:

H.R. 5517.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I of the
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

By Mr. MCNERNEY:

H.R. 5518.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. POE of Texas:

H.R. 5519.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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The Necessary and Proper Clause of Article

1 Section 8
By Mr. POSEY:

H.R. 5520.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states
that Congress has the power to establish a
uniform Rule of Naturalization.

By Mr. QUIGLEY:

H.R. 5521.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 5522.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Ms. SLAUGHTER:

H.R. 5523.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.

By Ms. SPEIER:

H.R. 5524.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 164: Mr. JOLLY.

H.R. 292: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER.

H.R. 303: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 445: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 477: Mr. BARROW of Georgia.

H.R. 485: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. LOWENTHAL,
Mr. MEEKS, and Ms. MATSUI.

H.R. 533: Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 640: Mr. MCHENRY.

H.R. 1070: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
CARNEY, Mrs. McCARTHY of New York, Mr.
GARCIA, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. BAR-
BER, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. JENKINS, and
Mr. BURGESS.

H.R. 1173: Mr. THOMPSON of California.

H.R. 1250: Mr. SALMON.

H.R. 1331: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 1339: Mr. MORAN, Mr. BARBER, Mr.
LOBIONDO, and Mr. SOUTHERLAND.

H.R. 1507: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana.

H.R. 1597: Mr. POSEY.

H.R. 1620: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 1652: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 1755: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 1761: Ms. DELAURO.

H.R. 1827: Mr. MORAN.

H.R. 1852: Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia.

H.R. 2028: Ms. DUCKWORTH.

H.R. 2143: Mr. SALMON.

H.R. 2156: Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 2330: Mr. HANNA.

H.R. 2426: Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 2468: Mr. BisHOP of New York, Mr.
RANGEL, and Mr. O’ ROURKE.

H.R. 2482: Mr. BISHOP of New York.

H.R. 2500: Mr. HARPER.

H.R. 2506: Mr. GARCIA.

H.R. 2706: Mr. MORAN.

H.R. 2794: Mr. GARCIA.

H.R. 2918: Mr. RIBBLE and Mrs. WALORSKI.

H.R. 2985: Mr. MATHESON.

H.R. 2994: Mr. GALLEGO and Mrs. BROOKS of
Indiana.

H.R. 3150: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York.

H.R. 3462: Mr. ROSKAM.

H.R. 3485: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. LUETKEMEYER,
and Mr. NUGENT.
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H.R. 3505: Mr. HECK of Nevada.

H.R. 3556: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 3560: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 3680: Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. FINCHER, Mr.
FORTENBERRY, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan,
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr.
MCKEON, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mrs.
NOEM, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. REED, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Mr. WALDEN, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. WEBSTER of
Florida, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. ROSS.

H.R. 3708: Mr. MULLIN.

H.R. 3717: Mr. PITTENGER.

H.R. 3726: Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 3833: Mr. LANGEVIN.

H.R. 3877: . KELLY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 3991: . REICHERT.

H.R. 3992: . LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 4188: . RIBBLE and Mr. SALMON.

H.R. 4190: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. MICHAUD,
and Mr. PALAZZO.

H.R. 4221: Mr. ROSKAM.

H.R. 4223: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 4324: Mr. POSEY and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 4351: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr.
SCHNEIDER, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, and Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia.

H.R. 4432: Mr. PETRI and Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 4510: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
COOPER, Mr. PoLIS, Mr. PETERSON, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. MORAN, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor-
ida, and Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 4526: Mr. YARMUTH.

H.R. 4567: Mr. ELLISON.

H.R. 4611: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 4612: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.

H.R. 4625: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 4634: Mr. SOUTHERLAND.

H.R. 4727: Mr. MULLIN.

H.R. 4740: Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. YOUNG of Indiana.

H.R. 4824: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 4833: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 4852: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 4879: Mr. ELLISON and Mr. RIBBLE.

H.R. 4886: Mr. BROUN of Georgia.

H.R. 4930: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr.
PALAZZO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. FINCHER, and Mr.
SCHNEIDER.

H.R. 4934: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 4960: Mr. COSTA, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. SALM-
ON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts, and Mr. CARNEY.

H.R. 4969: Ms. ESTY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr.
MILLER of Florida, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. PAYNE,
Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 4972: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, and Ms. EDWARDS.

H.R. 4978: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 4985: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 5069: Mr. SCALISE.

H.R. 5071: Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 5083: Mr. LATHAM and Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 5109: Mr. SWALWELL of California and
Mr. PETERS of California.

H.R. 5130: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. LEWIS, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. POCAN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and
Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 5183: Mr. ROSKAM.

H.R. 5212: Mr. GARRETT.

H.R. 5213: Mr. REED.

H.R. 5233: Mr. BACHUS.

H.R. 5241: Mr. RIBBLE.

H.R. 5252: Mr. DIAZ-BALART and Mr.
DESANTIS.

H.R. 5263: Mr. SCHIFF and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5283: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5291: Mr. GARCIA.

H.R. 5295: Mrs. LUMMIS.

H.R. 5300: Mr. TIPTON and Mr. BARR.

H.R. 5304: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 5327: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, and Mr.
TAKANO.

H.R. 5336: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. LATTA,
and Ms. BROWNLEY of California.
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H.R. 5343: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA.

H.R. 5364: Ms. MOORE and Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 5395: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 5398: Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 5403: Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia, Mr.
BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 5430: Mrs. DAvVIs of California, Mr.
PETERS of California, Mr. ROTHFUS, and Mr.
CRENSHAW.

H.R. 5431: Mr. RIBBLE and Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 5439: Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
and Mrs. MILLER of Michigan.

H.R. 5441: Mr. TipTON, Mr. LATHAM, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. HOLT,
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. WALZ, Mr.
BACHUS, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr.
MEEKS, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of
New Mexico, and Mr. BISHOP of New York.

H.R. 5449: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr.
COBLE, and Mr. WILLIAMS.
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H.R. 5451: Mr. KIND, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, and Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 5470: Mr. KING of New York, Mr.
ROTHFUS, and Mr. MEEHAN.

H.R. 5475: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H.R. 5478: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. HOLT, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRAYSON,
Mr. CLAY, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Ms. CLARK of Massa-
chusetts, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. POCAN, Mr.
HoNDA, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and
Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 5483: Mr. PEARCE and Mrs. CAPITO.

H.R. 5488: Mr. VELA, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas, Mr. HINOJOSA, and Ms. KAPTUR.

H.J. Res. 44: Mr. TAKANO.
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H. Con. Res. 114: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. GRAY-
SON, Mr. DEFAzIO, Mr. WELCH, Mr. POCAN,
and Mr. MCDERMOTT.

Res. 30: Mr. MATHESON.

Res. 190: Mr. GARCIA.

Res. 281: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. GARCIA.
Res. 356: Mr. GARCIA.

Res. 422: Mrs. BEATTY.

Res. 489: Mr. GARCIA.

Res. 619: Mr. DELANEY.

Res. 620: Mr. BIsHOP of Utah, Mr.
CRAMER, and Mr. DUFFY.

H. Res. 707: Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. HECK of
Nevada, and Mr. GARRETT.

H. Res. 709: Mr. PETERS of California.

H. Res. 718: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina.

H. Res. 726: Mr. ROYCE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. PASCRELL, and Mr. QUIGLEY.
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(Legislative day of Tuesday, September 16, 2014)

The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. LEAHY).

PRAYER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To-
day’s prayer will be offered by Rev.
Canon Andrew White, pastor of St.
George’s Church, Baghdad, Iraq.

The guest Chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Lord God, to You we submit the af-
fairs of this new day, the work of this
Senate as it takes its role in leading in
a broken world. Today may You give
this place great wisdom. May this Sen-
ate be the channel of Your healing, the
source of Your glory. From this place
may there flow the wisdom of not just
humanity but of the Almighty.

O Lord, we the people of faith in
Irag—Jews, Christians, and Muslims—
give thanks to You for the way this
land and this place has stood with us in
our terrors and trials. Through this
House, we thank You that we have not
been left alone. May Your glory be on
this land, and may You, O God, bless
America.

Amen.

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The President pro tempore led the

Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.
————
WELCOMING THE GUEST
CHAPLAIN

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I extend to
Chaplain Black our appreciation for

the guest Chaplain today. That was a
very moving prayer, and I very much
appreciate the work our Chaplain does
in always giving us courage and help-
ing to build our faith.

———
SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
my remarks and those of the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate will be in a pe-
riod of morning business until noon
today. During that period of time Sen-
ators will be allowed to speak for up to
10 minutes each. The time will be
equally divided and controlled between
the two leaders or their designees. Fol-
lowing morning business the Senate
will proceed to one rollcall vote on the
confirmation of John Bass to be the
Ambassador to the Republic of Turkey,
followed by several voice votes on exec-
utive nominations.

TWO WASHINGTON NATIONALS
STARS HAIL FROM NEVADA

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Nevada is a
relatively small State population-wise
but a large area. We are a State of
about 3 million people. We take pride
in our home State, as we should. Even
though we have grown a lot in the last
couple of decades, we are still a big
family.

Today Nevadans are celebrating two
of our home State’s native sons after
the Washington Nationals clinched the
National League East Division crown.
There is a 1ot of dissension here on the
Senate floor and a lot of talk back and
forth, but one thing you never hear
often enough is that the Republican
leader and I love watching baseball. We
often share our views of the team and
how, if we were there, we may do
things a little differently, but we are
still a booster for the team.

The reason I mention this today is
because there are two individuals who

helped the Nationals clinch the Na-
tional League East Division who have
deep roots in Nevada.

In his first season as manager of the
team, Matt Williams, from Carson
City, NV, has led his team to the Na-
tional Division series. He has a stun-
ningly powerful record athletically and
is just a nice person. He was a baseball
and football star at Carson City High.
Carson City is the capital of the State
of Nevada.

Matt Williams played Dbaseball
collegiately for the University of Ne-
vada at Las Vegas, where he was a star.
He was so good, he played 16 years in
the Major Leagues. He played for the
Giants, Indians, and Diamondbacks. He
played in the World Series for each of
those teams. He is a five-time all-star
and a four-time Gold Glove Award win-
ner. He was a stunningly good third
baseman, and he sports a World Series
championship ring from the
Diamondbacks.

Bryce Harper had his picture on the
front of Sports Illustrated when he was
15 years old for hitting a home run
more than 500 feet. He is a fine young
man from a wonderful family. He came
to the Major Leagues when he was 18
years old—he may have been 19. I be-
lieve he is going to turn 22 soon.

During his rookie year he had a very
serious injury. What was the injury? He
was running full speed and rammed
into the wall at Dodger Stadium, and
he was hurt. It took away from his
stellar year, but he still did OK. He was
Rookie of the Year and on the all-star
team that first year. He played base-
ball at Las Vegas High School, and he
left high school and went to a junior
community college as a 17-year-old.
Because of his power, he went to the
National Junior College World Series.
He is a two-time all-star. He is in his
third season. In 2012 he was Rookie of
the Year, and he was hurt again this
year because of his enthusiasm for the
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game and his never-ending hustle. He
hit a triple and went into third base
and messed up his thumb. That re-
quired surgery, and as a result he
missed much of this season. However,
he is having a good season in spite of
that.

We are very proud of our baseball
athletes.

This year one of the greatest baseball
players of all time, Greg Maddux, was,
of course, on the first ballot and was
made a member of the Baseball Hall of
Fame. This unassuming young man has
been an example for how people should
be athletes—not a lot of talk, other
than when he does talk. He has a lot of
humility. He is a great athlete.

I wish Matt Williams, Bryce Harper,
and the rest of the team the best of ev-
erything when the playoffs get under-
way. It should be an exciting divisional
series.

I also follow the Baltimore Orioles,
and until the Nationals showed up,
that was about all we had in the area.
They have a great team. Their owner is
a tremendous trial lawyer. He still
works every day practicing law. They
have a tremendous team. They have
had a few bad breaks. Their very young
third baseman was hurt. He lost a lot
of this season, as he did last year.

Anyway, it would be a great World
Series to have Baltimore playing the
Nationals. That would be something I
would really look forward to. Again, it
was exciting to watch them all year.
Two or three games ago Bryce Harper
hit one of his towering home runs.
They are still talking about how far he
hit it.

————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY

LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
KEY). The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
join the majority leader in congratu-
lating the Washington Nats in winning
the Eastern Division of the National
League. It is a pretty exciting develop-
ment and has a lot of Nevada connec-
tions.

——
KENTUCKY COAL JOBS

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, it is
no secret that the Obama administra-
tion policies have been extraordinarily
harmful to job creation and retention.
From the perspective of my home
State of Kentucky, there is no greater
example of the ill-effects of these poli-
cies than the President’s war on coal.

Given the unhealthy economy, the
Senate should be regularly debating
and voting on measures to overturn
antijobs policies and pass bipartisan re-
forms to help grow our economy. But
under the current majority, that,
sadly, is not the case. The majority
leader instead has refused to permit
any amendments on preserving coal
and coal-fired power all year long—
none whatsoever; no votes at all—even
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though the Obama administration’s
anticoal rules not only adversely affect
States with Republican Senators, such
as Kentucky, but States represented by
Democratic Members as well.

The Senate’s failure to address coal
is reflective of the Chamber’s dysfunc-
tion. While the House is passing bipar-
tisan jobs bills, Senate Democrats’ pri-
orities are show votes.

Let’s review where we are and how
we got here.

In 2008 Candidate Obama said:

If somebody wants to build a coal power
plant, they can—it’s just that it will bank-
rupt them, because they are going to be
charged a huge sum for all that greenhouse
gas that’s being emitted.

I have to say he has been true to his
word. Americans have seen a barrage of
regulations and redtape from the Presi-
dent’s Environmental Protection Agen-
cy, strangling the coal industry—one of
my home State’s most important
sources of jobs and economic develop-
ment. Kentucky miners and thousands
more from the Commonwealth whose
jobs rely on mining are feeling the pain
from the President’s efforts.

The regulations and lack of certainty
in the coal industry that this adminis-
tration has caused have contributed to
a loss of 7,000 Kentucky jobs in that in-
dustry since President Obama took of-
fice—7,000 lost jobs. That tells me the
overregulation this administration’s
EPA keeps piling on is contributing in
a major way to the job decline in my
home State.

Those of us who represent coal States
have made numerous attempts to rein
in EPA, but the majority leader and
fellow Democrats here in Washington
have blocked us at every turn.

Last September I introduced the Sav-
ing Coal Jobs Act. The bill would have
ended the abuse of the permitting proc-
ess by the EPA by requiring the Agen-
cy to approve or veto mining permit
applications within 270 days of their
submission. It was simply a time limit
to make a decision. This legislation is
necessary because the EPA’s tactic of
choice is to sit on permits, effectively
killing them. My bill also included lan-
guage prohibiting any new carbon
emission standards on new or existing
powerplants as mandated by Federal
agencies without the approval of Con-
gress. After all, Congress, not the exec-
utive branch, is supposed to write our
Nation’s laws.

Unfortunately, what happened when I
introduced this legislation is some-
thing that has become all-too familiar.
When I made a motion to proceed to
the bill, it was blocked by the majority
leader.

In April I offered my Saving Coal
Jobs Act as an amendment to the then-
pending unemployment insurance bill
before the Senate. This motion was
blocked by the majority leader as well.

In May I again offered the Saving
Coal Jobs Act as an amendment to the
then-pending energy efficiency bill.
Once again it was blocked by the Sen-
ate majority leader.

September 17, 2014

A few days later in May I offered leg-
islation to stop the EPA from moving
forward with its anti-coal jobs carbon
regulations. My amendment, intro-
duced along with Senators VITTER and
HOEVEN, would have halted the admin-
istration from moving forward with
new regulations on coal-fired power-
plants until the technology required to
comply with the regulations is com-
mercially viable, which currently it is
not. Once again this commonsense
measure on behalf of Kentucky coal
miners and their families and jobs was
blocked by the majority leader, and
that bill was originally sponsored by a
colleague on the other side of the aisle,
on the Democratic side. It fared no bet-
ter under the majority leader than do
Republican procoal bills.

Moreover, the majority leader is not
just blocking procoal legislation on the
Senate floor, he is also willing to shut
down the committee process for fear of
procoal amendments having the votes
to pass. In June, he had the Senate
Democrats prevent the Energy and
Water Appropriations bill from being
marked up when they learned I had the
votes for my amendment reining in
government regulations on coal-fired
powerplants. So once it was clear the
votes might be there in committee,
they shut down the committee process.

Earlier this year, the President’s
EPA announced new regulations it
wanted to enact on existing power-
plants that would be a dagger to the
heart of my State’s middle class and
constitute the single worst blow to
Kentucky’s economy in modern times.
The proposed EPA regulations on exist-
ing powerplants would Kkill jobs and
raise utility rates across the State
while making the transmission of elec-
tricity less reliable. The regulations
would adversely affect Kentucky pow-
erplants that account for literally
thousands of Kentucky jobs.

These regulations are why this June
I introduced the Coal Country Protec-
tion Act—legislation to block the
President’s proposed regulations on
carbon emissions from existing power-
plants if those regulations eliminate
jobs, cost our economy dollars, in-
crease electricity prices or jeopardize
electricity reliability.

Those requirements are just common
sense. Yet once again the majority
leader refused to allow a vote on my
legislation.

The importance of my Coal Country
Protection Act is reflected in the find-
ings of a recent Government Account-
ability Office, or GAO, study. My col-
league Senator MURKOWSKI from Alas-
ka requested this study which found
that as a result of EPA’s existing and
proposed regulations, the number of
coal-fired powerplants closing across
the country is even higher—even high-
er—than what was originally estimated
by the GAO in 2012.

These coal plant retirements are
largely due to EPA redtape. Current
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proposed regulations, from carbon reg-
ulations to proposed lower ozone stand-
ards, will only make this number in-
crease if they move forward.

These shutdowns mean higher elec-
tricity prices. Sadly, EPA bureaucrats
don’t understand or don’t care about
how the abundance of coal in Kentucky
permits the State to benefit from rel-
atively low energy rates which make
our businesses more competitive and
make it easier to attract jobs. As we
saw during last winter’s cold snap, our
country needs coal and ready access to
it. Coal allows us to generate afford-
able power when there is an uptick in
electricity use combined with spikes in
natural gas prices. But as the EPA uses
the administrative fiat to terminate
existing and future coal-fired power-
plants, there will be less coal when we
need it the most—when we need a
source of affordable power. Families
throughout the country who rely on
coal for electricity could find them-
selves in a tough spot in the near fu-
ture with the current administration
in office.

Those are the facts about this admin-
istration’s war on coal, but let me pro-
vide a more vivid picture about Ken-
tucky coal itself.

Kentuckians have been mining coal
for generations. Kentucky coal helped
power the Industrial Revolution that
transformed our economy into the
largest and most prosperous in the
world. Kentucky coal has even contrib-
uted to the struggle to defend our Na-
tion in times of war. Kentucky’s coal
miners have done so much for our Na-
tion. The Senate should not be turning
its back on them now.

Jimmy Rose of Pineville, KY, is well
known to many as the voice of coal
country. Jimmy is a veteran of the
U.S. Marine Corps who served in Iraq, a
former coal miner, and a finalist from
the television show ‘‘America’s Got
Talent.”” He is famous for his song
‘“Coal Keeps the Lights On.” I think
Jimmy put it best when he said, ‘‘Coal
keeps the bills paid, the clothes on the
backs, and shoes on the feet.”

I am not going to stand idly by while
this administration and this EPA try
to wipe out the lifeblood of my home
State. The Senate was created to be a
deliberative body, one that would de-
bate and legislate on the great issues of
the day. Instead, the Senate, as it is
currently run, does all it can to avoid
important subjects such as the war on
coal.

It doesn’t have to be that way. The
Senate can still reclaim its mantle as a
body of vigorous debate and legislative
achievement, and the Kentucky coal
miner can still do an honest day’s hard
work for good pay, because after this
administration is out of office, the coal
will still be in the ground. After this
administration leaves office, the coal
will still be in the ground.

So I am going to fight for that Ken-
tucky coal miner to hold on to our
State’s birthright. This war on coal is
not over, not by a long shot.
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ENERGY POLICY

Mr. McCONNELL. On another mat-
ter, I just explained why the war on
coal has been so damaging to the peo-
ple of my State. It is clear to me at
least that we need to work together to-
ward sensible, all-of-the-above energy
policy. The good news is that the Re-
publican-run House is set to present us
with another perfect opportunity to
work across the aisle and do just that
this very week. The House plans to
pass and send over a bipartisan legisla-
tive package that would create jobs
while helping to make energy more af-
fordable and more abundant.

Among other things, this energy
package would finally approve the Key-
stone Pipeline. This is a project that is
safe, shovel-ready, and could create
tens of thousands of jobs right away. It
is just unacceptable that the adminis-
tration has now spent 6 years—6
yvears—dragging its feet on the Key-
stone Pipeline. I commend my col-
league from North Dakota Senator
HOEVEN for bringing attention to that
fact and for his strong vocal leadership
on this issue. While some on the other
side of the aisle claim to be supportive
of Keystone jobs, they have failed to
stand up to the majority leader who
has blocked this effort time and time
and time again on behalf of the Obama
administration. We need to approve the
House legislative package and finally
get this pipeline built and these Key-
stone jobs created.

But the House’s energy package
would do a lot more than just that. It
would also modernize the permitting
process, allow for more energy explo-
ration, increase exports of American
energy, and it would help us fight back
against the Obama administration’s
war on Kentucky coal jobs in several
different ways.

One bill would prevent the adminis-
tration from developing more job-kill-
ing coal regulations and another from
Representative WHITFIELD would push
back on the coal regulations that have
already been issued.

This package is common sense. I ap-
plaud our colleagues in the House for
their efforts on this issue. It presents a
perfect opportunity for our Democratic
friends, if they are willing to support
it, to prove they are serious about real
solutions for middle-class families—
that they have a real agenda beyond
just designed-to-fail bills.

————

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES

STAFF SERGEANT DANIEL N. FANNIN

Mr. McCONNELL. This morning I
wish to share with my colleagues the
story of a brave Kentucky airman who
loved his country so much he defended
it at the cost of his life.

U.S. Air Force SSgt Daniel N.
Fannin, of Morehead, KY, was killed in
the crash of his reconnaissance plane
near Kandahar Airfield in Afghanistan
on April 27, 2013. It was just a few
weeks after his 30th birthday.
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For his service in uniform, Staff Ser-
geant Fannin received several medals,
awards, and declarations, including the
National Defense Service Ribbon, the
Global War on Terrorism Service
Medal, the Air Medal with two oak leaf
clusters, the Air Force Commendation
Medal with one oak leaf cluster, the
Air Force Achievement Medal with one
oak leaf cluster, and the Bronze Star.

Daniel’s mother Sharri Jones recalls
this of her son:

Daniel flew on this Earth as an airman. His
faith has earned him angel wings now. He
died serving others, serving his country, and
serving God. This mother is blessed.

Daniel grew up in Morehead and at-
tended Rowan County Senior High
School, from which he graduated in
2001. He enlisted in the Air Force short-
ly after graduation and at the time of
his death was a 12-year veteran.

Daniel’s mother Sharri remembers:

I frequently told Daniel he was my hero.
Benjamin Disraeli said, ‘“The legacy of he-
roes is the memory of a great name and the
inheritance of a great example.”

These words epitomize my son. His name
will be remembered, and his works are in-
deed great examples. He was then, and will
forever be, my hero.

Daniel’s mother Sharri continues:

I used to tell Daniel that it didn’t matter
what he did as a career in life, but I expected
him to be the best that he could be, no mat-
ter if he was a ditch digger or a CEO. He did
me proud by doing just that. He was the best
man that he could possibly be.

As Daniel grew up, he had to learn
how to do chores such as laundry,
cleaning, and cooking. Sharri’s mother
said:

Like all kids do, he complained constantly,
and sometimes it was a battle getting him to
do those things. I was fortunate enough to
get to attend his Air Force basic training
graduation ceremony in San Antonio. During
liberty, he took me aside and said: “Mom, I
want to thank you.” I said: “What for, son?”’
He said: ‘“‘For making me do all of those
things you made me do, like laundry. It sure
made things a lot easier for me here. Some of
these guys didn’t even know how to turn a
washer on!”’

Daniel was an avid reader from his
early childhood. ‘“The hardest form of
punishment for him was not to allow
him to read,” says his mother Sharri.
Daniel’s wife Sonya Fannin certainly
agreed. ‘‘He could read a 400-page book
in a day or less,” she says.

Daniel met Sonya while stationed in
Oklahoma City. Sonya says:

One of my favorite stories to tell was that
on our first date he went to the flower shop
to pick a bouquet. He spent hours in the
shop, he said, before finally picking two
dozen white roses. When he presented them
at the door, Danny didn’t know that those
were my favorite flowers, but that was the
moment I knew.

Daniel loved to go camping, hiking,
biking, and fishing. He loved the out-
doors. On his and Sonya’s 5-year anni-
versary trip to Maui, Danny’s favorite
activity was a submarine ride 170 feet
below sea level. He liked to say he had
been to the depths of the ocean and
flown to the highest heights after that
trip.
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Daniel was assigned to the Air
Force’s 552nd Operations Support
Squadron at Tinker Air Force Base in
Oklahoma City. He was an airborne
sensor operator and a qualified Air
Force air surveillance instructor who
served with distinction at Tinker Air
Force Base.

In his dozen years of service, Daniel
deployed on three tours as an E-3
AWACS, or airborne warning and con-
trol system, aircraft surveillance tech-
nician. He was also an MC-12 sensor op-
erator. While in Afghanistan, Daniel
was assigned to the 361st Expeditionary
Reconnaissance Squadron as a member
of the 451st Air Expeditionary Wing at
Kandahar Air Base.

His mother said:

After his death, multiple superior officers
have told me how respected he was, how well
Daniel performed his duties, and that he was
exceptional at mentoring young airmen per-
sonally as he was professionally. Daniel was
a very devout man. Many have said that he
led them to Christ or reconnected them with
the Lord.

His wife Sonya agrees:

He was a Christian man of Christian values
and morals. He served God in all that he did.

Daniel also liked to laugh and joke

with his family and friends. Sonya
says:
He went by many nicknames; ‘“‘Dan the

man,” ‘“Fan Dannin,” and my dad’s favorite,
“Lieutenant Dan.” My dad would always
ask, “Lieutenant Dan, have you flown much
lately?”’ Danny would stick his arms out to
each side and say he had been flying as much
as he could.

After Daniel’s death, at a park lo-
cated near Tinker Area Force Base,
where he had been stationed, Daniel’s
legacy was honored with a replica E-3
AWACS aircraft dedicated in his honor
in a ceremony in April of this year. In-
scribed on the tail of the E-3 replica
honoring Daniel are the words ‘‘Service
Before Self,”” one of the Air Force’s
core values those who knew Daniel
knew he lived by.

Sonya Fannin was present for the
dedication to her husband, and she
spoke to the crowd of about 300. She
said:

This memorializes Daniel’s very essence,
his giving spirit in a way which those in the
public can see. Memorializing Danny here in
the public park, a place in which our civilian
friends and family can visit and heal on their
own time, is truly special.

