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should not obscure the need for analysis in
the future. In a similar vein, | opposed draft
proposals which would have established
across the board prohibitions on conducting
work in-house if the tasks were not inherently
governmental. While Federal employees cer-
tainly should conduct inherently governmental
work, it may also make sense in some cases
for them to do work that the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy has deemed “closely as-
sociated with inherently governmental,” or
other functions. For example, when | was
Chairman of Fairfax County, our vehicle main-
tenance were county employees who did out-
standing work. There was nothing inherently
governmental about oil changes, but Fairfax
got the best deal with county employees. We
should not preclude analogous arrangements
from the Federal Government any more than
we should preclude outsourcing vehicle main-
tenance. In addition to the Committee’s
thoughtful approach to insourcing and out-
sourcing, | greatly appreciate your support for
other steps to improve the acquisition environ-
ment through improved Federal efficiency.
These reforms include adoption of the Federal
Acquisition Institute Amendment that Mr.
PLATTS and | introduced as well as Mr.
LANGEVIN’'s amendment to rationalize the re-
sponsibilities of the Chief Technology Officer
and other executive branch officials with tech-
nology policy portfolios. This National Defense
Authorization  Act represents  significant
progress for our procurement and technology
communities, including both Federal employ-
ees and Federal contractors. Thank you for
you and your staffs outstanding work on these
important issues for our economy and the
Federal Government.

——————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

SPEECH OF

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 24, 2011

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 1540) to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2012 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense
and for military construction, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for fiscal year
2012, and for other purposes:

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, this will be the
first time that | have voted against a Defense
Authorization Act and | do so with great reluc-
tance. But | also do so with confidence that it
is the right decision.

Section 1034 of this bill gives this President
and all future Presidents vastly expanded au-
thority to take America to war without further
congressional action. It gives the Executive a
virtual blank check by authorizing the Presi-
dent to deploy an unlimited number of troops
into a war of unlimited duration based on ill-
defined standards. The language in 1034 rep-
resents a total abdication of congressional re-
sponsibility under the Constitution.

The President already has broad authority
to use military force against al Qaeda and
Taliban forces pursuant to the Authorization of
the Use of Military Force (AUMF) that was
adopted in 2001. That provision states:
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That the President is authorized to use all
necessary and appropriate force against
those nations, organizations, or persons he
determines planned, authorized, committed,
or aided the terrorist attacks that occurred
on September 11, 2001, or harbored such orga-
nizations or persons, in order to prevent any
future acts of international terrorism
against the United States by such nations,
organizations or persons.

This bill replaces the existing AUMF with a
new provision that provides the President with
vast new war-making authority. Under the um-
brella of the war against terrorism, it expands
the existing broad authority in at least three
ways:

DE-LINKS USE OF FORCE FROM 9/11 ATTACKS

The original language gave the President
the authority to use military force against any
entities he determined to be connected to the
attacks of September 11, 2001 or any nation,
organization or persons he determined har-
bored such entities. The new language ex-
pands the authority to target entities regard-
less of their connection to the September 11
attacks.

PERMITS ATTACKS ON UNDEFINED “ASSOCIATED
FORCES”

The original language authorized all nec-
essary force against the entities responsible
for the 9/11 attacks, but did not provide the
authority to wage war against undetermined
“associated forces.” The term ‘“associated
forces” is totally undefined and would allow
any President to apply that term with great
elasticity to go to war without congressional
approval in any number of situations.

ALLOWS USE OF FORCE AGAINST ENTITIES THAT “SUP-
PORT” THE TALIBAN, AL QAEDA OR “ASSOCIATED
FORCES”

The original language allowed the use of
force against entities that “harbored” the ter-
rorist groups that perpetuated the attacks of
9/11. The new language allows the President
to wage war, without additional congressional
consent, against any entities that substantially
support the Taliban, al Qaeda or “associated
forces.” This is a much weaker standard than
the existing requirement.

Had the Congress included this language in
the 2001 AUMF, President Bush could have
sent American troops into Irag without seeking
a separate resolution to use force. This lan-
guage authorizes the Executive to launch mili-
tary action against an entity that had nothing
to do with the attacks of September 11, 2001
so long as the President determines that a
country or organization is substantially sup-
porting the Taliban, al Qaeda or “associated
forces.” The Bush administration claimed that
the regime of Saddam Hussein was allowing
Iraqi territory to be used to train al Qaeda ele-
ments.

While | believe the Congress made a mis-
take in voting to authorize President Bush to
go to war in Iraq, at least Congress debated
and voted on the decision. With this new pro-
vision in place, no such vote would have been
required.

Under the Constitution, the President of the
United States already has relatively broad
powers to use military force as Commander in
Chief. In addition, the existing Authorization of
the Use of Military Force provides the Presi-
dent with additional authority to take military
action in a wide array of situations without
seeking additional congressional approval or a
declaration of war. It is a reckless surrender of
congressional responsibility for the Congress
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to write this new open-ended blank check for
the use of military force. Not even the Execu-
tive has been brazen enough to request this
new broad grant of authority.

The language in Section 1034 is sloppy, ill-
considered and poorly conceived. No hearings
were held to consider its full ramifications.
This Congress should be ashamed of itself for
its careless and cavalier approach to a ques-
tion of such grave national significance.

| urge the Senate and the President to re-
ject this provision and hope to have an oppor-
tunity to vote for a revised Defense Authoriza-
tion Act that doesn’t undermine the constitu-
tional responsibilities of the Congress.

—

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION, ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

SPEECH OF

HON. JAY INSLEE

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 24, 2011

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 1540) to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2012 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense
and for military construction, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for fiscal year
2012, and for other purposes:

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chair, | rise today to ex-
press my concern over a provision in the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of 2012 that
would limit the access of certain military retir-
ees to the TRICARE Uniformed Services Fam-
ily Health Plan (USFHP).

As you know, USFHP has been an ex-
tremely popular program within the Military
Health System since its introduction in 1981,
serving more than 115,000 active duty service
members, veterans, and their families 16
states, including more than 11,000 in Wash-
ington state. USFHP consistently earns a 90
percent satisfaction rating among its enroll-
ees—by far the highest among military bene-
ficiary programs. In addition to its success and
popularity, this program plays an integral com-
ponent in the Department of Defense (DoD)
meeting its commitment to provide health care
to those who have served our country in uni-
form.

The provision included in this year's De-
fense Authorization bill would terminate health
care services under the plan when bene-
ficiaries reach the age of 65 and become eligi-
ble to transfer to Medicare. Over one third of
all USFHP beneficiaries are currently over 65
and are taking advantage of the USFHP man-
aged care structure. Removing them from the
program could undermine the highly effective
disease management and prevention aspects
of the USFHP, not to mention potentially end-
ing longstanding patient-doctor relationships
due to the change in coverage.

USFHP is a fully capitated program, pro-
viding quality and efficient care to bene-
ficiaries. Even recently, Congress highlighted
the effectiveness of USFHP in the 111th DoD
authorization bill, while directing DoD to exam-
ine opportunities to improve the broader
TRICARE Program. Additionally last year the
Director of TRICARE Management engaged
USFHP to assist in educating the rest of the
DoD system about their highly successful pre-
vention and disease management programs.
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As we look to improve the quality of care while
addressing high costs, we can learn from ef-
fective programs like USFHP, which provides
managed care and includes a focus on pre-
ventative care and managing chronic illnesses
to improve the lives of our service members
and potentially creating savings in the long
run. Transferring beneficiaries to Medicare will
only