Daniel’s family members and friends
are foremost in our thoughts as I re-
count this story for my Senate col-
leagues today. They include his wife
Sonya Fannin, his mother Sharri
Jones, his grandparents Henry and
Fern Hamm, and many other beloved
family members and friends.

I would like to close with some words
from Daniel’s mother Sharri about her
son. Here is what she said:

I know that there are many who continue
to grieve deeply over Daniel’s passing. To
them I would say, take the things that Dan-
iel shared with you, learn from them, and
pass them forward. Give others what he gave
you. In that way, he will live forever.

I couldn’t agree more with such a
heartfelt sentiment.
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I would like the family of SSgt Dan-
iel Fannin to know that Members of
the Senate do indeed recognize the
things Daniel gave to his country—
namely, his service, his life, and his sa-
cred honor. We will be forever grateful.

————————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
HEITKAMP). Under the previous order,
the leadership time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business until 12
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each and
with the time equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or
their designees.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

————

REMEMBERING MATT HALEY

Mr. COONS. Madam President, I
come to the floor today my heart
heavy with a challenging task, which is
to convey the remarkable, the special,
the powerful spirit of a friend who
passed 3 weeks ago in a tragic accident
in India.

Matt Haley was a remarkable Dela-
warean. Matt Haley was a gifted and
accomplished chef and entrepreneur.
Matt Haley was someone who touched
so many lives in my home State of
Delaware.

In 2012 Matt won the Delaware Res-
taurant Association’s Cornerstone
Award, a lifetime achievement award
recognizing restaurateurs who dedicate
their lives to humanitarian efforts.

Matt owned eight different res-
taurants all across the beach region so
well known to folks here in Wash-
ington. Matt owned restaurants in Re-
hoboth Beach, Lewes, Ocean View,
Bethany Beach, Fenwick Island, and
was involved in dozens of other busi-
ness enterprises in other States.

In 2014 Matt had the best year he ever
had in terms of the reach and scope of
his potential and his vision and his rec-
ognition by his profession. He won the
National Restaurant Association Cor-
nerstone Humanitarian Award. I was
thrilled to be able to join in that cele-
bration here in Washington. He won
the International Association of Cul-
inary Professionals Humanitarian
Award. He won the James Beard Hu-
manitarian Award in a remarkable
celebration in New York. He won all
three major recognitions, major awards
from the restaurant and culinary in-
dustry—the triple crown, as it were.

Having never met him, you might
think this man, having been so success-
ful as an entrepreneur and a business-
man and so recognized and celebrated
in all these different ways, would have
been puffed up and filled with himself
and with pride and with a sense of ac-
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complishment and success. Matt did
have a sense of accomplishment and
success, but it came from a very dif-
ferent place. His spirit, his personality
was profoundly different than that
brief resume might suggest because
Matt was someone who had a second
and a third chance at life, so he em-
braced it with a passion and an open-
heartedness I have never seen any-
where else.

Matt was 53 years old and had been
sober for 24 years. Not many years be-
fore this remarkable year of success he
had this year, Matt had been riding the
bus to work as a minimum-wage dish-
washer as he was reinventing himself.
Matt spent 4 years in prison on a 13-
year prison sentence.

As he memorably remarked in a talk
he gave days before he left on this trip
to India, Matt had life-altering, ter-
rible experiences as a child. Matt had
managed to grow up in an environment
of circumstances and have experiences
that would cripple any human person,
any spirit, and had become someone
who was violent and addicted, and in-
evitably, as a consequence of a lot of
his actions, he ended up in jail. He was
exactly the sort of person so many
would be willing to write off. Yet Matt
found an opportunity through the cul-
inary arts, through the simple and
powerful skill of cooking for others. He
found a pathway back and a roadway
up. Matt was someone who cooked not
just well but was gifted at pulling to-
gether completely unrelated items and
making something simple, tasty, and
powerful.

Matt understood what a remarkable
pathway toward success and independ-
ence restaurants can be for those who
start working at the very lowest end of
the scale in our country in terms of
pay scale and yet can steadily grow to
be successful managers or even res-
taurant owners.

Matt was someone who also had just
gotten a positive diagnosis after strug-
gling with a nearly life-ending bout
with cancer. Matt had nearly died to
this world once as a young man in pris-
on and then had nearly died to us a sec-
ond time through cancer.

I was blessed to have gotten to know
him just in the last few years and to
have been touched by the power of his
energy. Matt had a hunger to connect
with and touch and help love others in
the world who hadn’t yet seen the pos-
sibilities of this world.

Matt would go anywhere, anytime to
help someone in need in Delaware.

The stories are legend of what Matt
did spontaneously and powerfully to
reach out and touch folks in our home
State and around the world who needed
his special gift—not just his resources
but his energy and his kindness.

Matt’s business partner Scott shared
with me a story that he was literally
driving down the road and came across
a van from the Delaware Adolescent
Program, Inc., DAPI, a van for a pro-
gram that helps young moms complete
school and be healthy and successful
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mothers. Their van was broken down
by the side of the road, and, after
learning more about the program and
its impact and its importance and see-
ing their dilapidated and outdated van,
he literally bought them a new one on
the spot.

Matt was someone who, having never
traveled before until recent years when
he first became successful, found him-
self challenged and then enlivened and
then aflamed with a passion for trav-
eling around the world and for hearing
from and connecting with young people
and their needs. He tells much more
powerfully than I can the story of his
becoming connected to young women,
to girls, in Nepal, victims of traf-
ficking, victims of sexual abuse, who
were hungry and lonely and to whom
he was able to help provide food and
shelter and hope.

He later also connected with a whole
community in Central America, and he
traveled regularly to India and Nepal
and to Central America as well as up
and down my State. He volunteered in
our prisons. He worked with our food
bank. He spent time and gave resources
in India and Nepal and in Central
America. Literally the last time I
spoke to Matt, I had just had an oppor-
tunity to meet a young woman who
was truly struggling to find oppor-
tunity in our home State. She was a re-
covering drug addict and came up to
me at an event in Dover and frankly
said she never believed someone in my
position would care and would work
and take any risk to help someone like
her find employment. She was inter-
ested in possibly working in a res-
taurant.

As we talked at greater length, I told
her Matt’s story. I told her how this
young man, full of anger and abuse and
difficulty in his young life, had ended
up an addict and in prison and yet,
through his own determination and
through the kindness and partnership
of others, had managed to go on to be
an incredible success, an employer to
hundreds, even thousands, and a con-
tributor and a leader to groups such as
La Esperanza and the food bank, and to
support public school teachers and to
support folks coming out of prison. I
asked if she would be interested in
hearing from him.

In my last conversation with Matt—
a man who was incredibly busy, as he
was finishing wup several business
projects and about to get on a plane to
meet a long commitment with a group
of girls in need—he said: Absolutely. I
would love to talk to her. Get her on
the phone with me.

He made time the next day to meet
her, encourage her, and invite her to
come to the food bank presentation he
was making.

To his very last breath, Matt was
passionate about touching and chang-
ing the lives of others. His very last
initiative was to fund teachers and
schools in southern Delaware and help
provide supplies for them in their
classrooms, and his very last day was

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

spent riding a motorcycle on one of the
highest and most dangerous roads in
the world in the Himalaya to person-
ally deliver supplies and engagement
and support to girls in a remote village
in a difficult and distant part of the
world.

Matt Haley’s compassion, his spirit,
and his energy touched deeply me and
so many others. His determination to
do everything he could with every day
he had and to make every difference he
could in the world should inspire and
challenge all of us. He has left a sig-
nificant amount of his accumulated re-
sources to his Global Delaware Fund,
which will continue his great work in
these many places.

It is my hope and my prayer that all
of us who have had our lives touched
by Matt and by his unique and infec-
tious humor and spirit will continue
his remarkable lifetime of work and
that all of us will remember that in
this Nation, every person has value and
every person has potential no matter
where they are from or where they are
today. Their path forward can be lifted
if we just continue to carry forward the
remarkable passion and spirit of Matt
Haley.

I thank the Chair.

————————

TRIBUTE TO THE U.S. AIR FORCE
AND MAJOR K.C. COURTLAND

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, it is a
good day for Major Courtland to be
here because another thing I want to
talk about today is the Air Force itself
and to pay tribute to those in the Air
Force. This is the anniversary of the 67
years of service and sacrifice for our
Nation—clearly the greatest air power
in the history of the world, the first
place we turn when we want to make
an immediate difference in a chaotic
situation in the world.

We are talking this week, again,
about how the Air Force can make a
difference, whether it is those based at
Whiteman Air Force Base in Missouri
or those based all over the world. The
Air Force continues, in so many ways,
to project our strength and our com-
mitment to a more peaceful world by
using the power that we do have in a
way that ensures that in some cases
the playing field is more fair because
we keep people on the ground rather
than let despotic governments get
their weapons in the air. In some
places we are able to intervene, as we
did recently in conjunction with the
Peshmerga, to allow the recapture of
the dam in Iraq that is essential, and
even beyond that, could have itself
been used as a great weapon if that
dam would have been allowed to be
breached and then the flood that would
have occurred because of that.

The Air Force was created in 1947
under President Harry Truman’s lead-
ership. Prior to that it was called the
U.S. Army Air Corps. I am proud to
stand today at one of the desks that
Senator Truman used on the Senate
floor—a desk later used by other Mis-
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sourians, by Senator Eagleton, by Sen-
ator Danforth, by Senator Bond—but a
desk used by President Truman as he
served in what he said were the best
years of his working life—his time as a
Senator.

But he faced lots of hard challenges
as President. One was how we moved
forward in a new and different world
after World War II and how we used our
technology in different ways. One of
those was to recognize that the U.S.
Army Air Corps had risen to a place
that it really deserved to be recognized
for what it was—the Air Force. The
first Secretary of the Air Force, an-
other Missourian, was Senator Stuart
Symington, who then would later serve
in this body as a Senator.

Certainly, we have benefited in our
office from having Kelly Courtland,
Maj. K.C. Courtland, who has been
helping us this year in my responsibil-
ities on both the Armed Services Com-
mittee and the Defense Appropriations
Subcommittee. This is actually her an-
niversary as well as a member of the
Air Force. She now completes 24 years
of Air Force service on exactly the
same day that the Air Force was estab-
lished 67 years ago. Twenty-four years
ago Major Courtland enlisted in the Air
Force. For the last year she has helped
us fulfill the responsibilities in our of-
fice that we have and the No. 1 respon-
sibility of the Federal Government—
the one thing almost no one would
argue we could do for ourselves; that is
the responsibility of defending the
country.

We are hoping we see Major
Courtland stationed in Missouri one of
these days. She is from Ludington, MI.
She will be running her 85th marathon
this weekend—the Air Force Marathon.
She values her military training. She
served from enlisted to now her role as
a major and has been unbelievably
helpful to us at this time.

As we think about Major Courtland
and all of the others who serve, we
want to be very mindful of their serv-
ice, their willingness to step forward to
defend our freedom, to be willing to de-
fend our freedom at a time when, once
again, we are talking about this week
those who would threaten our freedom
and what we will do about that and
how we are looking to be sure that the
strategy we have and the resolve we
have is a resolve that allows us to con-
vince our enemies that a peaceful
world—a world where people can pur-
sue their own values, where they are
able to pursue their own right of con-
science, where they are able to look
within themselves and determine their
own religious convictions rather than
have someone tell them what those
convictions are and demand that every-
body follow exactly the same path in
the way they view religion and the way
they consequently would be required,
because of that one view, to view soci-
ety and how people should live to-
gether—hopefully those who defend us
will get the kind of support and the
kind of thoughtful consideration and
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determination they need from the peo-
ple in the Senate and the House, from
people in the Defense Department and
the administration, from people in the
White House, from the Office of the
President himself on down who are
going to be making decisions that will
put others in harm’s way as we try to
prevent greater numbers of Americans,
frankly, from being in harm’s way.

I clearly count myself among those
who believe this is a real danger to us—
the location of this ISIS threat, the un-
derstanding from the Secretary of De-
fense that somewhere between 1 and 200
Americans are there fighting alongside
this genocidal group, and many times
that from Europe fighting alongside
this group—people with passports that
allow them to come to the United
States, to not worry about coming over
the border and just worrying about
buying a plane ticket and coming in
that way.

Of course there are those who say—
and I agree: If we know who they are,
we should take their passports away.
That is easy if you know who they are
to invalidate the passport. It is pretty
hard if you do not know who they are
to invalidate that passport. In fact, it
just cannot be done. There are not only
Americans coming back, but others
from visa waiver countries who just
simply have a passport from their
country and they buy a plane ticket.
Suddenly those who have become
steeped in this wrong-headed view of
the world—who have become condi-
tioned to the idea that a life, if it does
not agree with you, does not matter—
they would be able to come into this
country and into European countries in
ways that we have not seen before and
still have access—as terrorist groups
have had before to many other coun-
tries—to poison the minds of people
who are looking for an answer. I can
assure you that this is not the right
answer.

So I wish my colleagues well as we
make these important decisions. We
are going to be looking at whatever we
decide to do in the next couple of days
and over the next 75 days or so. We will
have a chance to revisit that decision
as we look at how force is being applied
and how our hopes are being met. We
will see if what the President thinks
will happen as a response to what we
are doing here is actually what appears
to be happening later this year.

———

HEALTH CARE

Mr. BLUNT. I have come to the floor
almost every week. I think I have come
to the floor every week it was possible
to be on the Senate floor over the
course of the last year to discuss the
changes we have seen in health care.
We are now approaching the 1-year an-

niversary of the—everybody would
agree—disastrous launch of
ObamaCare. Most Americans now

agree, not only was the launch disas-
trous, but actually the changes in our
health care system have not been what
they would have hoped for.
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The administration has delayed the
2015 open season, to sign up for health
care, until the middle of November
now. Interestingly, the middle of No-
vember is right after the election. I as-
sume that is not a coincidence that the
administration does not want voters to
be reminded, between now and election
day, of what the problems are in just
trying to sign up and what the new
costs and new deductibles may be.

But for whatever reason, of the many
delays and the many determinations by
the administration over and over
again, no matter what the law said, the
administration decided: Well, we can
actually change that. There is no jus-
tification for November 15 except the
first Tuesday in November. I think we
all know that. No matter how many
things we delayed, though, the health
care plan continues to get less and less
popular. Every month, as I look at
those numbers, fewer Americans have
confidence in the direction we are
headed in health care than we did be-
fore.

Earlier this week, CMS began send-
ing notices to consumers enrolled in
the exchanges that have income-re-
lated discrepancies that do not match
the Federal data. Apparently, about
363,000 individuals are receiving those
letters. If they do not respond by Sep-
tember 30, the subsidy they thought
they were having for their policy will
not be there. In August CMS began to
reach out to people who required proof
of citizenship. Apparently, it is too
much trouble to have proof of citizen-
ship to take to the polls with you but
not too much trouble to have citizen-
ship proof if you are going to partici-
pate in this program that taxpayers
pay for and that voters, ultimately, by
who they send here and who they send
to the White House, are responsible for.

On Monday, it was announced that
around 115,000 individuals—1,700 of
them were Missourians—were notified
that their coverage would end by Sep-
tember 30 unless they could provide
that verification of citizenship. That is
not a very good notice to get with 2
weeks and a couple of days of notifica-
tion: By the way, you are about to lose
your health care coverage unless you
can provide documents and provide
them right now.

USA Today reported that
healthcare.gov still remains SO
“‘glitchy,” according to them, ‘‘re-

mains so glitchy,” that some people
are being forced to send their informa-
tion multiple times. Many cannot ac-
cess their accounts, and then now there
is the well-understood concern that the
information may not be nearly as se-
cure as we would want it to be.

Serco, a company that was hired to
provide services for processing paper
applications—we found out just a few
days ago, after months of waiting, that
the Federal Government finally re-
sponded to a St. Louis television sta-
tion—KMOV’s freedom of information
request which they submitted in
March. It takes a long time to get one
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simple question answered. The ques-
tion was: How many paper applications
are actually being processed at this
processing center in Wentzville, MO?
How many applications were processed
between October of last year and
March of this year?

The number was not so big that it
should have been that hard to count. It
was less than 5 percent of the antici-
pated number that the workforce was
put in place for and the company was
paid to process—about 271,000 people
over that several months’ period of
time.

The director of the project testified
in September that the company, he
said, was ‘‘prepared to manage an esti-
mated 6.2 million paper applications”
between that period of time, and in-
stead they managed 271,000 When you
have a workforce in place to do 6.2 mil-
lion applications and they do about
one-quarter of a million, no wonder
people from that workplace were com-
ing forward. Numerous whistleblowers,
according to KMOV, were saying: We
are playing board games. We have li-
brary books stacked up on the tables.
We are told, every once in a while, to
push the button that refreshes our
computers so that it at least appears
that the computer has not just gone
away in one of many miscalculations
in how this was going to work.

A GAO report released on Tuesday
confirmed that people who had had
concerns about this bill because it
would use Federal funding for the first
time to lead to taxpayer-funded abor-
tions—and many of my colleagues in
the House voted for this and voted for
it only because President Obama re-
peatedly promised that the health care
law would not lead to American tax
dollars being used for this purpose. It is
a longstanding policy. It is a policy
that Americans have strongly sup-
ported for a long time. Unfortunately,
this new report by the government
itself indicates that was one more gov-
ernment promise not kept.

We are on the verge of entering the
second year of healthcare.gov. We are
on the verge of entering the second
year of this new Federal involvement
in people’s health care decisions. I
think there is a reason that every
week, every month, when Missourians
are asked by the Kaiser Foundation
and others about this, this is less pop-
ular than it was the month before.

Hopefully, when we come back next
year, we will look for ways to make
health care work better. Then we will
begin to see people have more con-
fidence if we would do that effectively
month after month, instead of less con-
fidence month after month.

I yield back and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. MANCHIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MANCHIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak for up to 15 minutes or
until my remarks are complete.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——
THE MIDDLE EAST AND ISIS

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, I
rise today to discuss the gravest and
most important issue we can debate in
Congress. I am here to talk about
America’s involvement in the Middle
East and President Obama’s plan to de-
feat ISIS. Make no mistake, we must
defeat and destroy ISIS. But how we
destroy them is what we must get
right.

I applaud the President for pre-
senting a plan to the American people.
I support airstrikes against ISIS. I sup-
port providing humanitarian aid. I sup-
port cutting off terrorist funding
sources. Doing these things has already
helped to prevent genocide and has al-
ready begun to roll back ISIS’s gains in
Iraq.

I also support in engaging the world
community, but most importantly Tur-
key and the Arab League nations. Un-
fortunately, I have not seen signs from
the region that tell me we have their
full support. This should be an Arab
ground war and a U.S. air war, but I
cannot and will not support arming or
training the Syrian opposition forces. I
did not come to this decision easily.

I spoke with military and foreign pol-
icy experts. I attended classified brief-
ings and asked questions of this admin-
istration—but, most importantly, I
studied our history.

We have been at war in that part of
the world for the past 13 years. If
money and military might could have
made a difference, it would have by
now.

In Iraq alone, we spent the better
part of 8 years training the Iraqi police
and military force of a 280,000-person
army at the cost of $20 billion to the
American people—$20 billion. The first
time they had to step up and defend
their country, their people, and their
way of life, what did they do? They
folded in the face of ISIS, abandoning
their equipment and facilities to the
enemy.

I ask my colleagues and the Presi-
dent, why do we think that training
the rebels would turn out any dif-
ferently?

In West Virginia, we understand the
definition of insanity. We get it.

The first principle of war is to know
your enemy. And we certainly know
our enemy.

ISIS is a barbaric terrorist with no
respect for humanity, and they deserve
to die. I have seen the videos and, like
every American, I was disgusted and
outraged.

But as it is most important to know
your enemy, it is equally important to
know your allies—and I am not con-
fident we know who our allies are.
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To illustrate that point, I refer my
colleagues to press reports that mod-
erate Syrian opposition forces sold
American journalist Steven Sotloff to
ISIS, who beheaded him and put the
video on the Internet. Are those people
our allies?

Who are our other allies in this fight?
As of today, we have only hints of mili-
tary support from Arab countries that
themselves face a greater threat from
ISIS than any one of us.

Syria’s neighbors have the technical
ability and the financial resources to
support and train the Syrian opposi-
tion forces. If that is the correct course
of action we should take, they have the
wherewithal to do it.

In the 1991 Iraq war, we had commit-
ments from our allies around the
world, but most importantly from the
Arab community. We had a total buy-
in. I know Secretary of State Kerry has
been working tirelessly to build a simi-
lar coalition and to recruit support
from Iraq’s neighbors, because it is
their neighborhood and theirs to de-
fend. I hope it is successful because, as
our intelligence community has said
repeatedly, ISIS could soon become a
direct threat to the United States of
America. But I strongly believe that if
our military arms and trains Syrian
rebels, we will be involving ourselves
in a ground conflict that we cannot re-
solve where potentially everyone in-
volved is our enemy.

To my mind, the reasons not to arm
Syrian rebels today are very clear. No.
1, first, the weapons we give to mod-
erate opposition may not remain in
their hands. If my colleagues have seen
the videos of ISIS shipping U.S. Army
humvees and MRAPs out of Iraq that
we gave to the Iraqi Army, they will
understand what I mean.

No. 2, I have seen no evidence that
the Syrian rebels we plan to train and
arm will remain committed to Amer-
ican goals or our interests. The vast
majority of national level Syrian rebel
groups are Islamist, none of whom are
interested in allying with the United
States. This is not to their best inter-
ests—and not in their interest—and
none of whom we should be associating
with.

Further, the opposition fighters we
will train care more about over-
throwing Assad’s regime than they do
about defeating ISIS. Assad is evil,
make no mistake about it, but he is
not a threat to America. If the mod-
erate opposition has to choose between
defeating Assad and defeating ISIS,
why do we believe—think about this—
they will choose our priority over their
own? Why would we even think that?
How do we know they won’t join forces
with ISIS if it helps them overthrow
Assad, their main objective?

No. 3, authorizing military support
for Syrian rebels will inextricably draw
us into a civil war we have no way to
end—and we have seen this picture un-
fold before. Our fight is against ISIS
and the Islamist terrorist groups that
threaten the United States. A limit of
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that fight should be doing what we
need to do to protect Americans and to
prevent genocide. Every further step
we take from that basic principle of
protecting Americans and preventing
genocide takes us back down the road
of Middle Eastern nation-building.
That means we should support others
with counterterrorism forces, intel-
ligence gathering, air power, and diplo-
matic efforts—and it means stopping
the flow of illicit oil, money, and fight-
ers across Syria’s borders. We do not
need to arm and train Syrian rebels to
protect Americans.

I would ask my colleagues to con-
sider America’s history of intervention
in the Middle East. It has not been a
successful one. Interventions have
failed in Lebanon, Somalia, Libya,
Iraq, and Afghanistan is on the brink
of failure.

What did we learn from our actions?
Certainly not that going into Muslim
countries to restore order or restore
democracy is a winning strategy for us.

I have been very clear: We have every
right to and we must—we must—defend
ourselves and protect American citi-
zens and interests against terrorists
anywhere in the world. I again voice
my strong support for the counterter-
rorism efforts already ongoing to pro-
tect Americans, but we have proven by
blood and treasure already spent that
we have not made a difference with
American boots on the ground in this
part of the world.

Some have used the examples of our
garrisons in Germany, Japan, Korea,
and the Balkans as examples of where
the United States successfully estab-
lished the rule of law with residual
military forces, but such comparisons
have little basis in history. Once our
mission was achieved and occupation
began, our troops did not face the
threat of violence from the same peo-
ple we had just defended and liberated.

Others have said if we had kept a re-
sidual force in Iraq that ISIS would
never have taken hold, and I respect-
fully disagree. How can I fault a Presi-
dent for pulling troops out after 8
years, billions spent, and thousands of
lives lost, with no end in sight? Again
we trained in Iraq a military of 280,000
persons at a cost of $20 billion, and
when they faced their first test, they
folded. That was a fraction of the total
cost of our wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan.

I wish to give a rundown of where we
stand today. In Iraq, conservatively,
we have spent $818 billion. In Afghani-
stan, we have spent $747 billion, and
that is continuing to grow. The total
cost of our recent wars: $1.6 trillion,
and that is growing. That doesn’t in-
clude the cost of long-term care of
wounded veterans, over 50,000.

But the cost in money is nothing
compared to the cost of lives. In Iraq,
4,400 dead, 36,000 wounded. In Afghani-
stan and still counting, 2,200 dead and
21,000 wounded.

I know my vote comes with a price. I
know that. It is my understanding that
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the same vote we make to train and
fund the Syrian opposition forces will
also be one to pass a CR to fund our
government. I do not believe we should
be forced to decide between funding our
government and arming Syrian rebels
in the same vote.

We should be ashamed for failing to
pass appropriations bills to finance
government operations for the fiscal
year that starts 2 weeks from now, and
more ashamed that for the sake of ex-
pediency—expediency because of an
election coming up—that we are using
a stopgap continuing resolution as a
vehicle for authorizing major military
activity that will have repercussions
for generations to come.

Asking us to make this choice is a
disservice to the American people. But
if that is a decision I am forced to
make—and I will say if that is a deci-
sion I am forced to make—it is one I
am committed to making. I understand
my vote will likely not be the deciding
vote, but even if it were, I would still
cast the same vote. I believe these
votes should be separate and debated.
We owe that to the American people.
We have this time to do it. I believe
with all my heart we have more than
enough time to do this. I am prepared,
as some of my colleagues, to stay in
session so we can give the American
people the debate and transparent
transition they deserve.

We must learn from our past mis-
takes and we must not repeat them. I
believe our country deserves this de-
bate. Let me make it clear, I believe
ISIS is a grave threat to the region and
could become a direct threat to the
United States. We must confront and
defeat them. I just do not believe that
arming the Syrian opposition forces is
the correct approach, because I can
foresee a Senate debate a few years
from now—not that far off—I can see
this coming about how to defeat the
next group of Islamist terrorists we
helped to train and install.

I have not come to this decision eas-
ily, and I know it comes with con-
sequences, but I believe the people of
West Virginia sent me to the Senate to
make tough decisions and vote to do
what is best for not only all West Vir-
ginians but for every American.

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

THE EROSION OF THE SENATE

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, it
brings me no pleasure to make the re-
marks I feel compelled to make today.
I think it is important for us to under-
stand how we, the Senate of the United
States, are operating.
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The Senate—the legislative body her-
alded by the late Senator Robert C.
Byrd as the second great senate in his-
tory, the first being the Roman Sen-
ate—is being eroded beyond recogni-
tion by the tactics utilized by Senate
Majority Leader REID and those who
support him in that process.

Today is Constitution Day. It was
Senator Byrd who moved legislation to
declare today Constitution Day. Under
that Constitution, there are two bodies
in the Congress, the House and the
Senate, and the Senate has always
been known as the body where great
debates are held, with an open ability
to amend and discuss, and the great
issues of the day are laid out. That is
what we are about.

But the Senate has changed dramati-
cally since I have been in the Senate,
some 18 years, and not for the better—
not for the better of the American peo-
ple. It might be good for politicians,
but it is not good for the American
people and it is not good for the public
interest, in my view.

As has been happening time and
again, we are once again today, at nigh
on the eleventh hour, being asked to
vote for a spending bill before we re-
cess. We have to recess, you see. Why?
So Senators can go home to campaign,
but we are being paid, whether we are
here or back home or vacationing or
whatever. Why don’t we stay a few
days longer if necessary? Oh, no. We
have to get out of Washington and go
back home and campaign.

This continuing resolution, covering
a massive amount of spending that no
Member can fully comprehend at this
late hour and nobody can meaningfully
analyze, scrutinize or investigate—
once again, we are being asked to fund
the entire government of the United
States in one catch-all bill, with no op-
portunity for a single amendment.
There is no way to improve the legisla-
tion or to engage in meaningful consid-
eration of our financial status.

Aren’t we facing a crisis financially?
Hasn’t the Congressional Budget Office
told us we are on an unsustainable fi-
nancial path? Yes. Are we going to dis-
cuss that at all? No. We are going to
bring up this bill, vote it through, and
g0 home and campaign.

This denies the American people the
opportunity to know what is being
passed and to analyze and hold their
elected representatives accountable for
their actions. So the American people
can’t comprehend or study what is be-
hind this massive bill either.

Once again, as a tactic, this bill is
being rushed through under the threat
of a government shutdown. Without a
funding mechanism, the government
would shut down October 1 if we don’t
pass an appropriations bill to fund it
because the Government of the United
States cannot operate and spend a
dime Congress hasn’t appropriated.
That is a fundamental constitutional
power.

Yes, there is a problem out there.
How did it happen that we are getting

September 17, 2014

toward the end of the session and noth-
ing has been done? I will talk about
that.

Why is this happening? Is it because
we don’t have time? No, it is not be-
cause we don’t have time. The reality—
and I will say this, and I have not been
contradicted on it by any Member of
this Senate, to my knowledge. It is not
a lack of time. We haven’t done any-
thing this week or last week, and we
have next week and the next week if
need be. We can vote 20 times a day. It
doesn’t take a lot of time to vote. Peo-
ple can have their ideas to improve leg-
islation and bring them up and argue
for them and get an up-or-down vote,
yes or no.

So why is this happening? The pur-
pose is to protect Members from having
to cast votes that their constituents
might disagree with, to protect them
from being placed on record one way or
the other on important issues facing
the Nation. That is the problem. It is
politics first, sad to say. It just is.

We have not voted on a single appro-
priations bill in the Senate this year,
not one. Not 1 of the 12 appropriations
bills that are required to fund our gov-
ernment each year has come before the
Senate. Committees are being by-
passed, secret deals rule the day, and
millions of Americans are thereby
robbed of their ability to observe and
participate in the legislative process.
They are denied the ability to write
their Senators and say: I hear you have
an amendment coming up on thus and
so. Vote for it or vote against it. That
is all being eliminated in this process.

It has been so long since we followed
the regular order, I think it is nec-
essary for me to share with the people
and our colleagues what is supposed to
happen and what is not happening.

BEach year Congress is supposed to
pass a budget resolution which outlines
the spending goals and limits for the
upcoming year. Then, based on the
spending levels contained in the budget
resolution, the individual authoriza-
tion committees are to report out au-
thorization bills. For example, they are
to review the Defense Department. We
don’t do that anymore. They are to re-
view the Defense Department. We nor-
mally do a Defense authorization bill—
but it hasn’t been done this year—to
authorize certain spending and policy
changes, utilizing the expertise of the
members of the committees to shape
where the spending is supposed to go,
laying out priorities, setting and mak-
ing decisions about what we can afford
and what we can’t afford, evaluating
whether programs are effective, to
serve the citizens of the United States.

Isn’t that what we are supposed to
do? This is the way we eliminate waste,
fraud, and abuse. This is the way we
stop it.

After the authorization committees
do their work, the Appropriations Com-
mittee actually is the one to fund the
government. The subcommittees of the
Appropriations Committee are tasked
with producing appropriations bills for
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each area of the budget, which are to
be individually brought to the floor of
the Senate, debated, and amended on
the floor in the light of day before the
American people. Each year the Senate
is supposed to consider individually 12
appropriations bills. This gives each
Member and their constituents a
chance to review and analyze every
line of the bill and to offer suggestions
for saving money, improving effi-
ciency, and better serving taxpayers—
which we are failing to do and we need
to do. We don’t have a dime to waste,
and we are wasting money regularly
throughout our government, as any-
body who has studied it knows.

Under the tenure of Senator REID,
the budgeting process has been disman-
tled. We have only passed one budget in
the last 5 years, although the Budget
Act says we should pass a budget by
April 15 every year. Our committees
stand idle, and the floor is one run not
for the high purpose of legislative de-
bate but frankly as an extension of a
Democratic political campaign com-
mittee.

So the Senate has ceased consider-
ation of appropriations bills alto-
gether, relying more and more on auto-
pilot resolutions and catch-all con-
tinuing resolutions and omnibus spend-
ing packages.

When I first came to the Senate, al-
most every single Senate spending bill
was debated. It was brought to the
floor. A Senator was embarrassed if
they didn’t bring every bill to the
floor. Sometimes they had two or three
that couldn’t be completed. They
would be completed at the end and
passed as an omnibus bill, and people
would complain. Now none of them are
passed—zero. We go year by year with-
out debating a single stand-alone
spending bill on the Senate floor. So a
Senator has to ask, what are we here
for?

One of the worst tactics the majority
leader has used to suppress Senators’
rights and block open debate is a tech-
nique called filling the tree. Under that
tactic he uses his majority rights to
keep Senators from offering amend-
ments as representatives of their
States and the American people.

Senator, a bill is coming on the floor,
and you can’t stand and give an amend-
ment? Right, you cannot. He fills the
amendment tree, we can’t file another
amendment, and he refuses to allow
amendments to occur. His majority,
having written the bill with President
Obama—they move the legislation, and
there is no real ability to challenge it.

It is not the way the Senate was sup-
posed to be set up. The Senate was al-
ways to be set up to allow individual
Senators and the minority rights to be
able to influence legislation and to
highlight what is in it.

Blocking amendments prevents this
body from working its will, prohibits
legislation from being improved, and
protects Senators from being held ac-
countable by the voters on the great
issues of the day. I don’t think there is
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any doubt about that. And that is the
reason it is being done.

But we can do things the right way.
It absolutely can be done. Members
ought to be able to offer amendments.
It just turns into a real debate, and
people get to push for the agendas they
believe in and advocate for their posi-
tion. Who knows, 10 years from today
an agenda not popular today will be
popular then. That is the way we are
supposed to do it. Senators being pro-
hibited from offering amendments
keeps the Senate from being a critical
sounding board for the issues of the
day.

Our majority leader has used this
tactic, filling the tree, 90 times during
his tenure. To put this in perspective,
the 6 previous majority leaders filled
the tree only 49 times, all total. Mr.
REID has filled the tree on 40 more oc-
casions than all 6 previous majority
leaders. This stops amendments from
being voted on, from being offered, and
that is what is happening.

The majority leader has shut down
one of the most important functions
that Senators exercise to defend and
advance the interests of their constitu-
ents.

It doesn’t stop there. The Senate is
supposed to be Washington’s cooling
saucer. That is why on many important
and controversial matters 60 votes are
required to adopt a measure or to con-
firm a nominee, and, importantly, to
change the rules of the Senate requires
a two-thirds vote to move such a ques-
tion towards final passage.

That is, a two-thirds vote is required
to change the rules of the Senate. Thus
the two-thirds vote threshold is crit-
ical because it ensures the rules have
meaning, they have power, they apply,
and in years to come will not be likely
changed, and protect minority rights
in the Senate. The rules will apply
when parties are in power and when
they are out of power. To change Sen-
ate rules requires a broad consensus
across the body. This protects the
rights of individual Senators to be
heard on the issues of the day. It is a
key component of the Senate’s herit-
age of discussion and debate and open-
ness.

Yet Mr. REID, in an exercise of brute
political force, last year changed the
Senate rules by a simple majority vote.
He ignored the counsel of the Senate
Parliamentarian who ruled his tactic
was contrary to the rules of the Sen-
ate. The Parliamentarian is our pre-
eminent protector of Senate practices,
and over the years different Parliamen-
tarians have done a good job. In one
stroke the majority leader changed the
nature of this august body, perhaps for-
ever.

So today the Democratic Senators
who empower Mr. REID and the Sen-
ators who give him power and support
him are not even allowed to consider
important legislation either, effec-
tively. Republicans or Democrats can-
not offer amendments. They cannot
even fully debate the issues. Huge bills
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are rushed through in the waning hours
of a session. Systematically the rights
of Senators to provide equal represen-
tation to each State are being disman-
tled.

But it gets worse still. As we know,
President Obama has promised that
after the midterms he would issue ex-
ecutive amnesty to 5 to 6 million peo-
ple—immigrants who are unlawfully
here, unlawfully entering the United
States. This Executive order, Presi-
dential order—fiat—amnesty—would
include work permits for millions of il-
legal workers along with photo IDs and
Social Security numbers, and it would
include more guest workers. So busi-
nesses can bring in even more guest
workers at a time of high unemploy-
ment and falling wages.

The President and the immigration
lobbyists and business groups and ac-
tivist groups are meeting secretly in
the White House trying to implement
through executive action the same dis-
astrous, wrong policies that were re-
jected by Congress through the House
of Representatives. The House said no
to this. Once the public learned what
was in the Senate amnesty and guest
worker bill, they declared, no, no, no,
and the House heard it. So the Presi-
dent is now conspiring to go around the
Congress.

What did Mr. REID say? His duty is to
represent the Congress, and we are a
coequal branch with the executive
branch and the executive branch
doesn’t have the power to change the
immigration law that is in a law, in ef-
fect. The United States law says you
cannot work in the United States—flat
out, you cannot be hired if you are in
the country illegally.

The President doesn’t have any
power to change that. The President
can come back to the Senate and advo-
cate it and see if he can pass that. But
the Senate hasn’t changed the law. You
shouldn’t be able to work in America if
you are not lawfully here. Taking a job
from a lawful immigrant? This is fun-
damentally wrong.

What does Mr. REID say about this?
Does he defend the prerogative of Con-
gress, the Senate? No, he doesn’t. In-
stead, he has told the President to ‘‘go
real big”’ and bypass Congress. Do the
biggest amnesty you can do.

Majority Leader REID has blocked
this Senate from considering the
House-passed legislation that is sitting
at the desk in this Senate that would
stop the President from doing this. He
would use legitimate congressional
power to deny funding to execute any
such bogus, unlawful amnesty plan.
The Constitution and the American
people’s interests are at stake here.
But Mr. REID is determined completely
to ensure this executive amnesty hap-
pens anyway, and he is determined to
do whatever he can to see that it does
happen. The principles that govern our
political system, separation of powers,
and public debate are not important
here at this time.
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But, colleagues, I would note that we
have to recognize Mr. REID does not op-
erate all on his own. He operates with
the support and empowerment of a
Democratic Caucus that allows this to
occur. We saw this vividly when I made
a motion some weeks ago that would
allow us to take action to stop the ex-
ecutive amnesty. I moved that we
strike his filling the tree, remove it,
clear the amendment tree, and allow
new amendments to be brought up to
stop executive amnesty. That would
have been to bar the executive action,
and every Senate Democrat voted with
Mr. REID—except the Senator from
West Virginia, Mr. MANCHIN—that
would enable the President to go for-
ward with his unlawful amnesty de-
cree. It is unbelievable.

The posture we are in is the House
has passed a bill that would stop the
President from going forward, clearly.
It has already passed the House of Rep-
resentatives. It is sitting on our desk
and the majority leader will not allow
it to be brought up. Why?

He has the votes. Why doesn’t he
bring it up and vote it down? The rea-
son is he wants to protect his Members.
He believes in this policy. He is advo-
cating this policy. But he thinks if he
brings it up for a vote, his Members
might find out that the people back
home are not happy.

More than three-fourths of the Amer-
ican people believe the President is ex-
ceeding his authority if he goes for-
ward with this executive amnesty. So
why can’t we have a vote on it? Be-
cause of politics. Protect our Members.
They don’t need to take tough votes.
Let’s get out of Washington and go
home and play politics in our home
State.

Nobody in the Senate Democratic
Congress has spoken up to support the
House bill. Some pretend or hope the
President won’t do it. What does that
mean? Nothing.

But a vote means something. So let’s
vote. You are either for it or not.

Every Member who supports Mr.
REID—and we will have another vote on
this—is as much a supporter of Presi-
dent Obama’s unlawful amnesty as if
they were sitting in a room helping
him sign the order.

This is the time. It is either stop now
or it may never be stopped. We need to
vote on it. People need to be held ac-
countable. Every American needs to
know where their Senator stands on
the President’s unlawful assumption of
power to violate plain law of the
United States to carry out a political
agenda he has that the American peo-
ple reject. It is that simple. It is about
power and it is about politics and it is
not about what is best for America.

All of us owe our constituents a full,
open, and deliberative process where
the great issues of the day are debated
with their scrutiny and the people’s
scrutiny. We receive their input with
our rights respected, our responsibil-
ities honored, and our Senate strength-
ened in the process and respected in
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the process. The democratic process is
messy sometimes, sometimes conten-
tious, and often difficult, but it is pre-
cisely this legislative tug of war, this
back-and-forth, which forges a national
consensus. People have to stick their
necks out and say what they believe on
important issues facing America.

It is a process our Founders utilized,
men of the Enlightenment they were,
to find what truth is. Truth, they be-
lieve and I believe, is an objective re-
ality. Words have meaning. Principles
are valid. Things are true and things
are false. Their theory was you have a
full and open, robust debate and every-
body says more through that process.
It is the best way for you to tell what
the truth is, and based on what the
truth is you can make a good judgment
for what is best for America. It is the
same theory we use in jury trials:
cross-examination of witnesses, bring
in evidence, 12 good men and women
judge the evidence in an attempt to
find what the truth is.

Some of this crowd today, this post-
modern group, they don’t even believe
in truth, if you want to know the
truth. While secret deals may appear to
keep the trains running on time, they
also keep them running too often in
the wrong direction. Only through a re-
newed, open legislative process carried
out in the full light of day can we clean
up this government, forge a real na-
tional consensus, confront the difficult
choices we face, achieve accountability
in Washington, allow our Senators and
Congressmen to be there on the front
lines and sink or swim on how they
perform.

We are not guaranteed office. The
American people don’t work for us, we
work for them, and to act as we have in
the past returns power thereby to the
everyday citizen.

It is time for us to restore once again
the great Senate of the United States.

I thank the Chair and yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quroum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION
FUND

Mr. TESTER. Madam President,
some of my colleagues will be coming
to the floor later today to speak about
the Land and Water Conservation
Fund, and I am sorry I am not going to
be able to join them, but LWCF is very
important, especially to Montana, and
so I want to make my voice heard this
morning.

LWCF turned 50 earlier this month.
Passed during the Johnson administra-
tion, LCWF harkens back to the time
when folks reached across the aisle to
conserve our treasured lands—treas-
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ured lands that exist in all corners of
our Nation.

LWCF has contributed to the protec-
tion of well-known places such as
Rocky Mountain National Park and
the Appalachian Trail, but it has also
supported lesser known but equally
spectacular places such as Cherokee
National Forest in Tennessee, Saw-
tooth National Recreation Area in
Idaho, and the Flathead National For-
est in my State of Montana.

America is filled with amazing lands
that make us stand in awe of their
beauty, make us want to go out and ex-
plore, make us want to hunt, fish, and
camp. We must make sure they are pre-
served for our future generations to
enjoy just as we have been able to
enjoy it.

From hunters and anglers to ranch-
ers and sporting goods store owners,
LWCF is a program that simply works.
It uses the funds from offshore oil and
gas receipts for a wide array of con-
servation programs. Some of these pro-
grams increase access to public lands,
others preserve natural resources.

LWCF is also good for the economy.
When people want to get out and enjoy
the outdoors, they buy fly rods, tents,
and hiking boots. The list goes on and
on. Simply put, LWCF is an economic
driver. America’s outdoor economy
generates nearly $650 billion each year
and supports nearly 6 million direct
jobs in many of this Nation’s smallest
communities.

In Montana, a State with only 1 mil-
lion people, outdoor recreation contrib-
utes nearly $6 billion each year to our
economic output and supports some
64,000 jobs in Montana. Outdoor recre-
ation is a part of who we are as Mon-
tanans, and when I drive across the
State, I often see vehicles with stickers
in the back window that say, ‘“‘Get
Lost,” but what those stickers are
really saying is: I am headed to a trail-
head and I am going to get lost in some
of the wild places in Big Sky Country.
This way of life is passed down from
generation to generation and the
LWCF helps us keep our outdoor herit-
age alive.

We have come to expect a vibrant
outdoor economy and amazing places
to explore, but we need to remember
this didn’t happen by accident. It isn’t
by chance that we get to enjoy water
and breathtaking landscapes.

As one of my many heroes Teddy
Roosevelt said: “We are prone to speak
of the resources of this country as in-
exhaustible, this is not so.”

We invest in our majestic national
park system, preserve lands from Alas-
ka to Florida, and we have millions of
people dedicated to conservation na-
tionwide. LWCF is a critical part of our
conservation effort, and if it is not au-
thorized, it will run out at the end of
the next fiscal year. As of right now,
LWCF will stop strengthening our
economy as of October 1, 2015. We must
fund and reauthorize LWCF so our
treasured places can be preserved for
another 50 years and well beyond.
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There is still time to make sure this
critical initiative continues and re-
ceives the full funding it needs. Full
funding for LWCF is supported by both
Republicans and Democrats.

I wish to commend Senators RICHARD
BURR and LINDSEY GRAHAM for their
work on LWCF, and I look forward to
working with them on full funding for
this issue.

I will also push my legislation that
requires 1.5 percent of LWCF funds to
go to increased public access to our
public lands. Making public lands pub-
lic is a smart bill, and I will continue
to fight for it.

There is a strong coalition behind
LWCF, and I believe we can get this
done by working together. Along with
leaders in both the House and the Sen-
ate, we will show the American people
we are still capable of working across
the aisle to preserve our treasured
lands and support our local economies.

Montanans have favorite places to
camp and fish and hike. It may be the
Bitterroot, it may be the Crazies or it
may be the Bob Marshall Wilderness,
but we all love the outdoors. We all
want to make sure our sons and daugh-
ters can enjoy the same beautiful out-
door places that we do today. This is
our legacy.

LWCF is a critical part of making
sure all Americans can continue their
outdoor traditions. It must be around
for another 50 years and beyond.

With that, I thank the Presiding Offi-
cer.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF JOHN R. BASS, A
CAREER MEMBER OF THE SEN-
IOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS
OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY
AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO
THE REPUBLIC OF TURKEY

NOMINATION OF ERIC T. SCHULTZ,
A CAREER MEMBER OF THE SEN-
IOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS
OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY
AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO
THE REPUBLIC OF ZAMBIA

NOMINATION OF THOMAS FRED-
ERICK DAUGHTON, A CAREER
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOR-
EIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MIN-
ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY
AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO
THE REPUBLIC OF NAMIBIA

NOMINATION OF DAVID PRESSMAN
TO BE ALTERNATE REPRESENT-
ATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA FOR SPECIAL PO-
LITICAL AFFAIRS IN THE
UNITED NATIONS, WITH THE
RANK OF AMBASSADOR

NOMINATION OF DAVID PRESSMAN
TO BE AN ALTERNATE REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE
SESSIONS OF THE GENERAL AS-
SEMBLY OF THE UNITED NA-
TIONS DURING HIS TENURE OF
SERVICE AS ALTERNATE REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA FOR SPE-
CIAL POLITICAL AFFAIRS 1IN
THE UNITED NATIONS

NOMINATION OF DEBRA S. WADA
TO BE AN ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY OF THE ARMY

NOMINATION OF LAURA S.
WERTHEIMER TO BE INSPECTOR
GENERAL OF THE FEDERAL
HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY

NOMINATION OF BRADFORD RAY-
MOND HUTHER TO BE CHIEF FI-
NANCIAL OFFICER, DEPARTMENT
OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVEL-
OPMENT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nominations, which the
clerk will report.
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The bill clerk read the nominations
of John R. Bass, of New York, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service,
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Turkey;
Eric T. Schultz, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service,
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Zambia;
Thomas Frederick Daughton, of Ari-
zona, a Career Member of the Senior
Foreign Service, Class of Minister-
Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Repub-
lic of Namibia; David Pressman, of New
York, to be Alternate Representative
of the United States of America for
Special Political Affairs in the United
Nations, with the rank of Ambassador;
David Pressman, of New York, to be an
Alternate Representative of the United
States of America to the Sessions of
the General Assembly of the United
Nations, during his tenure of service as
Alternate Representative of the United
States of America for Special Political
Affairs in the United Nations; Debra S.
Wada, of Hawaii, to be an Assistant
Secretary of the Army; Laura S.
Wertheimer, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Inspector General of the Fed-
eral Housing Finance Agency; and
Bradford Raymond Huther, of Virginia,
to be Chief Financial Officer, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

VOTE ON BASS NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of John R.
Bass, of New York, a Career Member of
the Senior Foreign Service, Class of
Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to the
Republic of Turkey?

There will be 2 minutes of debate
equally divided prior to a vote on the
nomination.

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, we
yield back the remaining time and I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, all time is yielded back.

Is there a sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND) and the Senator from West Vir-

ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) are nec-
essarily absent.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

COONS). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?
The result was announced—yeas 98,
nays 0, as follows:
[Rollcall Vote No. 267 Ex.]
YEAS—98

Baldwin
Barrasso

Alexander
Ayotte

Begich
Bennet
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Blumenthal Harkin Murray
Blunt Hatch Nelson
Booker Heinrich Paul
Boozman Heitkamp Portman
Boxer Heller Pryor
Brown Hirono Reed
Burr Hoeven Reid
Cantyvell Inhofe Risch
gardln ?aﬁ(son Roberts
arper ohanns X
Casey Johnson (SD) g;lt?(li(()ers
Chambliss Johnson (WI) Schatz
Coats Kaine Schumer
Coburn King
Cochran Kirk SCOt.t
Collins Klobuchar Sessions
Coons Landrieu Shaheen
Corker Leahy Shelby
Cornyn Lee Stabenow
Crapo Levin Tester
Cruz Manchin Thune
Donnelly Markey Toomey
Durbin McCain Udall (CO)
Enzi McCaskill Udall (NM)
Feinstein McConnell Vitter
Fischer Menendez Walsh
Flake Merkley Warner
Franken Mikulski Warren
Graham Moran Whitehouse
Grassley Murkowski Wicker
Hagan Murphy Wyden

NOT VOTING—2

Gillibrand Rockefeller

The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON SCHULTZ NOMINATION
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that all time on this
nomination be yielded back.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?
Without objection, it is so ordered.
Under the previous order, the ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to the nomination of Eric T.
Schultz, of Virginia, a Career Member
of the Senior Foreign Service, Class of
Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to the
Republic of Zambia?
The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON DAUGHTON NOMINATION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Thomas
Frederick Daughton, of Arizona, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign
Service, Class of Minister-Counselor, to
be Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of the United States of
America to the Republic of Namibia?
The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON PRESSMAN NOMINATION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is, Will
the Senate advise and consent to the
nomination of David Pressman, of New
York, to be Alternate Representative
of the United States of America for
Special Political Affairs in the United
Nations, with the rank of Ambassador?
The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON PRESSMAN NOMINATION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is, Will
the Senate advise and consent to the
nomination of David Pressman, of New
York, to be an Alternate Representa-
tive of the United States of America to
the Sessions of the General Assembly
of the United Nations, during his ten-
ure of service as Alternate Representa-
tive of the United States of America
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for Special Political Affairs in the
United Nations?
The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON WADA NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Debra S.
Wada, of Hawaii, to be an Assistant
Secretary of the Army?

The nomination was confirmed.

VOTE ON WERTHEIMER NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Laura S.
Wertheimer, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Inspector General of the Fed-
eral Housing Finance Agency?

The nomination was confirmed.

VOTE ON HUTHER NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is, Will
the Senate advise and consent to the
nomination of Bradford Raymond
Huther, of Virginia, to be Chief Finan-
cial Officer, Department of Housing
and Urban Development?

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BANK ON STUDENTS EMERGENCY
LOAN REFINANCING ACT—MO-
TION TO PROCEED—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will resume legislative session.

The Senator from Arkansas.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 503

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, last
month we marked the 24th anniversary
of the beginning of the gulf war. In Au-
gust 1990 Iraq invaded Kuwait. Shortly
after this development the TUnited
States launched Operation Desert
Shield, which led to Operation Desert
Storm to drive Iraqi forces out of Ku-
wait.

Arkansas made a huge sacrifice dur-
ing Operations Desert Shield and
Desert Storm. The Arkansas Army Na-
tional Guard had 13 units called to
serve during these operations, and 10
units of the Arkansas Air National
Guard were called up. More than 3,400
Arkansas Guard soldiers were called up
altogether—the second highest per-
centage of any State. Of those Arkan-
sans called to serve, nine of the Army
Guard units served in combat, includ-
ing the 142nd Field Artillery Brigade—
the only National Guard artillery bri-
gade called to Active Duty during the
gulf war.

I thank all of the men and women—
more than 600,000 Americans from
across the United States—who served
and sacrificed in Operations Desert
Storm and Desert Shield.

These servicemembers deserve a
place of honor and recognition in our
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Nation’s Capital. My friend and col-
league Senator DONNELLY and I have
been working toward that goal. I am
proud of my colleagues in the House
who unanimously passed H.R. 503, the
National Desert Storm and Desert
Shield War Memorial Act in May. I ask
that we bring this bill up for final pas-
sage here in the Senate.

In a time where we are facing budget
constraints, this bill is budget neutral.
Private funds for construction of the
memorial will be raised by the Na-
tional Desert Storm War Memorial As-
sociation. This bill simply authorizes
the establishment of a monument on
Federal lands here in our Nation’s Cap-
ital, which is what Congress needs to
act on to honor all of those men and
women of the Armed Forces and their
families. Passing this bill will be a
great step in honoring our gulf war vet-
erans. I am grateful to have the sup-
port of the full Senate and look for-
ward to a swift ultimate passage.

I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of Calendar No. 403, H.R. 503.
I further ask that the bill be read a
third time and passed, and that the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, with a
great deal of respect and deference to
my good friend and an extraordinary
Senator from Arkansas, I actually do
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—H.R. 1033 AND
H.R. 503

Mr. BOOKER. What I would like to
do, because I fully support what an ex-
traordinary and very important piece
of legislation this is, honoring those
who served and fought and fell in
Desert Storm—what I object to is the
decoupling of the two bills, both of
which honor our veterans.

Therefore, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of Calendar No. 398, H.R. 1033,
the American Battlefield Protection
Program Amendments Act, and Cal-
endar No. 403, H.R. 503, the Desert
Storm Memorial en bloc, that the com-
mittee-reported amendment to H.R.
1033 be agreed to, that the bills, as
amended, if amended, be read a third
time and passed en bloc, and the mo-
tions to reconsider be considered made
and laid upon the table with no inter-
vening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, let me explain
to the people watching what is hap-
pening here. We have a bill that every-
body agrees to that is not going to get
passed because everybody does not
agree to another bill that is linked to
it. We have offered multiple com-
promises on the battlefield protection
act. We just have a $17.8 trillion deficit.
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We are going to have a $599 billion debt
this year. Yet this program they want
to authorize that will keep this pro-
gram that the Senator from Arkansas
would like to honor our Desert Storm
from happening—they refuse to take
yes for an answer.

There are 26 critical sites that need
to be protected that we know of. We
said: Do that. We have said: Do not au-
thorize more than we can afford. We
will not do that. We have made com-
promises so that we can do what the
intent of the battlefield protection act
is and accomplish the leverage against
the bill honoring our Desert Storm vet-
erans. But that is not good enough. So
what we have asked for is to quit al-
lowing States and localities to game
the system with any kind of pay-fors
and do not have the Federal Govern-
ment pay for the State’s share or the
local community’s share plus the Fed-
eral Government’s share. We have said
some good government stuff.

You can pass this bill today if, in
fact, they will take some adjustments
to the bill. So what I would offer is
rather than object, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senator from New
Jersey modify his request so that my
substitute amendment to H.R. 1033,
which is at the desk, be agreed to.

If you agree +to these simple,
straight-forward, good government, fi-
nancially secure items, you do not get
the full basket, but you get the things
that are critical to this country in
terms of protecting battlefield sites
and we will honor our Desert Storm
veterans.

I ask that we have that modification
be agreed to which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from New Jersey so modify his
request?

Mr. BOOKER. There is no more elo-
quent a person when it comes to good
government than Senator COBURN, but
I do not modify my request. I object. I
ask unanimous consent that the pre-
vious request I made be agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the original request?

Mr. COBURN. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, the
sad thing is the people who were in-
volved in Operations Desert Storm and
Desert Shield are in the middle of this.
We have this other bill that there are
some concerns about. That is fine.
That is what this place is all about.
But the idea of holding the Operations
Desert Storm and Desert Shield bill
hostage in this situation is not good.
We live in an era of gridlock, and we
have problems getting things done.

This bill passed the House unani-
mously and would pass the Senate
unanimously. So I would hope that we
can again get together and get things
worked out. The reality is and the
problem is that there is no reason to
couple these two together. If the other
bill has problems, it needs to be worked
out. That is what it is all about. Let’s
have that discussion.
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But the Operation Desert Storm and
Desert Shield bill has nothing to do
with that. So I would hope that in the
near future we can move forward and
honor these 600,000 people who partici-
pated, so that one day their children
can come and visit Washington and be
able to look at the monument about
which the committee will decide as to
what is appropriate so that we can
honor these individuals.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—CALENDAR

NO. 12

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, 24 years
ago, on July 26, 1990, President George
Herbert Walker Bush, in a glorious
sun-filled day on the White House
lawn, attended by more people than
had ever attended a bill signing in the
history of our country—President Bush
signed into law the Americans with
Disabilities Act, a bill broadly sup-
ported by Democrats and Republicans
here in the Senate and in the House.

It was a momentous occasion. You
see, most people thought of civil rights
as pertaining to people of color, reli-
gion, national origin, sex—that type of
thing. But up until July 26, 1990, people
with disabilities had no civil rights. I
remember when President Bush signed
that law, he uttered these words. He
said: ‘“‘Let the shameful walls of dis-
crimination come tumbling down.” It
was a wonderful day.

Looking back over those 24 years,
can anyone deny that our country has
made great progress in expanding our
concepts of the rights of people with
disabilities: the right to be educated
and well educated; the right of people
with disabilities to have independent
living, to live on their own, not to be
institutionalized; the right of people
with disabilities to associate freely
with others; the right of people with
disabilities, children with disabilities,
to go to school with other kids who are
not disabled; the right of people with
disabilities to travel freely with bar-
riers broken down, ramps not stairs,
buses that are fully accessible now,
trains, everything accessible, every
building designed in America. Think
about that. Every building designed
and built in America today is fully ac-
cessible.

We have gone a great way in making
older buildings—even some of our na-
tional monuments—totally accessible
to people with disabilities. People with
disabilities are finding more and more
employment. They are working—not at
some minimum-wage job—but working
alongside others, showing that they
too can contribute to our society and
be fully functioning members of our so-
ciety.

That is what the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act did for our country. In
1991 the United Nations decided that
what we had done in America could be
an example for the world. So a commis-
sion was established to draw up a con-
vention, a treaty on the rights of per-
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sons with disabilities. I might point
out, it was mnegotiated under the
George W. Bush administration. It
took several years, but it was ham-
mered out with the concurrence—get
this—with the concurrence and the ap-
proval of the George W. Bush adminis-
tration.

That U.N. treaty has been sent out to
nations to be ratified. Over 150 nations
have now ratified it. Think about that.
Of 196 members of the United Nations,
150 have already ratified it. One coun-
try is singularly absent—the United
States—from whence it all started. If
you look at the treaty—if you just read
it—it just echoes the Americans with
Disabilities Act language in what it
does.

So I will have more to say about this
later. But I just want to give that
background. We brought it up 2 years
ago for a vote. Now, under our Con-
stitution, a treaty requires a two-
thirds vote—two-thirds of those
present and voting. It was brought up 2
years ago in December of 2012. We did
not get a two-thirds vote. It failed.
Well, that Congress ended and a new
Congress started, so the President had
to resubmit it. It had to go back to the
committee, now under the leadership of
Senator MENENDEZ.

As requested, the committee has re-
ported out the bill again with new res-
ervations, understandings, and declara-
tions. Now it is incumbent upon the
Senate to debate and vote again on this
treaty.

I am hopeful we would have the votes
this time—after due consideration over
the past couple of years, that we would
have the votes necessary.

The unanimous consent request I am
about to proffer is the mirror image of
the same one 2 years ago. I want every-
one to understand that this unanimous
consent request was not denied 2 years
ago. We went ahead, debated, and we
had a vote.

That is what this unanimous consent
request would do, provide us with,
again, 2 hours of debate, evenly divided
in the usual form, and then an up-or-
down vote. We have the time to do it.

I mean, what are we doing around
here, one quorum call after another?
People want to leave here tomorrow
night. Two hours of debate, a vote, that
is nothing to pass this momentous
piece of legislation.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—TREATY
NO. 112-7

I ask unanimous consent that at a
time to be determined by the majority
leader, in consultation with the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session to consider Calendar
No. 12, the disabilities treaty document
No. 112-7 (disability); that the treaty
be considered as having advanced
through the various parliamentary
stages up to and including the presen-
tation of the resolution of ratification;
that any committee declarations be
agreed to as applicable; that there be
no amendments in order to the treaty
or the resolution of ratification; that
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there be 2 hours for debate, equally di-
vided in the usual form; that upon the
use or yielding back of time the Senate
proceed to vote on the resolution; that
any statements be printed in the
RECORD; that if the resolution of ratifi-
cation is adopted, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action;
that if the resolution is not adopted,
the treaty be returned to the calendar,
and that there be no motions or points
of order in order other than a motion
to reconsider; and that the Senate then
resume legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, I wish to note that this is a treaty
that has attracted a fair amount of
controversy. It is a treaty that was
voted on in 2012 and failed to receive
the requisite two-thirds majority vote
in order to be ratified in this body.

This treaty received additional con-
sideration this year in the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee on July 22
and received a 12-to-6 vote. There are a
number of our colleagues, both on and
off the committee, who have concerns
with this treaty, who would like the
opportunity to propose amendments,
along with our consideration of this
document. Under the proposed unani-
mous consent request, we would not be
allowed to propose any amendments,
and we would be given 2 hours—only 2
hours—to debate it.

Given the significance of treaties,
and the fact that they carry the effect
of the law of the land once ratified, I
think this body deserves more, cer-
tainly, than the opportunity to debate
it for only 2 hours. To be precluded
here from the ability to present any
amendments would not be an appro-
priate thing for to us do.

On that basis, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Iowa.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, this is
another sad, irresponsible day in the
Senate. I say to my friend from Utah,
he was here 2 years ago when we pro-
posed the same exact unanimous con-
sent request, and the Senator did not
object.

It also did not allow for any amend-
ments. That is usual when we have
treaties and it comes through the com-
mittee. So why is the Senator from
Utah objecting today to even doing
what we did 2 years ago? Maybe he has
the votes to defeat it. I don’t know. We
won’t know until we vote on it. But 2
years ago, the Senator from Utah did
not object to the very same unanimous
consent request.

He says there has been a lot of con-
troversy about it. Well, that is not so.
The only controversy has been raised
by the tea party and some whom I call
the black helicopter crowd, people who
just don’t like the United Nations. I
don’t care if they like the United Na-
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tions; that is up to them. But it seems
to me we ought to at least bring it up
again, debate it, and see if anyone has
changed their minds. We have new peo-
ple in the Senate who were not here 2
years ago—new Senators who have not
had the opportunity to express them-
selves on this treaty.

I disagree with my friend from Utah.
There is no controversy over this, basi-
cally. Controversy? This is a treaty
supported by former President George
H.W. Bush. Former President George
W. Bush, former President Carter, and
former President Clinton all support it.
All the veterans groups support it. The
American Legion, VFW, Iraq and Af-
ghanistan Veterans of America, and
Vietnam war veterans all strongly sup-
port ratification of this treaty.

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce has
supported it strongly—and I don’t just
mean leaning back. Tom Donohue, the
head of the Chamber of Commerce, has
written, has called people about how
important it is to the business commu-
nity that we ratify it.

Former Governor John Engler, who
is now the head of the Business Round-
table, brought this up to the Business
Roundtable and they unanimously sup-
ported our ratification of this treaty.

I spoke to the Business Roundtable
group last evening, and they all—the
ones I talked to individually—couldn’t
understand why we would block this
treaty because it is good for business,
and they understand it.

It is supported by the Information
Technology Industry Council—that is
AT&T. 1 just spoke with the CEO of
AT&T last evening who strongly sup-
ports it; Sprint, Adobe, Microsoft—all
the high-tech people—because they un-
derstand we need strong, accessible
standards for their products and their
software across the globe.

All disability groups, every single
disability group in America supports
the treaty. Faith-based groups across
the spectrum support it.

Senator Bob Dole has worked his
heart out on getting votes to ratify
this treaty. He has been on the phone,
he has made appearances, and we have
Republicans on it. Senator MCcCAIN has
been a strong supporter for this treaty
from the very beginning. Senator MARK
KIRK is a supporter. Mr. KIRK is a vet-
eran himself.

We had a press conference with all
the veterans groups here not too long
ago and I thought Mr. KIRK said some-
thing very poignant. He said: A lot of
disabled American veterans fought in
places around the world to secure our
freedom. They should have the right to
travel freely in other parts of the
world, even though they have a dis-
ability.

Think about that.

Senator BARRASSO is a strong sup-
porter, and Senator MURKOWSKI, Sen-
ator COLLINS, Senator AYOTTE have all
worked hard on this subject. But for a
couple of people who have raised an ob-
jection, we can’t bring up the treaty.

The Senator from Utah just objected
to bringing it up for, what, 2 hours of
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debate and an up-or-down vote. I say:
Hey, look around the Chamber. There
is nobody here. There won’t be anybody
here all afternoon. We could have a lit-
tle debate on this, 2 hours; they could
make their case, we could make our
case and have a vote for 15 minutes—
and yet the Senator from Utah will not
let it be brought up, even though he let
it be brought up 2 years ago. He said:
Well, we can’t offer amendments. That
was the same 2 years ago, but they
didn’t object to bringing it up.

When we see all of the support this
has—and I might address an issue that
has come up, and it seems to have its
genesis in the tea party. They have
raised objections on the basis that
somehow, by ratifying this treaty, we
give up our sovereignty as a nation,
that it erodes our sovereignty. That is
based upon the fact that there is a
commission under this treaty. There is
a U.N. commission set up, a 16-member
commission of experts, to draft stand-
ards and advise countries on what they
need to do to meet their obligations.

Again, if we are a signatory to the
treaty, I have no doubt we would get a
seat on that commission, and the high-
tech industry council and the business
groups know that. That is where we
have our input to making sure that ac-
cessibility standards, software stand-
ards, and other things are adaptable for
us, our business community, our soft-
ware, and our hardware.

The tea party, some of these people,
have objected to this commission, say-
ing that the commission can issue find-
ings and such that take away our sov-
ereignty.

We have operated, at least for the
past 20 years, under two other treaties
that have the same kind of commission
of experts, and it hasn’t eroded our sov-
ereignty. Do you know why? Because it
is advisory. That commission has no
authority to assess penalties or any-
thing else on the United States or any
other country. All they can say is:
Well, you should do this, you should do
that—but it is only advisory. How does
that erode our sovereignty?

Yet the very same people who make
the argument that somehow this
erodes our sovereignty will rush to the
front to vote on a trade agreement—a
trade agreement such as NAFTA or
other trade agreements we have, which
do erode our sovereignty, because it
turns over to the World Trade Organi-
zation the ability to fine America, to
tell us what we have to do in order to
make trade right. They have the abil-
ity to tell America what to do. Yet my
friends who are objecting to this prob-
ably support those trade agreements.

Yet when it comes to people with dis-
abilities, why is it they are so adamant
that we cannot join 150 other nations of
the world to advance the rights of peo-
ple with disabilities globally? Why is it
just people with disabilities they fo-
cused on?

They didn’t focus on torture, they
didn’t focus on the worst forms of child
labor, they haven’t focused on any of
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our trade agreements. Why people with
disabilities? It makes us wonder, is this
another blatant form of discrimination
against people with disabilities?

Maybe some in that tea party would
like to undo the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act. I don’t know. But we
can’t say honestly that, yes, the Amer-
icans with Disabilities Act is good, it
has done a lot of good for our country,
for our business community, for people
with disabilities, everyone, and say but
we don’t want to be involved in helping
other countries advance the cause of
people with disabilities so people with
disabilities in other countries have the
same Kkind of rights, accessibilities, and
standards we enjoy in this country for
people with disabilities.

Some people may say we are the best
in the world on disability law and pol-
icy—and that is true, we are—so why
don’t we shine our light around the
world?

President Reagan always referred to
America as the ‘‘shining city on the
hill.” If we are a shining city on the
hill and no one can get there and we
are not willing to help other countries,
what does it mean to be a shining city
on the hill? Is that some kind of an
idea that only we can have? We are a
shining city on the hill when it comes
to disability rights, and we ought to be
involved in spreading it globally. This
is our opportunity to do so.

Some people say: We can work with
other countries. If they want our ad-
vice, we can go to other countries to
help them with disability policy. Think
about that for a second. We don’t have
the personnel or the wherewithal to go
to 150 separate different countries to
help them in terms of changing policy.
It takes a kind of collective action
where we can join with other countries
that have done pretty darned well.
There are a lot of other countries that
have done very well in disability pol-
icy. To join with them, we are much
better and much stronger that way
than us just going to another country.

I was in China earlier this summer
meeting with people about this treaty,
which China has adopted. They have
signed on. We talked about the United
States working with China, not only in
China but with other countries, to help
advance the rights of people with dis-
abilities.

China is
things.
ahead.

One person said to me: What is so im-
portant about America being a part of
the treaty is that when we speak to one
another, we speak in a common lan-
guage of the Convention on the Rights
of People with Disabilities. It seems to
me that if the United States is not a
part of it, they speak to us in a dif-
ferent manner. It is: The United
States, here is what we do; here is what
you ought to do. That doesn’t get us
very far in diplomacy.

But if we work with the Chinese and
other countries to say: Here is what we
ought to do, here is what other coun-

doing some interesting
They are starting to move
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tries have done, here are the standards
we ought to abide by, there is much
more force and effect than if we try to
go it alone.

I assume there are military analogies
to this. Think about the present situa-
tion. Should we go it alone simply be-
cause we are the most powerful, we
have the biggest military, the best
weapons, and everything else? Should
we just go it alone because we are the
best militarily in the world? I don’t
think the American people would want
that.

We have to join with other countries
and sometimes ask other countries to
take the lead and we will provide that
strong backbone. That is how I see the
disabilities treaty. We have to join
with other countries.

How can we give up the moral leader-
ship we have had on this issue, both
here and abroad, the moral leadership
we have had on advancing the rights of
people with disabilities?

How can we abdicate that because a
handful of people are afraid of giving
up our sovereignty—which is a bogus
argument because that committee is
advisory only. It makes recommenda-
tions, but it has no enforcement au-
thority whatsoever.

By not ratifying this treaty, we are
left behind. Think about that. We, the
United States, are left behind in a field
in which we have carved out leader-
ship, and we are just going to give it
up: No, we don’t want to lead the
world.

Why wouldn’t we want to lead the
world in disability policies? To not join
150 other countries, to not provide the
leadership, to not provide the expertise
we have developed over 24 years or
more relinquishes our responsibility to
people with disabilities, both in Amer-
ica and around the world. Why on
Earth would we want to do that?

In Ghana, a great young advocate
named Emmanuel Ofosu Yeboah, a man
born with no left leg but determined as
a child to play soccer, turned his obses-
sion for this sport into an obsession ad-
vocating for the rights of people with
disabilities in Ghana.

Earlier this year in Malawi, 21 Afri-
can nations met on this issue of chang-
ing their policies, advancing the rights
of people with disabilities. I was asked
to go and meet with them. I couldn’t
because we were in session in the Sen-
ate. But that is why they are reaching
out to us. They want us to be involved
with them to help move this issue for-
ward.

In Nepal parents of children with au-
tism banded together to start their
own school to educate their children.
They want their kids with disabilities
to be fully included in society and have
opportunities for work and for life.
They want us to be joined together
with them. It is conspicuous.

I was privileged to join Senator
CARDIN earlier this summer in Baku,
Azerbaijan, for a meeting of the com-
mittee for security and economic de-
velopment in Europe. I offered an
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amendment putting all the nations of
Europe that are in that OECD, Organi-
zation for Economic Cooperation and
Development—OECD countries—that
we supported ratification of this trea-
ty. It was adopted unanimously. They
want the United States to be a partner
in this effort.

Talk to a disabled veteran who would
like to travel overseas maybe with his
or her spouse and their children.

I recently talked to a mother whose
family immigrated from Italy. She
wanted to go over for a big family re-
union, but she has a child with a dis-
ability, and where they were going
they had no accessibility. She could
have gone and left her son at home, but
she couldn’t do that. So she missed
that big family reunion because of the
lack of accessibility in Italy.

It is a sad day that one individual on
the Senate floor would object to bring-
ing this up when it has such broad sup-
port.

I will say one last thing about the
issue of sovereignty. I have heard a
couple Senators on the Republican side
talk about the fact that with this Com-
mission, we give up our sovereignty,
which I have said is a bogus argument.

Of my friends on the other side, the
few who have objected to this on the
grounds that we would lose our sov-
ereignty, let me ask this question.

Former President George H.W. Bush
supports this treaty wholeheartedly.
Does he not understand about sov-
ereignty or does he not care about sov-
ereignty?

Former President George W. Bush,
under whose administration this treaty
was hammered out, supports it. Does
former President George W. Bush not
understand this or does he just not care
about our sovereignty?

Bob Dole knows this treaty backward
and forward—a World War II hero,
Presidential candidate, Republican
leader of the Senate, disabled Amer-
ican veteran.

Are those few people over there who
say this would erode our sovereignty
saying they know more than Senator
Dole or are they saying Senator Dole
doesn’t care about our sovereignty—
which is it—or those few who raise the
issue of sovereignty, that the TU.S.
Chamber of Commerce doesn’t care
about our sovereignty? I don’t think we
would like to say that to Tom Donohue
or to John Engler at the Business
Roundtable. Of course they care about
our sovereignty. Tell that to the Amer-
ican Legion. Tell the American Legion
they don’t care about our sovereignty
or they don’t understand this or they
are too stupid to understand it. Is that
what they are saying or are they say-
ing they are the arbiters—those few,
they are the arbiters of what is and is
not our sovereignty. They rise above
all former Presidents. They rise above
Republican leaders. They rise above
JOHN MCCAIN, a war hero. Believe me, 1
think JOHN MCCAIN understands about
our sovereignty. He knows this treaty.
He supports it wholeheartedly. Are
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those few who raise this issue of sov-
ereignty saying JOHN MCCAIN doesn’t
get it or he doesn’t care about our sov-
ereignty? Which is it? The fact is, JOHN
McCAIN does care about our sov-
ereignty, he does get it, and he knows
this doesn’t erode our sovereignty one
single iota.

But I wish to make that point be-
cause those few keep raising this issue
of sovereignty as though they are the
guardians, they alone know what dis-
tinguishes our sovereignty and what
erodes it—not former ©Presidents,
former Republican leaders. In fact,
every former Republican leader of this
Senate still alive supports this treaty.

My, how far we have gotten off track
since the adoption of the Americans
with Disabilities Act that was strongly
bipartisan and the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act amendments we put
through in 2008, strongly supported by
both sides. I dare say, we have strong
Republican support for this treaty but
for a few on the Republican side who
just want to adhere to that tea party
nostrum that somehow this erodes our
sovereignty and we can’t join.

I will close where I started. The
unanimous consent I offered today that
was objected to by the Senator from
Utah is the same as what we had 2
years ago and no one objected to it.
The Senator from Utah was here 2
years ago, and he didn’t object then to
the same unanimous consent request.
He did not object. So it goes back on
the calendar. It goes back on the Exec-
utive Calendar and it will be there.

I guess I would say the action by a
few on the Republican side blocking
ratification of the convention on the
rights of people with disabilities will
not be the end. I may be retiring from
the Senate, but I am not retiring from
this fight. I will never retire in the
fight for justice, fairness, and equality
for people with disabilities both here
and around the world. I will never re-
tire from the fight to refute those abso-
lutely unfounded and bogus objections
to this crucial treaty.

I will continue to work with former
Senator Bob Dole, with former Presi-
dents, with veterans, with business
leaders, with Republicans on the other
side who support this treaty, with the
national disabilities community, with
our disabilities community. I will con-
tinue to work to advance this and to
get it over the hurdle.

The false claims—the false claims—of
those who object to this treaty will be
overcome. We will succeed in ratifying
this treaty. We will restore America’s
stature as the world leader on dis-
ability rights and we will continue to
fight for justice and a fair shake for
people with disabilities not just here in
America but around the world.

It is a sad day, another sad and irre-
sponsible day in the history of the
United States Senate.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SUICIDE PREVENTION MONTH

Mr. DONNELLY. I rise today in rec-
ognition of Suicide Prevention Month
to once again bring attention to an
issue that weighs heavy on many of our
hearts and minds.

Last month the world paused to
mourn the loss of a man who brought
laughter and joy to countless lives, a
man whose internal suffering didn’t
stop him from improving the lives of so
many he touched, including our heroic
men and women serving overseas.
Robin Williams said the best audience
he ever had was with the troops he en-
tertained on USO tours. His death
showed us that we may not always
know who among us is living the life of
unbearable pain and suffering. Even
the strongest among us sometimes
needs a helping hand, including the
brave men and women in uniform who
protect our country each and every
day.

Today I wish to once again shine the
light on the scourge of military sui-
cide. Earlier this month the Depart-
ment of Defense released a report
which detailed the number of suicides
among servicemembers during the first
quarter of 2014. The Department of De-
fense reported that a total of 120 serv-
icemembers committed suicide from
January through March, including 74
active component servicemembers, 24
Reserve members, and 22 National
Guard members. In 2013, 475 service-
members took their own lives. In 2012,
we lost 522 to suicide. We have seen 2
straight years of more deaths as a re-
sult of suicide than of combat in Af-
ghanistan.

These men and women are giving
their all to support our way of life and
they risk making the ultimate sac-
rifice to protect our freedoms. At a
minimum we should honor this service
and sacrifice by doing all we can to
support them.

We all understand this is not a sim-
ple issue. There is no one solution to
the problem, no cure-all that ends it
tomorrow. I do believe, though, there
are commonsense steps we can take
now to make meaningful progress.

In May I introduced the bipartisan
Jacob Sexton Military Suicide Preven-
tion Act of 2014. This legislation is
named after Jacob Sexton, an Indiana
National Guardsman from Farmland,
IN, who took his own life while home
on a 15-day leave from Afghanistan.
Building upon legislation I introduced
last year, the Sexton act ensures that
mental health is evaluated regularly
and is a central element of a service-
member’s overall readiness in four key
ways.

First, it requires annual mental
health assessments for all servicemem-
bers, including active duty, the Guard,
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and the Reserves. Right now the mili-
tary provides the most effective men-
tal health care only for those who are
preparing for or returning from deploy-
ment, despite research that shows the
majority of military suicides occur
among servicemembers who have never
been deployed.

Second, it establishes a working
group between the Department of De-
fense and the Department of Health
and Human Services to find innovative
ways to improve access to mental
health care for members of the Guard
and Reserve. Where servicemembers
often rely on civilian health insurance
and providers, as the Guard and Re-
serve do, we want to team up to be able
to provide care right in their own com-
munities. Suicide among Guard mem-
bers hit a record high in 2013, and we
are committed to bringing that number
down to zero.

Third, the bill requires an inter-
agency report to evaluate existing
military mental health practices and
to provide recommendations for im-
provement, including peer-to-peer pro-
grams I have proposed in the past.

Finally, the bill ensures that seeking
help remains a sign of strength. It pro-
tects the privacy of the servicemember
coming forward, because no one should
be punished for seeking help. No one
should be kept from their next pro-
motion for seeking help.

I introduced the bipartisan Sexton
act with my Republican colleague
ROGER WICKER of Mississippi. Since
then it has received the endorsement of
numerous national organizations, in-
cluding the National Guard Associa-
tion of the United States, the Amer-
ican Foundation for Suicide Preven-
tion, and the Iraq and Afghanistan Vet-
erans of America. This bill is a step in
the right direction in the fight against
military suicide.

I was encouraged when the Senate
Armed Services Committee passed this
legislation as part of the fiscal year
2015 National Defense Authorization
Act this past May. This is important
progress, but we need to get this legis-
lation signed into law. As the Senate
prepares to recess, I call on the Senate
to take up the NDAA as soon as we re-
turn to Washington. There is no reason
why this bipartisan legislation should
not be passed, and passed quickly, just
as we have for the last 52 years.

Our country, as we all know, is faced
with many serious issues, some of
which we don’t have good answers to
yet; but the Sexton act is a good start
to address the pressing issue of mili-
tary suicide. This legislation helps save
lives—helps save soldiers’ lives. So
let’s pass the NDAA and with it the
Jacob Sexton Act to show our service
men and women that we are all in on
supporting them the same way they
support us.

This legislation is just the beginning.
Combating suicide both in our military
and elsewhere is an issue that con-
tinues to demand Congress’s attention.
We must continually evaluate what we
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are doing, take a second and third look
at the resources we are offering, and
ask ourselves every day: Can we do bet-
ter? Is there more we can do before it
is too late? The answer more often
than not is yes.

That is why we must be vigilant in
the effort to let people know they are
not alone. There is somewhere they can
go, someone to talk to, and someone to
help carry the load. We need to con-
tinue the conversation about what we
can do to help our brothers and sisters,
our sons and daughters, our husbands
and wives, who may feel like they are
struggling with seemingly insurmount-
able challenges all by themselves.
These challenges can be overcome.

Suicide Prevention Month is a re-
minder of that fact. There are many re-
sources available to those who struggle
with suicidal thoughts. For our serv-
icemembers, trained mental health
specialists are available 24 hours a day
through the military and Veterans Cri-
sis Line. All you have to do is call 1-
800-273-8255, and press 1. You will get
immediate, confidential assistance 24
hours a day. For additional help,
militarymentalhealth.org offers a free,
100-percent anonymous mental health
assessment. This is a valuable tool for
servicemembers unsure of where they
stand.

I hope all of our servicemembers
struggling with mental health concerns
and with challenges know that we are
here for them and that we are working
nonstop to ensure they receive the care
and support they deserve. Let’s con-
tinue to spread that message through-
out the rest of Suicide Prevention
Month, and every month thereafter.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
BALDWIN). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

(The remarks of Mr. PORTMAN per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2839
are printed in today’s RECORD under
‘“‘Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”)

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ANGELS IN ADOPTION

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, it
is my pleasure today to come to the
floor of the Senate to honor some very
special constituents from all of our
States who are here for 3 days, and
they are very special because they ac-
tually have wings. We call them angels,
and I think the Presiding Officer has
met her angels who are here this week.
They are Members who have been hon-
ored or constituents of ours who have
been honored by Members of the Sen-
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ate and Members of the House for the
extraordinary work these individual
citizens and sometimes entities and or-
ganizations have done on behalf of or-
phans here in the United States and
around the world. There are happily
over 124 angels here with us, 124 Mem-
bers of Congress—70 Members of the
House and 54 Members of the Senate—
who took the time to identify someone
in their district or State who has real-
ly stepped up for orphans through ei-
ther the domestic adoption and foster
care system or our international adop-
tion world.

I am proud of the Congressional Coa-
lition on Adoption. I am one of the
founders of the organization. About 16
years ago a group of about 20 of us
came together to begin really focused
work on educating ourselves first and
then our colleagues across the aisle
and in both Houses of Congress on the
barriers that were keeping children
from families, the barriers that were
causing children to be left and aban-
doned, never to be reunited with their
birth families or ever placed with new
families who could adopt them. We
struggled to learn and educate our-
selves about why families break up and
disintegrate and what is the proper ap-
proach after that happens to try to pull
that family back together and if not,
how we can place children in homes
where they can be raised and nurtured
and cared for.

You heard me say this many times:
Governments do some things very
well—some things not so well—but
raising children is not one of them.
Parents, responsible adults, raise chil-
dren. It is the way we are wired. It is
the way we are created. It is the only
real way that ever works well. I believe
our job at the Federal, State, and local
level, both here in the United States
and around the world, is for the gov-
ernment to get out of the way and let
this happen or start leading and help-
ing with the kinds of policies that help
children reunite with birth families
and if that is not possible, to move
quickly—because time is of the essence
in a child’s development—to make sure
that child and sibling groups are placed
in a loving, supportive family and not
in an institution—not necessarily with
people who are paid to be parents, not
necessarily in group homes, but in real
families. Sometimes governments, non-
profits, and charitable individuals want
to help with stipends to support that
effort. We perfectly understand that. It
is perfectly legal. But we really love
children to be in homes where they feel
they are being loved out of a gift of
love, and that is our goal.

There is so much gridlock and argu-
ing going on. This is one issue about
which there is no gridlock and no argu-
ment. Republicans and Democrats have
come together. JIM INHOFE and I are
proud to serve as the leaders in the
Senate with many Members who have
been very active. The Presiding Officer
has been extremely active. I wish to
say thank you to the Senator from
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Wisconsin for her leadership on several
pieces of important legislation. I would
like to give a special shout-out to the
Senator from Minnesota, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, who has been remarkable in
her leadership; Senator GILLIBRAND,
who has been extremely helpful; Sen-
ator SHAHEEN; Senator BLUNT; Senator
B00zMAN; and I could go on. There have
been 20 or 25 real champions this year
in the Senate on issues that affect or-
phans and children in foster care. Sen-
ator GRASSLEY, who leads the foster
care caucus, has also been a very reli-
able advocate on behalf of these chil-
dren.

To frame the challenge, there are
about 500,000 children in the United
States who are in foster care. About
100,000 have been deemed to be adopt-
able. Parental rights have been termi-
nated due to gross neglect, abuse, et
cetera. The courts have stepped in and
said these children need a new home,
new parents. That is a big number,
500,000, but it represents about one-half
of 1 percent of all the children in Amer-
ica. From that standpoint, you can say
America is doing pretty well with
keeping all of our children in families,
keeping them loved and supported.
When families fail, the community, the
government, and churches and places
of worship need to step in and help and
be supportive.

But we still have many problems.
Some children are waiting too long.
Some children are born in this country
without birth certificates—I just met
one in my office today, if you can
imagine that—so their legal status has
been compromised. There are millions
of orphans around the world who don’t
have any advocacy and don’t have the
kinds of systems we have in the United
States to help with their identifica-
tion, their rescue, their placement, et
cetera, so that is the work we do.

The Congressional Coalition on Adop-
tion educates Members of Congress. We
hold seminars for ourselves, edu-
cational opportunities. We hold an an-
nual gala, and this year the Angels In
Adoption gala is happening tonight in
Washington. Angels are visiting Senate
offices, telling their stories of adoption
to our Members. Tonight we will be at
the Ronald Reagan International Trade
Center celebrating with almost 1000
people the work our angels are doing.

I wish to congratulate our three very
special national award winners: adop-
tive parents Bill Klein and Dr. Jennifer
Arnold, the stars of the TLC reality
show ‘“‘The Little Couple.” They are
very famous in America and well-
known around the world. People have
watched them overcome the great chal-
lenges they face. They are very tiny
but have great hearts and great minds,
and by being on television, they have
an extraordinary reach. We are all very
familiar with their show. They are
married and have proceeded to build a
family through adoption. They adopted
a little, little child from India and an-
other little child from China and are
building their family. They have just
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been remarkable models for all adop-
tive parents, of which I am one. They
share the joys and challenges of being
adoptive parents of children with very
special physical needs.

It has just been remarkable. We will
be so touched by their story tonight.
They just left my office and they will
share their story with us tonight. I just
wanted to thank them for their leader-
ship.

Shonda Rhimes is not with us in
Washington. She will be receiving an
award. She is the executive producer of
the hit shows ‘‘Scandal,” ‘‘Private
Practice,” and ‘““Grey’s Anatomy.” She
has been a tremendous advocate for
adoption. She has written about some
issues regarding adoption into her
shows and has helped to educate the
United States of America and the
world about the needs of orphans and
the great privilege of being adoptive
parents.

Finally, our third national award
winner is our Paul Singer awardee.
Paul Singer is deceased, but he was a
great leader in our corporate world and
our organization gives an award every
year to a corporate executive. This
year our winner is Debra Steigerwaldt
Waller, CEO of Jockey International.
She founded an organization that real-
ly  helps provide support  with
postadoption services because many of
our adoptive families have adopted
children with special needs and some
have adopted teenagers or older chil-
dren. There are all sorts of challenges
that come with those adoptions, just as
there are with infant adoptions, and
those families need someplace to turn.
She stepped up as a corporate leader
and adoptee herself, and we are thank-
ful for her leadership.

I wish to mention two other angels.

I see my colleague is on the floor
ready to speak.

I ask unanimous consent for 5 addi-
tional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I
was proud to nominate Pastor Chad
Hardbarger and his wife Marsha. They
served as foster parents in Louisiana
for over 9 years. Amazingly, the couple
has cared for 14 children from the fos-
ter care system and have adopted 6 of
those children out of foster care. They
have a 19-year-old, a 14-year-old, an 11-
year-old, a 9-year-old, an 8-year-old,
and a 7-year-old. They are in the proc-
ess of adopting a special infant named
Amber. All of them are here in Wash-
ington and have had a great tour of the
city today.

Monique, Chris, Bryce, Jordan, Bai-
ley, Gavyn, and Amber are a wonderful
family that was brought together and
into the loving home of Pastor Chad
and his wife Marcia. They are now
working with their local church in
Shreveport—in the northwest Lou-
isiana area—to help advocate and get
other churches and other families in-
volved in fostering and adopting.

I was so pleased to present the award
to the senior pastor of Emmanuel Bap-
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tist Church. He has established his own
ministry, Fashioned for a Home, and he
does so many great things to help our
children.

These children don’t have any fancy
lobbyists or PR firms fighting for
them. The pastors at home, their
wives, and advocates are the ones who
are doing a beautiful job. Congratula-
tions to Chad Harbinger and his wife
Marsha. I was so moved when I met
Senator WICKER’s angel at the pinning
ceremony, and he was such an inter-
esting angel that I wanted to put his
story in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Senator WICKER nominated Mendell
L. Thompson, who has been president
of America’s Christian Credit Union in
Glendora, CA, serving more than 48,000
members and has more than $500 mil-
lion in managed assets.

He serves as trustee and director of
several different organizations. He re-
ceived his award from Senator WICKER
for designing a loan package at the
credit union that would provide low-in-
terest loans to families that were
adopting, because sometimes the ex-
penses can be overwhelming, particu-
larly if you are adopting internation-
ally but even if you adopt out of foster
care. The foster care costs are mini-
mal, but there are other costs when
you adopt a child. Sometimes they
have to add a room to the house or get
a special vehicle if they have adopted a
special-needs child. He has made over
1,000 loans to families that have adopt-
ed children.

I wanted to give a shout-out to Sen-
ator WICKER’s angel, Mr. Mendell L.
Thompson, and his board of directors
at America’s Christian Credit Union in
California and thank them for believ-
ing that every child deserves a forever
family and for taking an active role in
crafting an affordable solution for
America’s adoptive parents. He has a
passion at heart for the miracle of
adoption and continues to promote this
in California and around the country.

I thank the members for their par-
ticipation. It is going to be one of our
biggest events.

Before I take my seat, Madam Presi-
dent, I wish to speak on one more
topic.

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND SAMUEL R. BLAKES

Madam President, I rise today to ask
my colleagues to join me in congratu-
lating Rev. Samuel Raymond Blakes,
pastor of New Home Family Worship
Center in New Orleans, LA on his 19th
pastoral anniversary. I was honored to
participate in the recent anniversary

celebration and worship alongside
members of the congregation and
friends.

Reverend Blakes is a graduate of St.
Augustine High School. He attended
Southern University at New Orleans
and earned both a bachelors and mas-
ter’s degree in theology from Christian
Bible College in Louisiana.

Rev. Blakes has devoted himself to
New Home Family Worship Center
where he has served as pastor since
1995. Through his leadership, the con-
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gregation of New Home has expanded
to a membership of over 10,000 wor-
shipers. Reverend Blakes remains com-
mitted to making a positive impact on
the lives of all people through his
weekly televised spiritual broadcasts,
live radio show and ongoing commu-
nity outreach.

Rev. Samuel R. Blakes is the young-
est son of the late Prophet Robert C.
Blakes, Sr. and Minister Lois R.
Blakes, both residents of New Orleans
for decades. Prophet Blakes was an
outstanding community leader, spread-
ing his ministry across Louisiana and
into Texas.

I commend Reverend Blakes and his
congregation for remaining vigilant,
faithful and steadfast in his service to
his community. I join his wife Stacey,
daughter Sariah and the entire New
Home Family Worship Center con-
gregation in celebrating his 19th pas-
toral anniversary. I pray that Rev.
Samuel R. Blakes will continue to be
blessed with many more years as a
spiritual leader.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 3522

Mr. VITTER. Recently the House of
Representatives passed, on a bipartisan
basis, H.R. 3522, the Employee Health
Care Protection Act by Congressman
BILL CAsSsIDY. This bipartisan act that
passed the House would keep the Presi-
dent’s core promise throughout the
ObamaCare debate when he told every
American: If you like the health care
coverage you have, you can keep it—
period, end of story. I am bringing this
up in the Senate because it is vital
that the President, and everyone who
made that pledge, keep that promise,
and the bill that was enacted into law
would do that.

Again, the bill is limited, focused,
and straightforward. It lets small busi-
nesses and workers keep their health
care coverage if they like it. It pro-
vides more affordable health care op-
tions for American workers who don’t
want or can’t afford the other
ObamaCare mandated plans.

Again, the President and every Dem-
ocrat who voted for ObamaCare prom-
ised that explicitly again and again
and again. When that didn’t happen—
when millions of Americans were
kicked off the plan they had and liked
and wanted to keep—Americans rightly
felt misled. In fact, that led to the
President’s promise and commitment
“if you like your plan, you can keep
it”” Dbeing labeled by nonpartisan
sources in 2013 as the ‘‘lie of the year.”
This bill would fix that and make it
good. It would not repeal ObamaCare.
It would fix that part of ObamaCare. It
would make that promise good.

The keep your plan bill would let in-
surers continue to sell those plans that
people want to keep that are less ex-
pensive and cover basic but crucial
needs. At least 2 million people would
likely sign up for these plans.

Last fall nearly 5 million Americans
all across the country had their health
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plans canceled even though they want-
ed to keep them—even though the
President told them they could keep
them. In Louisiana, 93,000 received can-
cellation notices after getting that
clear pledge and promise from the
President and other supporters of
ObamacCare.

Sadly, that hurt isn’t over because
the employer mandate for businesses
that employ 100 or more workers is
still coming. When that mandate kicks
in in just a few months, we are going to
see the same thing happen all over
again with millions upon millions of
Americans in Louisiana and in every
single State getting pushed off the plan
they had, they liked, and they wanted
to keep. Small businesses are losing
the plans they had, they liked, and
they wanted to keep.

The bill passed the House, as I said,
on a bipartisan basis, 247 to 167, and
over 2 dozen Democrats voted to sup-
port this bill by Congressman BILL
CAssIDY. Even Democrats on the House
side see the importance of the legisla-
tion.

I ask all of us to recognize this is a
crucial element of ObamaCare that
needs to be fixed. It absolutely needs to
be fixed. Thirty-nine Democrats in the
House had previously voted for a simi-
lar bill to let Americans Kkeep their
plan in the individual market. Senate
Democrats scrambled with the admin-
istration last year to find some way to
let individuals who faced cancellations
on the individual market keep their
plan, but those cancellations are hap-
pening to a lot of folks. It has not been
fixed for all those folks by a long shot,
and more of those sorts of cancella-
tions are on the way when the em-
ployer mandate finally hits.

I urge all of us to come together to
pass this bill in the Senate as it has
been passed on a bipartisan basis in the
House.

With that, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the imme-
diate consideration of H.R. 3522, which
was received from the House. I further
ask consent that the bill be read a
third time and passed and the motion
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Reserving the right to
object, just bear with me. As the Sen-
ator knows, the President set forth a
policy to let States, such as Louisiana,
take advantage of this opportunity—
through the work of the insurance
commissioner—to allow those individ-
uals to stay on their plans.

This bill would allow new plans to be
offered that do not comply with the
ACA—plans that would include the
kind of discriminatory treatments that
the ACA seeks to cure, such as higher
costs for women than men and treat-
ments that are discriminatory against
individuals with preexisting condi-
tions. For that reason, Madam Presi-
dent, I object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, re-
claiming the floor——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana.

Mr. VITTER. I think this is very un-
fortunate. My distinguished colleague
alluded to what I know. Let me tell
you what I know. I know 93,000 Lou-
isianians were forced off a plan they
had, they liked, and they wanted to
keep. I know the President of the
United States promised them exactly
the opposite. I know my Louisiana col-
league in the Senate promised them ex-
actly the opposite, and I know thou-
sands of more cancellations are on
their way when the employer mandate
is enforced. That is what I know.

I hold hundreds of townhall meetings
in Louisiana, and that is what I know
from talking to Louisianians, and that
is why I know this is the central prob-
lem of ObamaCare and it needs to be
fixed.

The bill passed the House on a bipar-
tisan basis. I find it very unfortunate
that we can’t bring it up in the Senate
on the same basis and pass it expedi-
tiously.

With that, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CELEBRATING THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
WILDERNESS ACT AND THE LAND AND WATER
CONSERVATION FUND
Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, this

month America celebrates the 50th an-

niversary of both the Wilderness Act
and the Land and Water Conservation

Fund. I am going to spend a few min-

utes today—and I believe I am going to

be joined at various times by a number
of colleagues—to talk about the impor-
tant role these two storied pieces of

legislation have played in creating a

legacy of protection and access to

America’s treasures.

First, people may not remember, per-
haps given the way some in Congress
talk about wilderness these days, but
the Wilderness Act had an extraor-
dinary bipartisan push behind it. It
passed 73 to 12 in the Senate and 373 to
1 in the other body. Then congressional
champions included leading Democrats
and Republicans of that time. To cele-
brate the success of this landmark
piece of legislation today—and it is the
middle of Wilderness Week—I intro-
duced a Senate Resolution, along with
our colleague on the other side of the
aisle, Senator SESSIONS, commemo-
rating the 50th anniversary of the pas-
sage of the Wilderness Act.

Just like the original bill, our bipar-
tisan resolution has numerous cospon-
sors and the support of our colleagues
from both sides of the aisle. Part of the
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beauty of the Wilderness Act lies in the
balance that was forged between imme-
diately designating some places as wil-
derness in 1964 as part of the enact-
ment, while providing a pathway for
future designation.

It is that balance that has helped to
make the Wilderness Act one of our
country’s most democratic pieces of
legislation in our rich history. By re-
quiring future legislation, it compelled
citizen activists to go out at the grass
roots level to involve their friends and
neighbors to seek permanent protec-
tion for the special places that were
important to them.

While passing wilderness designa-
tions through Congress has been far
from easy, the reward has been ex-
traordinary.

Since the act was signed, Congress
has designated more than 110 million
acres of Federal lands as wilderness
and each acre a gift to our future from
our past selves.

Next to me a few of those acres are in
a photo of Mirror Lake and Mount
Hood, part of the Mount Hood Wilder-
ness within the Mount Hood National
Forest in my home State of Oregon.

Mount Hood is an Oregon icon. Ava
and William Wyden, our twins, 6 years
old—pictures available on my iPhone
after this discussion—ski there. They
have already recognized, at a very
young age, that Mount Hood is an icon.

Wilderness, there and across Amer-
ica, has been called the gold standard
of conservation, keeping areas under
the strongest level of protection the
law provides and ensuring that they re-
main wild for future generations to ap-
preciate and enjoy. By identifying
what places deserve wilderness protec-
tion in an open, inclusive fashion, the
country ensures full public debate, op-
portunities to bring people together to
build a consensus, sensitivity to rural
traditions and local economic needs,
with an end product being wilderness
areas that all Americans can be proud
of.

Creating wilderness is not only im-
portant for preservationists, it is also
crucial for conservationists, outdoor
enthusiasts everywhere, and for all
those who make a recreation economy
hum—the outfitters, the guides, the
lodges, and the mom-and-pop diners.
The fact is that the recreation econ-
omy supports hundreds of thousands of
jobs in rural America and generates
billions of dollars of economic activity
across our country.

That is also where the Land and
Water Conservation Fund comes in be-
cause it helps to secure and maintain
public access to the country’s public
lands and wilderness areas for recre-
ation and enjoyment.

Also celebrating its 50th anniversary
this month is the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund. This exceptionally im-
portant program is responsible for pro-
tecting areas in all 50 States and our
territories. This includes such special
places, iconic places, as the Grand Can-
yon National Park, many of our storied
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Civil War battlefields, and numerous
national wildlife refuges.

In my home State of Oregon the fund
has helped protect many of our most
precious outdoor treasures, such as the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic
Area, Crater Lake National Park, the
Pacific Crest Trail, and the Oregon
Dunes. Equally important, the Land
and Water Conservation Fund feeds
States critical funds that help create
and maintain the local parks, the
trails, and the recreational facilities.

Every year the Treasury collects bil-
lions of dollars of revenue, from off-
shore oil drilling and other sources of
energy production. Out of that total,
the Land and Water Conservation Fund
is authorized to receive up to $900 mil-
lion a year.

It is in my view a balanced approach,
it is a simple approach, and it is a con-
structive approach to managing public
lands with some of the money the
country makes from extracting re-
sources, taking that money and turn-
ing it around, and reinvesting it in the
country’s unique, open spaces.

There are tremendous economic ben-
efits to the investment the fund makes.
Nationwide, 98 percent of our counties
contain land protected by the fund, and
in these places America’s outdoor
recreation economy generates $646 bil-
lion in consumer spending and supports
more than 6 million jobs.

Few States enjoy the outdoors more
than Oregonians. It is almost as if the
outdoors is a part of our gene pool.

We see ourselves as outdoors people,
and outdoor recreation accounts for
nearly $13 billion in consumer spending
in our State, and it supports 141,000 Or-
egon jobs.

As I mentioned before, in addition to
its Federal role, the Land and Water
Conservation Fund helps the States. It
provides matching grants so that State
and local governments can use those
funds to build new parks that are going
to help struggling cities or towns de-
velop. Or, they can maintain natural
spaces that are critical to the quality
of life in those local communities.

But the bottom line is, those invest-
ments—Federal, State, and local in-
vestments—lead to job creation. We
know that recreation opportunities
drive tourism, especially in our coun-
ties where there is a significant
amount of protected lands.

Those who are recreating go to the
local restaurants, go to the local shops,
and they stay in the hotels. Often they
look for outfitters and guides.

Economists note that job growth in
rural western counties, where there is
a significant amount of federally pro-
tected land, is four times faster than in
areas where we do not have that meas-
ure of Federal protection.

These are just some of the many rea-
sons why failing to give the Land and
Water Conservation Fund the resources
it needs, in my view, would be nothing
short of legislative malpractice.

Unfortunately, despite the fact that
80 percent of Americans approve of the
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program’s mission, it has been consist-
ently underutilized, underappreciated
and, yes, underfunded. As a result,
jobs, growth, and protection—needed
protection for these treasures—are left
behind.

I plan to introduce two bills that
would help to secure the future of the
Land and Water Conservation Fund.
The first bill would provide a 1-year ex-
tension of the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund, and the second bill—
that I hope to be able to introduce very
shortly—would make it permanent be-
cause I believe that dedicated, stable
funding will ensure our public lands
continue to be preserved and accessible
to support those recreationists of the
future, the conservationists of the fu-
ture, and the local economic leaders of
the future who will prosper as a result
of those investments.

In closing I will simply note that we
celebrate the 50th anniversary of the
Wilderness Act and the Land and Water
Conservation Fund as millions of fami-
lies across the country return from
summer vacations to the parks and
wilderness areas that these great laws
have helped to preserve and enrich.

Children everywhere are sharing sto-
ries in their schools about how they
went fishing, hiking, and camping in
their Nation’s backyards.

If realized to their greatest potential,
the Wilderness Act and the Land and
Water Conservation Fund are sure-fire
ways to help guarantee that the next
generation of Americans will continue
to have access to beautiful recreation
areas, captivating historic sites, and
pristine wilderness. Strong, robust
funding for the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund will help grow econo-
mies and create jobs in every State na-
tionwide.

Finally, let me note that until re-
cently I had the honor of chairing the
Energy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee. As chair, I had the opportunity
to work particularly with two col-
leagues who are on the floor now, the
distinguished Senator from Colorado,
Mr. UDALL, and the distinguished Sen-
ator from New Mexico, Mr. HEINRICH. It
makes me feel very good that they are
here because, as Westerners, they see
day in and day out what we are talking
about with respect to the importance
of this program and this extraordinary
contribution it has made to the coun-
try.

These two great Western leaders,
with respect to natural resources, un-
derstand it is not only about the past.
It is not just about the wonderful half
century that I have taken the time to
note. These are two leaders—Senator
UDALL of Colorado and Senator HEIN-
RICH of New Mexico—who I think are
going to be part of the leadership, the
leadership that works to protect these
two great programs for years to come.

I am very grateful to have the oppor-
tunity to be on the floor with them.

I had a chance particularly to see
some of the treasures in Colorado re-
cently. I can see why Senator UDALL
feels so strongly.
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New Mexico is one of the few States
I have not visited, so I hope I will be
able to wrangle an invitation to join
Senator HEINRICH.

But I want to leave the floor knowing
that as we make this commitment to
do all we can to make the protection
part of our extraordinary outdoor
spaces part of the legacy we leave for
our children and grandchildren, the
case for these two programs—and advo-
cating for them—is in very good hands
with Senator UDALL and Senator HEIN-
RICH.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BROWN). The Senator from Colorado.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish to begin by thanking the
Senator from Oregon. He has been a
true leader in the Senate for many
years and I know the Senator from
New Mexico joins me in thanking him
for his leadership and for his partner-
ship.

I rise—as Senator WYDEN has to cele-
brate the public lands of his State of
Oregon—to celebrate the public lands
of Colorado. I make the point right out
of the gate that our public lands sup-
port thousands of jobs across Colorado
and they strengthen our special way of
life.

This month marks the 50th anniver-
sary of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund and the Wilderness Act.
Both of these incredibly successful
laws have been instrumental in pro-
tecting our public lands for future gen-
erations, growing our outdoor recre-
ation economy, and ensuring access to
public lands in Colorado and all across
the country.

In sum, what I am saying is these
landmark laws have touched every cor-
ner of Colorado over the past 50 years.

I am very pleased in that spirit to
join Senator WYDEN and Senator SES-
SIONS in submitting a resolution hon-
oring the 50th anniversary of the Wil-
derness Act.

From the snowcapped peaks of the
Eagles Nest Wilderness and the desert
arches of the Black Ridge Canyons Wil-
derness, to James Peak—which I
worked hard to establish—the Wilder-
ness Act has protected more than 3.6
million acres in Colorado alone. These
places have inspired generations of
Coloradans and remind us that we
don’t inherit the Earth from our par-
ents, we borrow it from our children.

Let me turn to the Land and Water
Conservation Fund. In 1964, some 50
years ago, President Lyndon Johnson
worked with the Congress to establish
LWCF—the acronym for the Land and
Water Conservation Fund—to fulfill a
basic promise to the American people.

That promise is, as we develop our oil
and gas resources, we will also con-
serve other special places throughout
our country for the next generations.

As we mark 50 years of the program,
we can tangibly see, feel, and breathe
its success in the 3 million acres LWCF
has helped us to preserve as part of
40,000 local park and recreation devel-
opment projects across all 50 States, as
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well as over 4 million acres of public
lands managed by the Federal Govern-
ment.

In Colorado we have seen firsthand
how LWCF dollars have helped protect
access to the public lands that help de-
fine us as a State.

From my position as chairman of the
national parks subcommittee, I have
seen how these funds have been par-
ticularly useful to our parks.

After all, there is no better example
than the creation of Great Sand Dunes
National Park in Colorado. This mag-
nificent place was protected by LWCF
appropriations that were obtained with
very strong local support. Great Sand
Dunes National Park protects one of
our Nation’s great landmarks and is
also a critical source of tourist dollars
for the surrounding rural communities,
and this economic boost is something
we have seen all across our State and
our Nation.

It is noteworthy that for every dollar
coming out of the LWCF fund, we see
four times that much created in eco-
nomic value—$1 equals $4 in economic
value—and this investment through
the LWCF program is part of the rea-
son we have seen strong growth in
America’s outdoor recreation industry.
When I say the outdoor recreation in-
dustry, that is activities such as hunt-
ing, fishing, camping, skiing, biking—
you name it—and those activities have
generated over $13 billion. That sup-
ports over 124,000 jobs in Colorado
alone.

In another vein, LWCF resources
have helped States such as ours become
more resilient when it comes to na-
tional disasters. Last weekend I was in
Lyons, CO, one of the towns hardest hit
by Colorado’s historic 2013 floods. This
photograph is one of numerous exam-
ples of what we faced for about 3 days
last fall a year ago.

Trout Unlimited has shared a story
of how LWCF funds were used to help
recover from a similar flood in the
neighboring Big Thompson Canyon 30
years ago. Back in 1976 local officials
had the foresight to make an LWCF
purchase of 80 flooded properties and to
replace the damaged homes with new
parkland which then provided fishing
access to the community and critical
floodplain protection. That $1 million
investment in 1976 helped families who
had lost their homes then and avoided
an estimated $16 million in property
damages in 2013 that would have hap-
pened without those preservation ef-
forts.

The Big Thompson Canyon flooded in
a similar fashion last year as it did in
1976, but because of the LWCF moneys
and the fact that 80 flooded properties
were purchased, there weren’t build-
ings and there wasn’t human activity
in those areas, and we saw the result.
It was a way to rebuild smarter and
better in 1976, and we are going to do
that going forward from 2013’s flood.

As a part of that, I was really excited
and pleased to hear that the town of
Lyons recently received $350,000 of
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LWCF funding to repair and rebuild the
spectacular St. Vrain River corridor
trail. Before that trail was destroyed
last fall in the flood, it had been used
as a regional connector for anglers, cy-
clists, kayakers, mountain bikers, and
many others. This project will now
help restore a vital economic asset for
the community, and it will ensure ac-
cess to the river and the river corridor
for many generations to come. That is
a success story, pure and simple.

LWCF has helped in many other less
obvious ways. As we fight to get our
kids—and ourselves—to spend less time
in front of the television, outdoor
recreation is still the best way to stay
physically fit and active and emotion-
ally healthy.

This past July I rafted the Browns
Canyon Wilderness Study Area of the
Arkansas River. You can see here what
a spectacular and unique place Browns
Canyon is—an area I have proposed to
preserve permanently as the Browns
Canyon National Monument and Wil-
derness. Along on that rafting trip we
had a group of veterans, and several of
them are suffering from post-traumatic
stress disorder, or PTSD, as we know
it. They told me how they use their
time outdoors as a part of their heal-
ing—again, a success story.

How do we keep LWCF strong? Even
though LWCEF has been successful by
any measure, while enjoying strong bi-
partisan support, the program has only
been fully funded two times since its
enacting law in 1964 promised $900 mil-
lion in annual funding. That is right—
only two times out of the last 50 years.
LWCF is a victim of the uncertainty of
the annual appropriations cycle, which
leaves a huge unmet need in Colorado
and across our country. That is why I
have been fighting—joined by many of
my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle—for full, permanent funding of
the Land and Water Conservation
Fund. I am very pleased to be working
with Senator WYDEN, Senator HEIN-
RICH, and others on a fix that would
fulfill the LWCF promise. This is a
promise to our kids, our grandkids, and
all generations down the line, and we
have an obligation to keep it.

The good news is that this potential
fix would also reauthorize and fund two
other programs that are critical to our
rural communities: the Payment in
Lieu of Taxes Program, which is also
known as PILT, and Secure Rural
Schools. I will talk briefly about both
of those programs.

For decades the PILT Program has
provided critical funding to nearly 1,900
rural counties to make up for dimin-
ished tax revenues stemming from Fed-
eral land ownership within those coun-
ty boundaries. PILT helps ensure rural
communities have access to basic serv-

ices such as law enforcement, edu-
cation, and health services.
Let me share an example. Ouray

County in southwestern Colorado is
still recovering from the recent eco-
nomic downturn and the corresponding
36 percent drop in property tax collec-
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tion. The county has already cut staff
time significantly by reducing county
operations to only 4 days a week. With-
out PILT, that would drop to just 3
days a week. PILT also ensures that
the county can hire a sheriff and that
students can get to school.

Unfortunately, permanent funding
for this program expired, and PILT
now experiences the uncertainty of
short-term fixes, creating significant
planning challenges for Colorado and
rural Americans. I was proud to lead
the effort last year to extend PILT
funding through the farm bill, which
delivered $34.5 million to Colorado
communities. But here in the Congress
we have to do more. We have to con-
front this annual uncertainty over the
future of the PILT Program. That is
why I have championed a separate bill
to permanently fund PILT. This is also
a bipartisan effort, and it is why I have
worked with Senator WYDEN to include
such certainty in this comprehensive
bill today.

I mentioned the Secure Rural
Schools Program, and the same could
be said of it. Rural Colorado commu-
nities rely on the Secure Rural Schools
Program to hire teachers and strength-
en our education system. In 2013 alone
Colorado communities—where one
teacher can make or break a school—
received $9.5 million through this vital
program. So this important bill for our
Secure Rural Schools Program would
ensure that the Federal Government
keeps its commitment to our rural
counties to help offset the costs of pub-
lic education, roads, and other essen-
tial services.

We have a dynamic trio of very im-
portant programs: LWCF, PILT, and
Secure Rural Schools. They help sup-
port Colorado’s rural communities and
our special way of life.

I will conclude with this theme. We
are a nation of risk-takers and explor-
ers, always searching for the next chal-
lenge to overcome or the next moun-
tain to climb. Our public lands are a re-
minder of that heritage, and finding
the right balance for how to use our
public lands is the next challenge to
overcome. As we tackle problems such
as growing our economy, disaster re-
sponse, and taking care of our wounded
warriors, let’s not forget the important
role of our public lands and the oppor-
tunities they provide for outdoor recre-
ation, our economy, and our health.
This year, let’s reflect on what Presi-
dent Kennedy called ‘‘intelligent use of
natural resources.” Let’s celebrate 50
years of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund with bipartisan action for
full and permanent funding for LWCF,
PILT, and Secure Rural Schools.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico.

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, let me
start out by righting a wrong. I hadn’t
realized Chairman WYDEN, our chair-
man from Oregon, had not had a
chance to visit the great State of New
Mexico. I will fix that right now and
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make sure he is not only invited, but
we might seek to show him some of the
incredible places the two programs we
are talking about today have helped
preserve, protect, and make as assets
to our local economy in the State of
New Mexico.

As we heard from our colleague Sen-
ator UDALL and our colleague Chair-
man WYDEN of Oregon as well, this
month we celebrate two incredible
milestones in our country’s conserva-
tion history. We celebrate the 50th an-
niversary of the Wilderness Act and the
50th anniversary of the Land and Water
Conservation Fund. Both of these pro-
grams have been etched into the his-
tory of my home State by New Mexico
conservationists with names such as
Aldo Leopold, Senator Clinton P. An-
derson, and Secretary of Interior Stew-
art Udall.

When Senator Anderson steered the
passage of the Wilderness Act here on
the floor of the Senate, he said on Au-
gust 20, 1964:

In no area has this Congress more deci-
sively served the future well-being of the Na-
tion than in passing legislation to conserve
natural resources and to provide the means
by which our people could enjoy them. . . .
While we stretch out the highways to carry
ever-expanding traffic, while we build whole
new communities to house a growing popu-
lation, and while we consume more acreage
for a burgeoning industry, we have set aside
part of our land as it was when human eye
first saw it—unscarred by man, primeval, a
memorial to the Creator who molded it.

Senator Anderson was also unques-
tionably one of the principal architects
of the Land and Water Conservation
Fund, and the 88th Congress, where so
much of this work was done, was
coined as the ‘‘Conservation Congress.”

LWCF is the primary tool our Nation
uses to fund the protection of our nat-
ural and cultural heritage, and I have
worked diligently with my colleagues—
including Senator UDALL, his cousin
Senator UDALL of New Mexico, Senator
WYDEN of Oregon, and others—to se-
cure full and permanent funding for
this program.

But even 40 years before the enact-
ment of the Wilderness Act or LWCF,
conservationist Aldo Leopold had the
vision and influence to help protect
500,000 acres of mountains, rivers, and
mesas in New Mexico—which eventu-
ally became the Gila Wilderness—in
order to ensure a roadless and
backcountry experience free of what
Aldo Leopold called ‘“Ford dust’” for
those hearty enough to saddle up or
hike into the heart of this wild coun-
try. With the passage of the Wilderness
Act, it became the National Forest
System’s very first designated wilder-
ness area. New Mexico is also where
the idea of tribally administered wil-
derness became a reality when Blue
Lake was returned to Taos Pueblo.

Former Senator Jeff Bingaman’s
leadership was absolutely invaluable in
conserving important public lands in
New Mexico, such as the Rio Grande
del Norte and Organ Mountains-Desert
Peaks regions, both of which were des-
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ignated national monuments within
the last 2 years.

But the 50th anniversary of the Wil-
derness Act and the Land and Water
Conservation Fund is not just about
the past, as we have heard from my
colleagues. The future of public lands
conservation will depend on the contin-
ued collaborative efforts of our elected
officials, our business owners, tribal
leaders, sportsmen, conservation orga-
nizations, outdoor retailers, and others
to work together to protect America’s
most treasured natural landscapes.

Our efforts should continue our proud
bipartisan history. After all, it was
Representative John Saylor, a Repub-
lican from Pennsylvania, who was the
lead sponsor and champion in the
House of Representatives for the Wil-
derness Act. And it was former Repub-
lican Senator Pete Domenici of my
home State who championed legisla-
tion to designate the Sandia Wilder-
ness, a place I look upon every time I
go home to Albuquerque, and who said
at the time that the area ‘‘forms a
beautiful natural backdrop for the city
which all the residents can enjoy.”’

In New Mexico, hunters and anglers,
campers and acequia parciantes, chili
farmers and urban dwellers, all have a
deep connection to the outdoors and
benefit from the recreation, wildlife,
and the water that wilderness provides.
Many of my own most formative mo-
ments, decisions, memories, and turn-
ing points have occurred in these pub-
lic wildlands.

I remember a trip with my wife Julie
to the Irish Wilderness in Missouri, a
trip that we made as we were leaving
our college days behind in the Midwest
and heading back west to New Mexico
to start our new life together. In 2001,
shortly after 9/11, 1 backpacked
through 53 miles of the Gilo Wilderness
and decided on that trip to run for a
seat on the Albuquerque City Council.

I have many cherished memories
from the trips my wife and I have made
over the years along the spines of the
American Rockies, the Sangre de
Cristos, the Tetons, in places with
names like the Pecos Wilderness, the
South San Juan, Jedediah Smith, and
canyons with names like Dark Canyon,
Desolation Canyon, Gray, Grand Gulch,
the Goosenecks, the San Juan, and of
course the Chama River Canyon near
my home.

Wilderness is in my blood, and I
make no apologies for believing that
some places are so very special that we
will never improve upon them. These
are the places worth fighting for.

I am committed to carry on my
State’s rich conservation history. Sen-
ator TomM UDALL and I have introduced
legislation to designate special places
such as the Columbine-Hondo in Taos
County, the San Antonio River and Ute
Mountain in the new Rio Grande del
Norte National Monument as new wil-
derness areas. It is clear that conserva-
tion and growing our economy are in-
extricably linked. Protected wild
places contribute to the New Mexico
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economy in a robust and sustainable
outdoor recreation community which
generates $6.1 billion in consumer
spending every year in the State, gives
us 68,000 New Mexico jobs, and $1.7 bil-
lion in wages and salaries, according to
the Outdoor Industry Association.

The new Rio Grande del Norte Na-
tional Monument in northern New
Mexico has already yielded economic
benefits since its designation. After
less than 1 year since it was designated
a national monument, the local com-
munity saw a 40-percent increase in
visitors.

As we look back on the last 50 years
since the Wilderness Act and the Land
and Water Conservation Fund both be-
came law, let us also look to the fu-
ture. My children love wild places as
much as I do. My son Carter will be
backpack hunting for elk with me later
this fall. My son Michael will join me
on BLM land to chase mule deer. They
have hiked the Columbine Hondo Wil-
derness Study Area and fished in
Cruces Basin Wilderness.

It is up to all of us to ensure that
their children have the same opportu-
nities we had and that we have shared
with their generation.

I close with a quote from Aldo
Leopold’s book, “A Sand County Alma-
nac’’:

When we see land as a community to which
we belong, we may begin to use it with love
and respect.

I yield the floor.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I wish
to speak in support of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund and to com-
memorate its 50th anniversary this
month.

Fifty years ago, in an overwhelm-
ingly bipartisan vote, the House and
Senate passed and President Johnson
signed into law the Land and Water
Conservation Fund Act. And for 50
years now, the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund has helped protect and
preserve our Nation’s outdoor heritage
all around my home State of Wash-
ington and across the country for our
children and grandchildren.

The LWCF contains a set of unique
tools that empower local communities
to increase public access to open space,
conserve forests, and protect wilder-
ness areas. These funds help secure per-
manent, public access to lands and wa-
terways for hikers, bikers, campers,
hunters, anglers, and other outdoor en-
thusiasts. Senator Henry Jackson,
from my home State of Washington,
was one of the drafters of the original
legislation. During debate of the bill on
this very floor, he reminded his col-
leagues of the importance of open
space to Americans, that these public
lands are ‘‘the places they go to hunt,
fish, camp, picnic, swim, for boating or
driving for pleasure, or perhaps simply
for relaxation or solitude.” And that
description still rings true today.

There are many examples of the
LWCF at work in my home State of
Washington. LWCF support flowing
through its State and local assistance



September 17, 2014

grants, Forest Legacy Program, Fed-
eral Land Management Agency
projects, and Cooperative Endangered
Species Conservation Fund have helped
protect over 120,000 acres of land and
create or enhance hundreds of rec-
reational facilities. These funds have
gone to a wide variety of projects, from
Federal wilderness to private working
farms and forests, from scenic rivers to
urban water parks. From the Straits of
Juan de Fuca to the crest of the Cas-
cades, from the Columbia River Gorge
to the Little Spokane River, the LWCF
has made my State a better place for
future generations.

But a common thread through all
these projects has been the way LWCF
funding has brought together local
public officials, conservationists, farm-
ers, business leaders, forest owners,
and engaged citizens to create and en-
hance public access to open space and
natural areas and help keep sprawl in
check, all while allowing for sustained
economic growth and development.
Funding from the LWCF were key in
allowing for many of the individual ac-
quisitions needed to achieve this, and I
am proud to have supported many of
these projects which have helped make
these communities’ visions a reality.

It is important to remember that it
isn’t just rural areas in Washington
that have been enhanced with re-
sources from the fund. Dozens of
projects in the hearts of our cities have
given children access to much needed
parks, sports fields, and swimming fa-
cilities. Families can now enjoy time
together picnicking, biking, and even
hiking in forests and other habitats,
right outside their doorsteps. And we
all benefit from the cleaner air and
cleaner water that results from these
high quality protected lands. Land and
water conservation is good for our
health, good for our families, and good
for our souls.

But we also know it is good for our
economy. In 2012, Americans spent over
$640 billion on outdoor recreation, and
in Washington alone outdoor pursuits
supported 227,000 direct jobs.

Our Nation has been blessed with an
abundance of natural resources. That is
why it makes perfect sense that when
we develop some of those energy re-
sources to fuel our economy, we set
aside a portion of the royalties gen-
erated from that development to pro-
tect those other natural resources. But
these conservation dollars are more
than just outlays, they are also good
investments. Studies have estimated
that each dollar invested in land con-
servation returns between $4 and $10 in
economic benefits to the economy, and
we will see this return on investment
for generation after generation.

Even with all the good that we see as
a result of the LWCF, there is so much
more that we could be doing. That is
because in spite of all the benefits that
we receive from LWCEF spending, Con-
gress has diverted the bulk of these
conservation dollars to unrelated pro-
grams. We ought to fix that. Next year,
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the funding authority for the LWCF
will expire. We need to permanently re-
authorize this program, and create an
independent, dedicated stream of fund-
ing for it. Doing so will benefit all
Americans, both now and for genera-
tions to come.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland is recognized.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized for up to 7 minutes, followed by
Senator CORNYN for up to 10 minutes,
and Senator BLUMENTHAL for up to 15
minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ISIL STRATEGY

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I take
this time to talk about the President’s
strategies on combating the threat of
ISIL, or ISIS. I applaud the President’s
recognition that ISIL is a barbaric ter-
rorist group that beheaded Americans.
It murders, kidnaps, and tortures civil-
ian populations. It sells women into
slavery. It has the stated purpose of at-
tacking America and its allies. It poses
a threat, and the President is right
that it calls for appropriate action by
the international community.

I support and congratulate the Presi-
dent on the selective military strikes
that have been done at the request of
the Iraqi Government against ISIL’s
advances, which have held them back,
and being able to regain territory that
was held by ISIL, protecting civilian
populations. I strongly support the
President’s commitment that there
will be no combat ground troops inter-
jected into this combat, and I think
the President has done a good job in
engaging the international community
to work with us so that this is truly an
international effort.

Let me comment for a moment, if I
might, about military action and that
it needs to be restricted. I oppose au-
thorizing military use of force that is
open-ended, that could result in the use
of ground troops or where we could be
asked to carry through or have our
military do what the countries where
these terrorist groups are located
should be doing with their own mili-
tary. In Iraq, it should be the Iraqi se-
curity forces that take on the ground
responsibilities.

Let me remind my colleagues, when
we went into Irag—and it was done
without my support. I voted against
the authorization to go into Iraq. We
were told that was going to be a short
campaign, that the might of the mili-
tary of the United States would make
that a very quick operation. As we see
years later, it took a long time and we
are still in Iraq. It must be done with
the help of the international commu-
nity, particularly the countries that
are in the region.

I think we have a strong responsi-
bility as Members of the Senate and
Members of Congress to revisit the 2001
authorization that was passed by Con-
gress shortly after the attack on our
country on September 11, and the 2002
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authorization that was used for Ameri-
cans going into Iraq. I don’t think ei-
ther one of those resolutions is rel-
evant for additional military action
today in either Syria or Iraq.

Let me read into the RECORD the ap-
propriate language that was included
in the 2001 authorization:

The President is authorized to use all nec-
essary and appropriate force against those
nations, organizations or persons he deter-
mines planned, authorized, committed or
aided the terrorist attack that occurred on
Sept. 11, 2001, or harbored such organizations
or persons . . .

It is a real stretch to say that au-
thority applies to actions against ISIL
today. Therefore, I think it is incum-
bent. I think we have a constitutional
responsibility to act, and I think we
must act and make it very clear that
there will be no ground combat troops
authorized in any action taken by Con-
gress.

In regard to Iraq, the Iraq resolution
was passed at a time when the informa-
tion supplied to Congress was not accu-
rate. It is certainly not relevant to the
fact that now there is an independent
Iraqi Government. That authorization
also needs to be revisited.

Let me remind you, if this adminis-
tration can use the authority of 2001
and 2002 for using aircraft and military
operations by air, what is to say that
the next administration—because we
know this is going to take a long
time—couldn’t use that authorization
for introducing ground troops in these
countries?

So I think it is important that we re-
visit these authorizations, eliminate
the previous authorizations, and make
it relevant to the current need. It has
to be limited to strategic air missions
requested by the Iraqi Government,
targeted at protecting civilian popu-
lations.

In regard to Syria, I have serious
doubt about authorizing military oper-
ations. I think we need to have clari-
fication from the administration as to
the clear objectives they are seeking to
accomplish in Syria. We have to be
very careful about the authorization of
the use of our military in a country
where we are not invited.

Now let me talk 1 minute about tim-
ing. The President has article II pow-
ers. I don’t deny that. So if something
were to happen, he has the right to de-
fend our country and use our military
to defend our country. He can do that
for a period of 60 days. Sixty days from
now we will soon be returning for a
lameduck session of Congress, so I
don’t think there is any immediate
rush for us to try to get an authoriza-
tion bill done. But I think we should be
working on an authorization bill so we
can take it up when Congress recon-
venes, and if something happens in the
interim, we are certainly available and
we can come back in and be ready to
act.

America is always stronger when
Congress and the administration work
together on these issues, and I would
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hope we could come together with the
appropriate authorization, making
clear we will not allow authorization
for combat ground troops and that we
are very restricted on the use of our air
power.

Let me lastly comment about the
continuing resolution we will be voting
on tomorrow, as I understand it, that
gives title 10 power for the arming and
equipping of the Syrian opposition.
Clearly in that authorization there is
no authorization for use of U.S. mili-
tary force. It is consistent with the ac-
tion taken by the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee on which I serve and
the resolution I supported that talked
about arming and training the vetted
Syrian opposition. We did that over a
year ago. It was for a different mission;
it was for dealing with Assad. This in a
way is comparable to dealing with ISIL
but also deals with the capacities
against Assad. It is limited, to expire
on December 11, and I think it is con-
sistent with our mission to deal with
our policies in Syria.

As I said earlier, I voted against the
Iraq authorization in 2002. I see that we
have to be very careful that we do not
allow authorization to exist that could
be used for a long and costly involve-
ment of the United States.

It is also clear to me that we cannot
win the campaign against ISIL by mili-
tary action alone. We have to have dip-
lomatic support. We have to deal with
cutting off the financial aid. We have
to deal with cutting off the political
support in Iraq. In Iraq we have a rep-
resentative government. The seeds
have been planted. That is what we
need to do. That cuts off the support
ISIL will need for long-term survival.
The international community needs to
stay resolved and the United States
needs to stay in leadership.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Texas is recognized.

SENATE PROCEDURE

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, it has
been more than a decade since I first
came to this Chamber of the United
States Senate. It has become unrecog-
nizable—what has traditionally been a
forum for thoughtful debate, amend-
ments, and discussion based frequently
on different perspectives that we come
to based on our experience or the parts
of the country we represent. Unfortu-
nately this Chamber has devolved into
one where not much gets done, and
when there are votes, they are fre-
quently show votes with the election
clearly in mind.

Look no farther than our September
agenda. Amid high unemployment,
stagnant wages, widespread frustration
over the consequences of ObamaCare,
and genuine humanitarian and security
crises abroad and here at home, our
colleagues who control the agenda in
the Chamber decided the most urgent
order of business was to amend the Bill
of Rights to the U.S. Constitution and
gut the First Amendment.

As I said at the time, when I went
home during the August recess to talk
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to my constituents, not one of them
said: I want you to go back to Congress
and I want you to gut the First Amend-
ment guarantee to freedom of speech.
This clearly is not at the top of the
American people’s agenda.

Despite all the challenges facing our
country, the majority leader, who con-
trols the agenda on the Senate floor,
continues to prioritize election year
votes—show votes—over serious legis-
lation.

Back in March, when our Democratic
friends decided to promote their so-
called ‘‘fair shot’ agenda, the New
York Times noted that the exercise
was completely political in nature. The
New York Times—hardly hostile to our
Democratic friends and their policy
agenda—put it:

Democrats can see that making new laws
is really not the point. Rather they are try-
ing to force Republicans to vote against
them.

Meanwhile, the majority leader has
prevented millions and millions of
Americans from having a real voice in
this Chamber. Since he became the ma-
jority leader, he has blocked legisla-
tion more than twice as often as the
majority leaders Bill Frist, Tom
Daschle, Trent Lott, Bob Dole, George
Mitchell, and I should add Robert Byrd,
combined. But he hasn’t just blocked
Republican amendments, not just those
in the minority; he has blocked amend-
ments from the majority party—his
own party.

Since July of last year we have had
rollcall votes on only 14 Republican
amendments and only 8 Democratic
amendments. I have to tell you that if
my party was in the majority and we
ended up getting less votes than the
party in the minority, I would be pret-
ty hot about it, and I would have some
explaining to do to my constituents.
Indeed, the majority leader has allowed
so few amendments that one of his fel-
low Senate Democrats, the junior Sen-
ator from Connecticut, recently told
Politico: I got more substance on the
floor of the House of Representatives in
the minority than I have as a Member
of the Senate majority.

Our colleagues in the House have
sent over scores and scores of bills re-
lating to job creation, taxes, health
care, immigration, and other issues
only to have Senator REID declare
them dead on arrival. No wonder Con-
gress has a 14-percent approval rating.
When people see the dysfunction here—
primarily in the Senate, since the
House is passing legislation and then it
dies here because the majority leader
refuses to take it up—it is understand-
able why they are frustrated, just as we
are frustrated.

I know it is not just those of us in
the minority. Many Democratic col-
leagues privately expressed their own
frustrations about the Senate becom-
ing so dysfunctional. If the majority
leader was serious about solving the
problems that confront our country,
they would not need to look far beyond
positive progrowth ideas to address our
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Nation’s most pressing challenges.
They would see that Senate Repub-
licans have joined our House colleagues
in offering a bevy of thoughtful pro-
posals.

First and foremost we have long
stressed the need to pass a progrowth
fiscally responsible budget. The Sen-
ate—under Democratic control—has
not passed a budget since 2009. That is
malpractice. We should leave the next
generation with more economic oppor-
tunity, not more debt. Somebody is
going to have to pay that money back.
Maybe the young folks who are sitting
in the front row—the young pages and
their children will have to pay the
money back. Americans and small
businesses across the country budget
responsibly every month and so should
their government.

In addition, we pushed sensible
progrowth energy policies that enjoy
bipartisan support, such as approving
the Keystone XL Pipeline and boosting
the U.S. exports of liquefied natural
gas. We need energy policies that en-
hance our energy security, reduce
prices, encourage investment, and cre-
ate jobs at home. We also need a regu-
latory system that fosters economic
growth and prosperity, not one that
furthers Washington’s overreach. Re-
publicans believe we must continue ag-
gressive oversight of the Obama admin-
istration’s out-of-control regulatory
agenda, which is hitting hard-working
Americans and their wages while em-
powering Federal bureaucrats.

Senate Republicans also believe the
President’s health care law was abso-
lutely the wrong way to expand afford-
able, accessible, quality health care to
more Americans. We believe families
and patients should be free to purchase
whatever kind of insurance they prefer
without having to worry about the gov-
ernment meddling.

We believe future reform should
guarantee that health care decisions
will be made by patients and their doc-
tors, not by Washington. We believe
those reforms should make quality
health insurance and quality care more
accessible for more people. Here is the
greatest irony of ObamaCare—instead
of making health care more affordable,
it made it more expensive, thus lim-
iting access to care.

On tax reform, we believe our over-
riding goal should be to lower tax rates
for all taxpayers, broaden the base, and
simplify the entire system in order to
restore America’s global competitive-
ness. We also favor ending ‘‘too big to
fail,”” thereby, ending the implicit gov-
ernment backstop and subsidy cur-
rently enjoyed by America’s largest
banks. There are a number of ways to
achieve that goal, but we all agree
Dodd-Frank did not solve that prob-
lem.

Immigration continues to be among
the most pressing issues we face, espe-
cially given this year’s record surge of
unaccompanied children coming from
Central America and pouring across
our southwest border. We understand
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that one of America’s top priorities is
to make sure our laws are being en-
forced and our border is secure. We
share that priority and we will keep
advocating the mnecessary reforms,
along with other reforms, to fix our
broken immigration system.

We believe there are a lot of good
ideas, and they are not the purview of
either political party. In fact, we have
been sent by our constituents to work
in a bipartisan way to try and solve
some of America’s most pressing chal-
lenges, and we view our intellectual di-
versity as a sign of strength, but we re-
main united on the core principles and
ideas that define our party.

We have had an experiment in big
government over the last 6 years and,
you know what, it hasn’t worked very
well. Unemployment rates remain
high, the labor participation rate is at
a 30-year low, and people have simply
given up. The economy should be
bounding back rather than knocking
along the bottom. We remain com-
mitted to tackling our Nation’s biggest
challenges of promoting greater pros-
perity for all Americans, and we do
that by growing the economy and cre-
ating jobs and letting people work
hard, as they always have in America,
and pursuing their dreams.

Proposals such as the ones I men-
tioned, many of which enjoy bipartisan
support—they certainly have in the
House of Representatives—will never
see the light of day here as long as the
majority leader continues to operate
this Chamber like an incumbent pro-
tection program.

The American people sent us to take
tough votes and solve problems. In-
deed, I don’t know anyone who would
want to be a Senator if we are not al-
lowed to vote and solve problems. The
American people certainly deserve a
Senate that operates that way.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Connecticut.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
recently the Nation has been shocked
and horrified by a video showing Ray
Rice, a professional football player,
knocking out his then fiancee who is
now his wife, Janay Rice, and dragging
her like a sack of potatoes out of an el-
evator as it almost closed on her. The
Nation was shocked by the callous in-
difference and disregard for the issue of
domestic violence not only by Ray Rice
but by the NFL itself, which has fum-
bled and failed in its reaction from the
very beginning.

Indeed, I wrote to the NFL asking for
stronger measures after it suspended
Ray Rice for a mere two games. Since
then it has received the now infamous
and notorious video, and he has been
suspended indefinitely.

Ray Rice is only 1 of 85 players since
the year 2000 who has been charged or
cited for domestic violence, and many
more were arrested for sexual assault,
drunk driving, and other crimes.

This poster shows how the league
could field an entire lineup of players
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who have been arrested for domestic vi-
olence and who remain active in the
NFL. There are others who are not
shown here. Ray Rice is on the field,
though he may be suspended indefi-
nitely.

These incidents, and literally thou-
sands of others, are the ugly, brutal,
bloody face of domestic violence in this
Nation. Not only is it bigger and broad-
er and more painful and serious than
Ray and Janay Rice, it affects our en-
tire society. Its victims are throughout
the country, and what they need most
desperately are more services to bol-
ster their courage and strength to
come forward and break the cycle.

I know domestic violence is an issue
in Connecticut because I worked to
fight child abuse and neglect and re-
lated kinds of domestic violence when I
served as attorney general. Not only
have I worked in courts but also in
schools to speak to young men and
women.

I have worked with shelters such as
Interval House, the largest shelter in
Connecticut, which helped to form an
organization called Men Make a Dif-
ference, Men Against Domestic Vio-
lence, which is composed of men as role
models. Coaches, former athletes, suc-
cessful businesspeople, law enforce-
ment types, and broadcasters provide
role models and take a stand and speak
out against this scourge.

I know the brutal and terrible toll
taken by domestic violence in Con-
necticut and in this country. The eco-
nomic consequences run into the bil-
lions and the searing pain, savage emo-
tional harm, and physical wounds are
incalculable. The tentacles of domestic
violence reach into every aspect of
American life—homes, workplaces,
hospitals, and athletic fields.

In Connecticut, the demand for vic-
tim support services has steadily in-
creased over the years, and in Con-
necticut and around the country the
need for services has spiked as a result
of the Ray Rice video because more
women and men have gained the cour-
age and strength to come forward as a
result of the national conversation
that video has spurred.

As I have continued my work in Con-
gress as a Member of the Senate, I have
been deeply troubled, in fact, outraged
on occasion, that we authorized barely
a pittance of what is necessary to deal
with that problem and support those
services that are so vital to providing
counseling, support, and advocacy.

Just in the past couple of days, I
have learned that 30 percent of calls to
the National Domestic Violence Hot-
line go unanswered. Congress bears a
majority of the responsibility for this
lack of resources.

There are heroes in this fight against
domestic violence. Some of the advo-
cates, service providers, and people
such as Karen Jarmoc, CEO of the Con-
necticut Coalition Against Domestic
Violence, and Kim Gandy, president
and CEO of the National Network to
End Domestic Violence, and most im-
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portant, the survivors and victims who
have come forward and are telling their
stories and speaking truth to the power
and brutality they faced and con-
fronted and conquered.

In fact, one of the challenges on this
issue has always been the secrecy that
surrounds it. The video of Ray Rice as-
saulting and knocking out his wife is
the exception that proves the rule. It is
the exception because most instances
of domestic violence occur behind
closed doors in secrecy and often at
night and they go unrecorded because
in most instances of domestic violence,
women are disbelieved, embarrassed,
shamed, and stigmatized when they
come forward.

The Ray Rice video is the exception
that proves the rule. It is the exception
of this brutality being shown, but it is
the rule that the response is almost al-
ways slow and inadequate. Even after
Ray Rice was indicted for third-degree
assault, Janay virtually apologized for
her role in a stage-managed press con-
ference orchestrated by the team—the
Ravens—for whom Ray Rice played.

Only after the second video was cir-
culated did the league even approach
real action. The prosecutor in this in-
stance said he would not treat Ray
Rice more leniently or harshly simply
because of his celebrity, which is un-
derstandable.

The routine in most courts in Amer-
ica is failure to treat domestic violence
as seriously and severely as the crime
it is and provide the punishment it de-
serves. The Ray Rice case was routine
and it was done routinely, but that
doesn’t make it right. So the courts
bear a measure of responsibility, along
with the Congress.

The NFL is not alone here, but the
NFL has a special position of trust. It
is one of the most massively influen-
tial organizations in America. It em-
ploys players who have a massive im-
pact on the attitudes and feelings of
young men and women—in fact, Ameri-
cans of all ages.

The NFL has a position of public
trust because of its prominence and
power, but it also has a position of pub-
lic trust because of the special benefits
it is accorded under the law. And it is
like the NBA, the MLB, and the NHL,
which all receive tremendous assist-
ance in putting their brands and their
messages before the American people.
So it is our responsibility to call on
these leagues to ensure that their mes-
sages which they can spread so widely
because of the benefits they are ac-
corded under our law—to ensure and
require them to keep faith with their
public trust and public obligation.

The public assistance these leagues
receive take a number of very excep-
tional forms: tax benefits, public sub-
sidies, and local assistance. But chief
among them is the antitrust exemption
enjoyed by the four major sports
leagues. Although large corporations
and similar organizations that have
the potential to dominate a particular
marketplace are generally prevented
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from coordinating their activities
under our antitrust laws, Congress per-
mits this kind of coordination by pro-
fessional sports teams, particularly in
the area of pooling their broadcast
rights and television contracts—the
very means that enable them to spread
their message and create that public
image.

Teams in smaller media markets are
able to remain competitive with their
larger counterparts because of those
benefits and the fact that the gov-
erning national leagues can evenly dis-
tribute resources—again, through co-
ordination, agreements, combinations
that would violate the law for any
other corporation.

This exemption was the product of
significant debate and analysis in Con-
gress and around the country when it
was granted. It was first established in
1961, and the Judiciary Committee
noted even then that it was not in-
tended to be absolute and that it was
not to be used for unfair competition
and that there was a public trust and
obligation.

In 1976 the House of Representatives
convened what it called a ‘‘Select Com-
mittee on Professional Sports’” which
prepared detailed reports on ‘‘the large
number of off-the-field problems that
affected all four of the professional
sports,” including ‘‘both violence that
involves participants in the sports as
well as violence involving spectators of
the sports.” We know the problems in
these leagues include not only domes-
tic violence but also the failure to ad-
dress injuries such as concussions, drug
abuse, and other problems that have
been reported.

If anything, in the more than 50
years since the exemption was first
granted, the prominence of the four
professional sporting leagues in the
American media landscape has only in-
creased. The leagues have a tremen-
dous effect, again, reaching into every
aspect of American life, on program-
ming, pricing, advertising, and more.

A lot has changed over the past 50
years, not least of which is our under-
standing of the harms of domestic vio-
lence and the importance of workplace
policies that protect women, minori-
ties, and other members of society. Yet
the NFL’s response to the Ray Rice in-
cident came right out of the 1960s—
right out of an episode of ‘“‘Mad Men.”

Our laws and our practices and our
culture must change. Most leagues,
most athletes, most managers, and
most teams play by the rules on and off
the field. But, unfortunately, these
deep-seated problems are not new. This
special status can no longer be a blank
check. It can no longer be granted per-
manently. It must be reviewable and
the teams and the league held account-
able. The era of the blank check for
sports teams must end. The special
benefits must be dependent on the
leagues’ fulfilling their positions of
trust and special responsibility.

I will be proposing legislation to sun-
set the leagues’ special antitrust treat-
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ment, ending the blanket antitrust ex-
emption and making it renewable
every b years. The exemption should
depend on the leagues’ acting consist-
ently with their public trust and com-
plying with ethical and legal standards
that both protect and oversee players
and that keep the teams accountable
to their fans. Their fans deserve better.

To ensure that Congress has accurate
information, my legislation will estab-
lish a commission, like many that have
existed in the past, to monitor the
leagues’ record of corporate citizen-
ship. The commission would include
representatives with special knowledge
of issues that were proven to be a prob-
lem for the leagues, such as the heads
of the Department of Justice’s Office of
Violence Against Women, the Federal
Communications Commission, and the
Surgeon General, and the commission
would be responsible for submitting a
report to Congress in advance of the
vote to reauthorize and renew the anti-
trust exemption.

Other groups would have an oppor-
tunity to be heard and to submit their
views, and there would be hearings,
meetings, and other exchanges that
would give all an opportunity to be
heard on this vital topic. I hope the
Congress will have hearings as soon as
possible on this issue.

I believe the professional sports
leagues, and in particular the NFL,
have an obligation to adopt policies
that train players on domestic vio-
lence—more than lip service, more
than check-the-box orientation set-
tings—and, most important, to punish
acts of abuse and promote awareness of
this terrible crime. They have an obli-
gation to act in accordance with due
process and establish rules that treat
more stringently and strictly this
crime of domestic violence, in accord-
ance with standards that give the play-
ers the right and opportunity to be
heard.

But maybe more importantly than
all else, these leagues should be ac-
countable to help the survivors and
victims, to provide funds out of the
tens of billions in their profits to sup-
port these services that are more nec-
essary than ever. They should support
the survivors—most of them women—
who come forward and have the incred-
ible courage, bravery, and strength to
break with a situation of domestic vio-
lence. It is at that point of maximum
danger and turmoil in their lives that
they most need to reach someone and
have someone reach them to provide
the counseling and advocacy they need
and deserve at that moment of turmoil
and pain.

Congress, the courts, all of us, have a
responsibility to do more and to do bet-
ter and to demand of professional
sports leagues that they do more and
do better.

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the
floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Utah.

September 17, 2014

CONTINUING RESOLUTION

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, at some
point today or tomorrow the Senate
will hastily consider, and likely pass, a
massive, hodgepodge spending bill to
fund every last Department and pro-
gram within our Federal Government—
even those programs and those Depart-
ments we know don’t work, even those
programs and those Departments
where we know there is a lot of abuse
and misuse of sacred Federal funds.
The alternative, if we can call it even
an alternative at all—and the only al-
ternative—is to deny funding for every
last Department and every last pro-
gram within the Federal Government—
even those programs and those Depart-
ments we know are absolutely essen-
tial.

All or nothing—those are our only
options, the only options we are given.
We have no other choice made avail-
able to us. This is government on auto-
pilot or, alternatively, government
without an engine.

The problem is that by funding the
Federal Government with a massive
patchwork spending bill, we force the
American people to choose between
two equally bad, two equally unaccept-
able options: Pay for everything in
government or pay for nothing at all;
either fund the entire Federal Govern-
ment tomorrow at exactly the same
level we are funding it today or fund
nothing within the Federal Govern-
ment, not even to pay our soldiers, our
sailors, our airmen, our marines, our
judges, or not even to provide care for
our veterans or support for the most
vulnerable among us.

This kind of all-or-nothing propo-
sition is dysfunctional, it is antidemo-
cratic, and it prevents Congress from
doing its job, which, I remind my col-
leagues, is to represent the American
people and to be faithful stewards of
their money—of the taxpayers’
money—with which they have en-
trusted their Congress.

During the month of August, I held a
long series of townhall meetings across
my State, the great State of Utah.
Whether I was in Cache County in the
northern end of the State or in Wash-
ington County in the opposite direction
or somewhere in between, the people of
Utah, Democrats and Republicans
alike, were clear about what they
wanted. They were clear about the fact
that they were demanding action. They
wanted action in Washington. Their
concerns weren’t always the same.
Some worried most about the public
lands. Others were anxious about the
economy. Many, of course, were trou-
bled by the growing crisis along our
southern border.

They were all looking for answers.
They were all looking for solutions
from someone. Everywhere I went they
asked me: What are you going to do?
What are you going to do to get our
economy back on track? What are you
going to do to deal with many of the
problems within our Federal Govern-
ment that seem to go unaddressed for
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far too long? I would tell them: As a
matter of law and by operation of our
Constitution, Members of Congress
have certain tools to address all of
these concerns, but none of these pow-
ers is greater than the power of the
purse. This is the power to allocate
money, to fund the government, to
fund its operations. It is what enables
Congress, and only Congress, to reform
dysfunctional government.

Encompassed within the power to
give money is the power, necessarily,
to withhold money. In this case the
power of the purse is the most potent
and the most effective instrument Con-
gress can use to hold the executive
branch accountable.

So when the administration fails to
follow the law, as our current adminis-
tration has done so freely and so fre-
quently, Congress can demand answers
and accountability by using the power
of the purse as leverage.

As several of these townhall con-
versations continued, in the course of
those townhall conversations, I began
to notice that at this point in my an-
swer, many people began to look hope-
ful—hoping that perhaps something
could actually get done in Washington;
hoping that perhaps some of the prob-
lems within our Federal Government
could be corrected, could be reined in,
could be turned around and set on a
better course—but then I would have to
break the bad news, and here is the bad
news.

I would have to tell them all those
things their representatives should be
able to do and have an obligation to
do—such as fixing broken government
programs and ensuring the solvency of
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid,
and impeding lawless actions by the ex-
ecutive branch—but simply cannot get
done because the Democratic leader-
ship in the Senate insists that our Fed-
eral Government operate on autopilot.

This is the problem with the con-
tinuing resolution. When Congress has
only one opportunity to exercise its
power of the purse by voting for or
against an all-or-nothing spending
package and an all-inclusive, all-or-
nothing spending bill, Congress has es-
sentially no opportunity to exercise its
power of the purse—at least not in a
meaningful way, at least not in a way
that enables Congress to demand ac-
countability from Government.

In the continuing resolution we will
consider tomorrow, there are several
provisions that deserve their own con-
sideration and debate, such as reau-
thorizing the Export-Import Bank, ex-
tending the Internet Tax Freedom Act,
and authorizing military action in
Syria. None of these measures—and
certainly not something that could put
American lives at risk—should be hur-
ried through on an all-or-nothing vote.

This is why the continuing resolution
matters for everyone in this country.
It is the principal reason our govern-
ment is so dysfunctional and so unac-
countable. A government on autopilot
leaves Congress effectively paralyzed—
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powerless to implement meaningful
government reforms and powerless to
hold the President and the President’s
administration accountable for their
actions.

This is not how government is sup-
posed to operate. This is not how this
government is ever supposed to be al-
lowed to operate. It doesn’t have to be
this way. There is a better way. Indeed,
as you can see on this chart, until just
a few years ago, the better way was the
only way. The House has done this and
it is still doing it today.

Let me explain what this dem-
onstrates right here. Freestanding ap-
propriations bills that were passed by
the Congress for fiscal year 2006—we
had 11 separate individualized free-
standing appropriations bills. To put
that in context, that is more free-
standing independent appropriations
bills than Congress has enacted in all
of the fiscal years ever since then—just
in one year. That, of course, used to be
the norm. It no longer is. In fact, late-
ly, we are not doing any of these
things.

It is important to point out that the
House of Representatives still rou-
tinely passes freestanding appropria-
tions measures. For fiscal year 2015,
the upcoming fiscal year, the House of
Representatives has passed seven such
bills. The Senate has passed zero. Not
only has the Senate passed none of its
own free-standing appropriations bills,
it has refused even to vote on any of
the seven appropriations bills passed
by the House of Representatives.

The fact is that before the Demo-
cratic leadership took control of the
Senate, Congress would spend most of
its time during the spring and summer
of each year discussing, debating,
amending, and eventually figuring out
how much taxpayer money to spend
and on what. Congress would consider
separate spending bills, one by one, in-
dividually. Each of these bills would al-
locate a certain amount of money to
fund the Departments, the agencies,
and the programs within a certain area
of government, organized by govern-
ment functions such as defense, trans-
portation, homeland security or health
care.

Each spending bill originated in one
of the corresponding subcommittees in
the House and in the Senate. This is
what we call the appropriations proc-
ess. It makes sense that it would take
up most of our time because as Mem-
bers of Congress we have a solemn obli-
gation to represent the people and to
be faithful stewards of taxpayer
money—of the money that many Amer-
icans spend many months of their lives
each year just to earn so that they can
send it to Washington, DC.

The American taxpayer deserves bet-
ter. The American taxpayer should be
able to expect more out of Congress.
Instead, they have come to expect so
much less.

That is how Congress used to oper-
ate, according to its own rules, accord-
ing to historic precedent, and—more to
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the point—according to basic prin-
ciples of common sense. Alas, times
have changed. What Congress used to
deliberate on for months, we now rush
through in a single afternoon without
opportunity for amendment, without
opportunity for a full debate.

What used to be the subject of open
and robust debate is now trivialized
and treated as a mere formality, as a
mere technical requirement to be dis-
pensed with and discarded as quickly
as it arrives.

The American people deserve better.
Indeed, as I discovered while visiting
with the people from one corner of
Utah to the other, the American people
demand that we do better. I think we
can do better. In fact, I know we can.
We have in the past. We will in the fu-
ture, but we have to get the regular
order appropriations process back on
track.

We need to dispense, once and for all,
with this mindset that says we are
going to fund the government with one
bill. You are going to have one oppor-
tunity to vote on any and all matters
relating to the funding of the Federal
Government. It is a binary choice. We
fund everything at current levels or we
fund nothing. We keep it running just
the way it is with no opportunity for
meaningful reform or we don’t fund
anything at all and we accept all of the
heartache and all of the difficulty that
goes along with this. This is wrong. It
violates our laws and violates our pro-
cedures and it violates common sense.

We as a Congress have asked the
American people over and over to ex-
pect less. I am here to tell each of my
colleagues that it is time for the Amer-
ican people not to expect less. It is
time for the American people to expect
more. They are expecting more. They
are expecting freedom. They are ex-
pecting for us to honor them by debat-
ing and discussing and voting on how
we are going to spend their money.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BLUMENTHAL). The Senator from Mon-
tana.

THE AMERICAN DREAM

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I was
born during the baby boom in Butte,
MT. It was a boom time for our econ-
omy. Millions of kids such as me grew
up expecting the boom years to go on
forever. Things weren’t always easy,
especially in a tough blue-collar town
like Butte. But it was still easier in
those days to believe that the Amer-
ican dream was within your grasp. Put
in your time and you can earn a good
living. Work hard and you can play
hard.

Unfortunately, I am less confident in
the American dream for today’s young
people unless politicians can put their
partisanship aside and put the inter-
ests of this country ahead of their own.
I am hopeful that this Congress can
once again behave like statesmen from
half a century ago, when the boom
times of the 1960s also produced re-
straint. I grew up in the morning shad-
ow of the continental divide. Butte was
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surrounded by some of the best fly fish-
ing in North America and huge areas of
land known as primitive areas.

Some of those blue-ribbon streams
were separated by the smallest of di-
vides from the most polluted waters in
America. Some of those primitive
areas shared borders with the most val-
uable hard rock mines and timber cuts
in the country. Those same resources
continue to support thousands of jobs
in Montana. But the boom times of the
1960s proved how wasteful and dam-
aging unlimited production can be.

Today I applaud the lessons of re-
straint. This month is the 50th anniver-
sary of the passage of the Wilderness
Act. Senators on this same floor in 1964
turned the primitive areas and admin-
istrative wilderness areas of Montana
and 12 other States into permanent
protected areas.

That same year they also passed the
visionary Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund. Several of the original wil-
derness areas are in Montana, includ-
ing one of the largest, the Bob Mar-
shall Wilderness. In Montana we just
call it the Bob. Imagine a Congress
with the foresight to create a whole
category of restraint. Anyone that says
the American dream is gone for good
has never visited the Bob.

Last month I had the opportunity to
hike with a local group of Montanans
up 2,000 feet to Headquarters Pass on
the Rocky Mountain Front. On the
trail, we met a herd of mountain goats.
When we got to the pass, we stood
under the windy shoulder of Rocky
Mountain peaks and looked into the
Bob.

Today I am the proud sponsor of an
important made-in-Montana bill that
would keep this land the way it is and
add to the legacy of 1964. The Rocky
Mountain Front Heritage Act, first in-
troduced three years ago, would pro-
tect almost 300,000 acres of public land.
Today I urge my colleagues to move a
public lands package forward this year
in order to reward the collective efforts
of so many Americans who work so
hard on bills like the Rocky Mountain
Front Heritage Act.

The American dream today has a new
challenge because of the Wilderness
Act. A small portion of our public
lands has been set aside and made
available forever for all Americans to
enjoy in Montana. We call this our out-
door heritage. Despite news stories
about the perennial and terrible idea of
giving away this heritage, support for
public lands in Montana remains deep
and wide. The reason goes to the heart
of what it means to be American. The
American dream isn’t just about hav-
ing a job. It is about where we live and
how we live.

In Montana, our public lands to sup-
port trout or elk or whatever adven-
ture Montanans seek are part of that
dream, whether they are a boiler-
maker, a teacher or an outfitter.

It doesn’t hurt that tourism has be-
come a huge part of our economy in
Montana. Today outdoor recreation
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supports 64,000 jobs in our State and al-
most $6 billion in revenue each and
every year. Like many Montanans, I
am frustrated with how long it takes
to conduct a timber sale or complete
an environmental analysis on potential
projects.

We need to get our forests healthy
and working again, creating good jobs
and making our forests more resilient
to wildfires. Even simple projects get
tied up in redtape and our rural com-
munities and the land itself suffer for
it. But this frustration should not blind
us to our incredible heritage of
untrampled public land owned by you
and me and every American.

Rather than government shutdowns
and public land selloffs, I urge this
Congress to find the same wisdom to
look ahead 50 years from today. We
need to support local collaboration and
fully fund the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund. Bills such as the
Rocky Mountain Front Heritage Act,
the North Fork Watershed Protection
Act, the East Rosebud Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act, and the Forest Jobs and
Recreation Act deserve every Senator’s
support.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST

Mr. CORKER. It is my understanding
the leader is on his way down. I have a
unanimous consent request that I
would like to offer. I know that he
wants to say a word. I will preliminary
make some comments. When he gets
here, out of respect for his time, I will
ask that unanimous consent request.

Let me move on by saying that the
President gave a speech a week ago. We
have a hearing today in the Foreign
Relations Committee. Secretary Kerry
and others will assess our strategy in
Iraq and Syria related to ISIL.

I just want to say these obviously are
very important decisions. One of the
pieces of this strategy is that instead
of the President coming and asking for
an authorization for the use of military
force—which, in my opinion, is the
sound judgment, to come and ask us
for that support so the American peo-
ple are behind this effort, by virtue of
the House and Senate taking that up.
They are not going to do that. Instead
they are asking for the authority to do
a very, very small piece of that, which
is to train and equip some members of
the moderate, vetted Syrian opposition
and to do so in the country of Saudi
Arabia.

So they are asking for an authoriza-
tion to do that overtly. It is something
about which many people have ques-
tions. It is something that for many
years, for some time, I have supported
and actually been disappointed that
the administration has left hanging the
people of Syria whom we encourage
now to take on Assad.

So that is a very important vote, a
vote that all of us should take as a
freestanding vote. But instead what is
getting ready to happen is coming over
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from the House is a continuing resolu-
tion bill that funds the government. So
instead of voting on the continuing res-
olution, which is a totally separate
matter, and voting on arming the vet-
ted moderate opposition the way the
President has requested, as a separate
vote so, No. 1, we have the opportunity
individually to weigh in on those two
measures separately, as the House is
doing right now—instead, what is going
to happen, as I understand from the
majority leader, is we are going to take
up that vote in a combined way. I
think that is a poor way to run the
Senate. It is a poor way for the people
of the United States to understand
where we are on important issues.

Just to give an example, I do not sup-
port the funding levels in the CR. I
voted against the Murray-Ryan budget.
I couldn’t believe that in such a short
amount of time we were willing to do
away with the budget caps we thought
so important to the fiscal well-being of
this Nation. So I do not support the
funding levels for the continuing reso-
lution and had planned to vote against
it.

Now there is a piece in it that is an
important foreign policy piece that I
think needs further debate, where we
are authorizing the arming and train-
ing of the moderate opposition through
December 11 as a part of this bill. That,
to me, is an inappropriate way for us to
do business. I think every Member of
this body ought to have the oppor-
tunity to vote on each of those.

So the request I am going to make
when the leader gets here is not to
change any of the wordage—I realize
time is of the essence. We have two
bodies that sometimes do not act in
concert in appropriate ways. But my
unanimous consent request is to ask
that properly these be separated, the
language be identically the same.

So what I have done is I have at the
desk a bill that lays out the authoriza-
tion for arming and training the vetted
moderate opposition in Saudi Arabia
and other places. I have that exact lan-
guage that is coming over from the
House so that the Presiding Officer,
myself, and others can weigh in on that
issue. Once that issue is dealt with—
again, it would take 15 or 20 or 30 min-
utes for that to occur—we could then
move over to the continuing resolu-
tion, which, again, has a different set
of supporters, generally speaking.

So I do wish this body would debate
the issues of great importance to our
Nation. I know that in this hearing
with Secretary Kerry, on both sides of
the aisle there are numerous questions
about how this strategy is going to
work in Syria and how, with no ground
force on the ground and us planning to
train people in a very short amount of
time, a very small amount of people—
we are not going to give them very so-
phisticated equipment—how that
ground game, that ground effort is
going to be effective. I wish this body
would take that up and debate it. To
me, it is an important issue. It is an
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issue that I have supported for some
time. At the same time, the efficacy of
it has changed.

One of the things that is fascinating
to me—General Dempsey yesterday:
All of a sudden, we are going to train
them.

By the way, they have been organized
because they want Assad out. They
have been fighting against Assad in
Syria. But we are going to train them
to fight ISIS or ISIL, which has not
been the rallying entity for the Free
Syrian Army to organize.

So, look, I plan to support publicly,
as I am right now, this first phase of
arming and training them because I
have been pushing for it for so long. I
worry about its efficacy. It seems as if
the goals of it now are very different.
But I am OK authorizing that until De-
cember 11 and we can hear more about
it. But I do not support the funding
levels in the CR. This is not an appro-
priate way for us to do business.

I am going to ask unanimous con-
sent—I hope the majority leader is
going to be here in a minute. I would
like to get back to the hearing on
Syria that we are having in foreign re-
lations. I understand he may well be on
the way.

With that—as a matter of fact, I may
pause for a minute. Let me just make
a point I made earlier with Secretary
Kerry at the hearing. I do not want to
debate whether the President has the
legal authority to conduct a war, a
multiyear war, a war that many people
say may take up to a decade in another
country against another enemy. I do
not want to debate whether he legally
can do that. I know he is tying himself
to the 2001 authorization, which I as-
sure you no one was contemplating.
But I do not want to debate that. I
know there are all kinds of article II
people—all kinds of people who believe
the President can do almost anything
he wishes relative to military engage-
ment.

I just want to talk about how lacking
in judgment it is for three people—the
President, the Vice President, and the
Secretary of State—to attempt to do
this over a multiyear period, in a dif-
ferent country, with a different enemy,
and not come to us. That lacks in judg-
ment. That lacks in judgment because
bad things are going to happen. Mis-
takes are going to be made. Five hun-
dred thirty-five Monday-morning quar-
terbacks make no sense. Holding the
country together is what is important.
So selling that plan, selling the details,
having us have the opportunity to
tease out and understand how this is
going to work is an important part of
the process that they are skipping.

I see the majority leader is here. I
know he is busy. I thank him for com-
ing to the floor.

I ask unanimous consent that at a
time to be determined by the two lead-
ers prior to the consideration of H.J.
Res. 124, the CR, that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of my bill—
the exact same language as coming
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over from the House—which is at the
desk—that is the same language as in-
cluded in the CR regarding Syria; that
there be up to 4 hours of debate fol-
lowed by a vote on passage of my bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, my friend from
Tennessee is a fine Senator. He has the
interests of the State of Tennessee
every step of the way and, of course,
our country. So my statement here has
nothing to do with the kind of man he
is and the kind of Senator he is.

I have just left my office, where I
watched the second of three votes in
the House. The House has voted on the
continuing resolution. It passed by an
overwhelming margin over there. The
purpose of that is to stop another gov-
ernment shutdown. The continuing res-
olution includes language on training
and equipping the Syrian opposition.
That bill will come over here in a mat-
ter of an hour or two. The House has
chosen how it wishes to address these
two matters; that is, the CR and arm-
ing and training the Syrian rebels.

As my colleagues know, in order to
make a law, you need the Senate to
pass something and the House to pass
something or vice versa. Then, of
course, it is signed by the President.
They have to be identical. If we wish to
prevent a government shutdown, we
have to pass this continuing resolution
the House will send us. I have had con-
versations with the Speaker, and he
has been very strong in stating what
they are going to do over there.

Senate committees are in the proc-
ess—one of the committees the Senator
from Tennessee is the ranking member
of—in the process of holding hearings
on whether an authorization to use
force is necessary and if so, how it
should be crafted. So I look forward to
Foreign Relations deciding what legis-
lative action to take on this matter.
But in the meantime, we should pass
the House-passed continuing resolution
which includes the language on train-
ing and equipping the Syrian opposi-
tion and present the people here an up-
or-down vote on what we get from the
House of Representatives.

We cannot have another government
shutdown. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I want
to thank the leader for coming down
and thank him for agreeing to a time
when we both can be here.

I do want to say that we could deal
with it exactly in the way that I laid
out and keep the government from
shutting down because we would be
passing exactly the same language.

But I understand. I talked privately
with the majority leader about this. I
understand people do not want to do
that over in this body. They do not
want to separate the two. I know that
the majority leader—that is his right,
to object to dealing with these issues
in the same language that I laid out. I
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do appreciate him coming down. I dis-
agree very strongly with this approach.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I believe
under the regular order that I will be
recognized for up to 30 minutes. I ask
unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ISIL THREAT

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, with all
the things that are going on right now,
I am particularly interested in the
hearing we had yesterday on ISIS. It
was a big deal. I applaud General
Dempsey for his honesty in talking
about how serious this war is that we
are embarking on right now. The fact
is that we have a mess, and ISIS has
tripled in the last 3 months, up to now
well over 30,000 troops, with tanks,
heavy artillery.

This is not—I know the President has
tried to make people believe this is
just another rag-tag terrorist oper-
ation like Al Qaeda or the Taliban. It
is not. This is war. This is a real seri-
ous thing that we are in the middle of.

I do applaud General Dempsey and
also Secretary Hagel for their honesty
in the committee hearing. It was dif-
ficult for them when the President
talks about no troops on the ground, no
troops on the ground. We know we al-
ready have troops on the ground.

I think the American people have had
a wake-up call. I believe they under-
stand how serious it is. In fact, there
were two polls out last week. One of
them was a poll that 70 percent of the
American people know how serious this
is and that ISIS could affect and would
affect and is affecting our homeland.
That was a big thing, that 70 percent of
the people in America understand that.
Just yesterday the Wall Street Journal
poll came out, along with ABC, and
they said the same thing: 70 percent of
the people know this is something that
affects our homeland.

When they talk about troops on the
ground—I remember asking the ques-
tion during the hearing yesterday. I
said to the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, Martin Dempsey: If the
President said no troops on the ground,
what if your airstrikes—if something
happens to one of those planes and we
have the problem that one of the pilots
is bailing out. Are you saying that we
do not have troops on the ground to en-
sure his or her safety?

He said: Absolutely we will.

So the point is that has been a ques-
tion that people have to understand,
that this is war. We have to win it. We
can’t take another chance.

THE ECONOMY AND OVERREGULATION

But that is not why I am here. I
think because of the distraction of ISIS
and all of these other things, a lot of
people have forgotten the serious prob-
lems that are hampering our economy;
that is, what this President has done
through the overregulation that takes
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place. Since he first took office and
failed to achieve his signature cap-and-
trade legislation, he has been working
tirelessly to try to do what he couldn’t
do through legislation with regulation.
The regulations received most of the
attention because they are the most
expensive.

I first started in 2003, and I remember
so much in the Senate. In 2003, at that
time Republicans had a majority. I was
the chair of the committee that had
the jurisdiction. They started off in
2003 with the first cap-and-trade legis-
lation, and we defeated it. We defeated
it ever since that time. One reason we
defeated it was I was able to find out—
and I didn’t know this in the begin-
ning—that people said: Global warming
is real, there are all these bad things,
and we are all going to die.

Yet from the costs we determined—
and this came not just from me but
from others who were interested, but
universities such as MIT came out with
a study, the Wharton School of Eco-
nomics came out with one, and Charles
River Associates. They all had the cost
of this cap-and-trade somewhere be-
tween $300 billion and $400 billion a
year.

Every time I hear a large figure, 1
look at the population in my State of
Oklahoma and see what that cost
means to a family. In my State of
Oklahoma, $300 billion to $400 billion a
year would be a permanent tax in-
crease for the average family in Okla-
homa—that files a Federal income
tax—of $3,000 a year.

When we get to these numbers, we
look and we realize this is going to be
very expensive and no one wants any-
thing to do with greenhouse regula-
tions when the cost is so high.

I will show later on that it wouldn’t
accomplish anything, anyway. That is
probably why the recent polls, such as
the Gallup poll on global warming,
have it on the bottom of the national
priority list. Their last poll is a poll of
15 things to be most concerned about,
and global warming and climate
change registered No. 14 out of 15.

The people have understood—it is as
if they understand now what is going
on with ISIS. They know what the
truth is.

The Pew Research Center showed
that 53 percent of Americans either
don’t believe that global warming and
climate change are occurring or they
say if it is, it is natural causes.

This has been going on. This is what
has bothered me. I can remember—and
I am going from memory now—but I
used to use the example, back when we
first started looking at this subject, as
to how this is a cyclone that has been
going on for recorded history.

In 1895, we were in a cooling period,
basically. They were referring to it as
the little ice age at that time—I could
be wrong. But, anyway, that endured
until 1918. Then in 1918, it turned into
a warming time and that went all the
way up through 1945.

This is what is significant. In 1945, we
started another cooling period. It hap-
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pened that 1945 was the year that was
recorded as the year when it had the
highest amount of CO, emissions, and
that precipitated not a warming period
but a cooling period. Of course, that
went on up to about 1975 when we went
to the other side, where we have actu-
ally entered into a cooling area. Every-
body knows that.

God is still up there. We have always
had these seasons. People would like to
think somehow it is man who is doing
it. They don’t want any progress. They
don’t want people to be able to gen-
erate electricity and energy to take
care of our needs.

While my friends on the other side of
the aisle act as though public debate
has been settled on the issue, obviously
it is just the opposite of that. It prob-
ably explains why it has been difficult
for Tom Steyer to raise the full $100
million he promised to help Democrats
win elections this fall.

We remember in February that he
announced he would put up $560 million
of his own money—and then he did—
and that he would raise another $50
million. It would be $100 million that
he would put in campaigns for incum-
bents who would agree to try to resur-
rect the global warming issue—because
it has died in the eyes of the American
people—and try to stop the pipeline.

He did this, and the trouble is he is
not able to raise the other $50 million.
The last count was it is only $1.7 mil-
lion he has been able to raise from out-
side donors. Nonetheless, of course, he
has his own $50 million. Regardless, we
know he is spending the money he has,
even though he hasn’t raised other
money.

We can see on this chart a quote
where he said—that is a picture of Tom
Steyer. He is not a bad guy and all of
that, he is just far left, and he has a lot
of money. He said:

It is true that we expect to be heavily in-
volved in the midterm elections. . . . we are
looking at a bunch of ... races. ... My
guess is that we’ll end up being involved in
eight or more races.

So Tom Steyer’s goal is, as I said, to
try to resurrect the global warming
issue and try to stop the Keystone
Pipeline.

I think it is an appropriate time to
talk about the hypocrisy on the left
over political spending. We spent all of
last week debating a constitutional
amendment to limit political speech
that is currently protected under the
First Amendment. Democrats are talk-
ing about the Koch brothers, and peo-
ple are not aware that this type of ac-
tivity was from a man named Tom
Steyer, by his own admission.

Someone asked me the other day—I
think we were on the floor. I was the
only Republican to come down. It was
kind of fun. They were having their all-
night session. I made the statement: If
there is anyone with insomnia at home
who is not asleep yet, this is a good
way to do it. I made the comment that
this is something we know is going on.

I stated that with all these races that
are out there, they are trying to do
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something in order to elect people to
try to go back to what they failed to be
able to get. I think it is an appropriate
time to get through that hypocrisy.

Recent news reports have surfaced
and described the Democracy Alliance.
That is an organization that aims to
organize the policy objectives and
funding streams of the leftwing liberal
establishment.

According to an internal memo that
was leaked to the press a few weeks
ago, the Democracy Alliance for the
past 9 years ‘‘has aligned donors, lead-
ers in the progressive movement, [that
is liberal] and political infrastructure
in order to achieve victories at the bal-
lot box and in policy fights including
those for comprehensive health care re-
form, Supreme Court confirmations

This influence is estimated to be be-
tween $600 million and $700 million.

The Washington Post recently had
this chart. It is kind of hard to read,
but in the Post it was obvious because
each one of those dots is a liberal polit-
ical organization. They all joined to-
gether and that is called the Democ-
racy Alliance.

Again, this was 161 plus 21—182 orga-
nizations are part of this alliance. It
details all of their agendas and how
they are being coordinated by the po-
litical Democratic agenda by the De-
mocracy Alliance. We will recognize
most of the names on the list. It in-
cludes the Center for American
Progress, Media Matters for America,
America Votes, and even Organizing
for Action which, incidentally, is Presi-
dent Obama’s political campaign arm.

In April, this group convened a secret
meeting in Chicago to huddle with its
deep-pocketed donors to craft a strat-
egy in messaging for this coming year’s
elections. It was shrouded in secrecy,
and the memo prepared for attendees—
all the people on this list who were
coming in to meet in Chicago—warned
them of interacting with political re-
porters. In fact, it included a pages-
long list of reporters who are expected
to try to crash the conference, along
with the photos, so folks could be on
the watch for these people.

The names of the people attending
and involved were not going to be dis-
closed to the public, nor would any de-
tails be released about the discussions
that were taking place.

Tom Steyer and the Democracy Alli-
ance are acting like a cult, even as the
Democratic left pushes for the institu-
tion of a new constitutional amend-
ment. We now know that initiative was
nothing more than a political sham.

At the end of the day, the liberal left
wants an aggressive, secretive, polit-
ical machine operating on its behalf,
and it looks as though they have what
they need in the Democracy Alliance.

The key selling point for the Democ-
racy Alliance pitch to its contributors
is the inseparable link to the deep con-
nections with the Obama White House
administration. The Democracy Alli-
ance firmly believes it is in the driver’s
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seat when it comes to setting policy for
liberals in Washington, and it wants its
donors to know it.

There is nothing wrong with this. We
have had differences of opinion and
philosophy, and that is why we have
political parties. This is more extreme
than anything I have seen and more or-
ganized.

One of the key goals of the Democ-
racy Alliance is to promote ‘“‘an envi-
ronment that keeps our kids safe.”
This explains why the administration
continues to push an extremist agenda
of environmental mandates that will
crush our economy.

This is where Tom Steyer has really
succeeded in being part of the Democ-
racy Alliance. He has managed to con-
vince Democrats in the Senate to hold
more than one all-night vigil on global
warming, and these have come as the
United States has been enduring one of
its coldest years yet.

Just this month so far, NOAA, of the
Commerce Department, has reported
246 record cold temperatures. Wyoming
already has right now 20 inches of snow
in some places, and it is unseasonably
cold in Washington, DC.

One of these colder areas, my city of
Tulsa, OK, on Saturday set a record
cool high temperature. It only reached
65 degrees. It has never happened be-
fore, so it is not cooperating very well
with trying to convince people the
world is coming to an end because of
global warming.

It also explains why the President is
continuing to aggressively try to im-
plement greenhouse regulations after
failing to accomplish this goal legisla-
tively. These regulations will effec-
tively prevent any coal-fired power-
plant from being constructed and force
our Nation into relying substantially
on expensive renewable resources.

Regulations such as these would take
us in the direction of Europe, which in
many instances has experienced elec-
tricity prices three times as high as
they are in the United States. They
have been ahead of us in trying to stop
fossil fuels and in trying to stop nu-
clear energy. The rates their people are
paying are now three times higher than
ours.

If anyone doubts these rules will
have a negative impact on our econ-
omy, just look at Australia. Australia
imposed a carbon tax on their economy
a few years ago and it caused horren-
dous damage. It caused $9 billion in
lost economic activity per year and de-
stroyed tens of thousands of jobs. This
is in Australia. This just happened. It
was so bad that the government in Aus-
tralia recently voted to repeal the car-
bon tax. Remember all the talk about
the fact: Oh, Australians are leading
the way and they are going to have a
carbon tax, we should be following
them. Now they have repealed that by
an overwhelming vote and their econ-
omy is now better for it. In fact, it was
announced last week that Australia ex-
perienced record job growth last month
of 121,000 jobs. They said this is because
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they have repealed this carbon tax
they had passed. They credit this suc-
cess to the repeal of the carbon tax in
addition to these greenhouse regula-
tions.

I think it is important for us to re-
call the many other regulations this
Obama administration has already im-
posed on the American people and dis-
cuss all of the new regulations that
have not yet come out, but they are
working on it. Some of these regula-
tions they are holding off until after
the elections so the people would not
know the cost of the regulations and
how many jobs are going to be lost.

The first we need to remember is
Utility MACT. By the way, MACT
means maximum achievable controlled
technology. In other words, what tech-
nology has told us we could do to try to
control these releases.

Utility MACT was the first one they
successfully passed. In this case, the
EPA established a standard that was
impossible for utilities to actually
meet.

This regulation is inappropriate
under the Clean Air Act, and it is hav-
ing a $100 billion annual impact on the
economy and destroying 1.65 million
jobs. They have already done it. They
were able to pass it along party lines.

The EPA has already finalized simi-
lar regulations for industrial boilers
and cement kilns. Together, those reg-
ulations are having an impact of more
than $63 billion on the economy and
they have destroyed 800,000 jobs and
may result in the shutdown of 18 ce-
ment plants around the country. No
one has refuted these figures.

In another section of the law, the
EPA put a rule together, knowing it
would increase the cost of gas. The rule
is known as the Tier 3 rule, and it regu-
lates the amount of sulfur that can be
in gasoline when it leaves the refinery.

Tier 2 standards were put in place
back in the early 2000s. That resulted
in a 90-percent decline in the sulfur
content of gasoline by 2010. That is al-
ready behind us, and it had a positive,
measurable impact on the environ-
ment.

The need for a Tier 3 standard is not
articulated very well. In fact, EPA did
not have any unique scientific data to
support the key benefits of this rule,
and the EPA ignored the fact that it
would actually increase greenhouse gas
emissions. So they are going to in-
crease greenhouse gas emissions with
the rule they are still putting forth and
be counterproductive. Talking about
the Tier 3 rule, EPA stated that ‘‘this
rule will increase the cost of gasoline.”

Furthermore, the EPA recently final-
ized a rule called the 316(b) water rule.
This rule regulates the cooling water
systems used by powerplants and other
major industrial facilities to prevent
their operations from overheating. So
they use water. The EPA and the Fish
and Wildlife Service were worried
about the impact these facilities were
having on fish, and so they put out a
rule to help. In the rulemaking, EPA
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again states that ‘‘the final rule will
increase electricity costs.”

Worse is the fact that EPA could not
even fudge its numbers enough to
present a positive cost-benefit ratio. In
its final rule, the stated costs are $300
million, which is about 10 times the es-
timated benefits of the rule, which are
only $28.6 million. This violates the
President’s own Executive Order 13563,
which states that agencies must ‘‘pro-
pose or adopt a regulation only upon a
reasoned determination that its bene-
fits justify its costs.”

That is another problem we have
with this administration. They will add
rules, they will add laws, and they vio-
late these laws—just like when he
turned loose the five terrorists from
Gitmo. We had passed, in fact, knowing
he was going to try to get rid of people
in Gitmo—and he took the five who
were the very worst—we had passed a
law saying he can’t do that until he
gives the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee 30 days’ notice and gives us a
chance to respond and stop him from
doing it. He totally ignored it, just as
he ignored these regulations.

Worse yet, this rule has no human
health benefits. Its only beneficiaries
are fish. So EPA is putting out a rule
that will increase electricity costs, in-
cluding for those who live on fixed in-
comes, all for the sake of saving a few
fish.

Another rule EPA has done since
President Obama began his administra-
tion is the regional haze rule. These
regulations were established to im-
prove the visibility of national parks,
and States were instructed to develop
their own plans—known as State im-
plementation plans—in order to com-
ply. My State of Oklahoma did this,
but EPA overturned it because of a
technicality associated with its eco-
nomic analysis. When EPA did this, it
instituted a Federal implementation
plan, and in this case it cost over $1
billion to execute or nearly 10 times
the amount of the State-based plan
that had been developed cooperatively
with our utility companies. This is the
kind of uncooperative relationship we
have come to expect when working
with the EPA.

Beyond the greenhouse gas regula-
tions, the one receiving the most at-
tention is the waters of the United
States rule. Nearly every group from
Oklahoma is talking about this rule be-
cause it would extend the powers of the
Federal Government over millions of
new acres of land.

Just last week I was in Guymon, OK;
El Reno, OK; and Boise City, OK. Boise
City is the farthest west, largest city
out in the panhandle. It is kind of
sandwiched between OKklahoma, New
Mexico, Kansas, and Texas. They are
all in western Oklahoma. This is an
arid part of the country. They are in
their third year of their drought right
now, but the new rule would declare
much of this area as a Federal water-
way subject to the onerous Federal reg-
ulations. This would impact every in-
dustry—farming, ranching, oil and gas,
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construction,
thing.

Tom Buchanan happens to be the
president of the Oklahoma Farm Bu-
reau. I asked him a question in a kind
of townhall setting that we had not too
long ago.

I said: What is the biggest problem
we have in agriculture in Oklahoma?

He said: The biggest problem has
nothing to do with the farm bill. The
biggest problem we are facing right
now is the overregulation by the EPA
and what they are doing with endan-
gered species, what they are doing with
the containment of fuel on farms, what
they are doing with the water rules
they have. That is the biggest problem.

I was with Terry Detrick, president
of the American Farmers and Ranch-
ers, and he agrees that the biggest
problem farmers in America are having
right now is the overregulation of the
EPA.

The EPA has said it will work with
industries to make sure it works for
them, but we know from experience
this won’t be possible. It is not going
to happen. Their goal is to take over,
to control and leave no room for nego-
tiation.

Another devastating regulation being
developed by the EPA is the ozone
NAAQS standard. NAAQS means na-
tional ambient air quality standard. It
was last set at the end of the Bush ad-
ministration at 75 parts per billion.
The EPA has been working since Presi-
dent Obama took over the White House
to lower this standard.

In 2011 the President cancelled EPA’s
plans to lower the ozone standard be-
cause it was going to hurt his reelec-
tion chances. But now that he has se-
cured that reelection, he is ready to
start it up again.

The EPA staff and the Clean Air Sci-
entific Advisory Committee—CASAC—
recently recommended that the Admin-
istrator propose to lower the NAAQS
level to between 60 and 70 parts per bil-
lion.

This chart shows how much of the
Nation would be out of attainment if
EPA lowers the standard to 60 parts per
billion. In Oklahoma, all 77 counties
would be out of attainment. What does
that mean? I was mayor of the city of
Tulsa once when it was out of attain-
ment. We were not able to increase
populations in many of our businesses.

It essentially means the EPA will
have to issue a regulatory permit for
any business expansion plans that
could increase emission levels. It would
make business expansion enormously
expensive and would dramatically in-
crease the power of the EPA. All told,
this rule would put nearly 94 percent of
the counties’ populations of the United
States of America out of attainment
zones and would cede our economic su-
periority to the likes of China and
India.

Zooming in to more industry-focused
regulations, the EPA has been the
main culprit in the President’s war on
fossil fuels. Hydraulic fracturing and

transportation—every-
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horizontal drilling have opened up dra-
matic new o0il and natural gas re-
sources in this country that no one
thought we would ever be able to prof-
itably extract.

By the way, hydraulic fracturing was
actually developed in my State of
Oklahoma, in Duncan, OK, in 1949. So
this is something that is going on. In
spite of this, they are trying to use hy-
draulic fracturing to stop the success-
ful increases we have been able to have
in the wells.

Lisa Jackson was the first EPA Ad-
ministrator under Barack Obama. I re-
member asking her the question: If we
were to do something with hydraulic
fracturing, has there ever been a docu-
mented case in the United States that
hydraulic fracturing is damaging to
groundwater?

She said: No, it is not. There has
never been—her actual exact words—
any proven case where the fracking
process itself has affected water.

So if we eliminate this, it is not
going to save anything because it is
not going to create any problems. And
this doesn’t come from me; it comes
from the Administrator of the EPA, ap-
pointed by President Obama. Regard-
less, the EPA is moving full force to
regulate hydraulic fracturing. At one
point during the administration, there
were a total of 13 different agencies
working to do this. The Bureau of Land
Management is one of them. It is my
understanding that their regulations
are being finalized, and it could cost
producers as much as $100,000 per well.
Keep in mind that every time they talk
about what it is going to cost industry
or business, that is passed on to the
public.

The EPA is also working to regulate
methane emissions from across the oil
and natural gas industry. Whether it is
the upstream producers during the
drilling and completion process, the
midstream pipeline operators, or the
downstream retail distributors, EPA is
convinced that the industry is will-
ingly allowing their valuable product
to seep into the atmosphere without
any concern or awareness of where it
is.

EPA’s methane strategy is part of
the President’s overall climate change
action plan, and the Agency recently
published white papers outlining its
understanding of methane leaks in the
industry, and they were not very im-
pressive.

I recently wrote EPA and the White
House to express my concern with
these papers. I was shocked that the
papers seemed to lack any comprehen-
sive understanding of the industry’s
operational practices. I was also dis-
appointed that EPA didn’t consider
many of the regulatory hurdles in
place which actually prevent producers
from installing the technology and in-
frastructure that would reduce meth-
ane emissions. I am hopeful that EPA
will take my recommendations seri-
ously before moving forward.

So we have two problems. Right now
we could be totally independent of any
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other country. All we have to do is do
what every other country in the world
does; that is, exploit our own re-
sources. This President has made it im-
possible for us to get into public lands
and to get this done.

Then, of course, we have the problem
of overregulation. In all, the adminis-
tration’s regulatory agenda is intended
to shut down the engine of America’s
economy. They have already shut down
coal. Now they are working on oil and
natural gas.

What they have done so far is just a
preview. But the liberal environ-
mentalists—Tom Steyer, Bill
McKibben, Democracy Alliance—must
all be frustrated by what is going on
right now. Temperatures are not going
up, they are going down. Nobody seems
to care. No one has any desire to imple-
ment the policies they want. Polling is
all showing they have lost this battle.
That is exactly why they are willing to
spend between $600 million and $700
million on this year’s elections—to
convince the American people to elect
Members who will support the Presi-
dent’s regulations, which will shut
down the economy.

One more thing, going back to global
warming. Earlier I said that back in
2002 when we discussed the costs of it,
being between $300 billion and $400 bil-
lion, as the largest tax increase in his-
tory, a permanent tax increase, I asked
the question to Lisa Jackson—again,
she was the Administrator of the EPA,
appointed by Barack Obama—I said: If
we were to pass these cap-and-trade
regulations or bills or do it by regula-
tion, would this have the result of low-
ering CO, emissions?

She said: No, because this isn’t where
the problem is. The problem is in
China, it is in India, it is in Mexico, it
is in other places.

In fact, one could use the argument
that it would actually have the effect
of increasing emissions because as we
chase away our base, the manufac-
turing base will go to countries like
China and India, where they don’t have
any restrictions on emissions at all.

I think it is important to remind the
people that even though that era is al-
most gone and people realize that is
something that was very popular at
one time, now the polls show that peo-
ple have caught on. But keep in mind
that what the President could not do
through legislation he is now doing
through regulations, and regulations,
as we pointed out, are the greatest
problem our economy is facing today,
and this is somethi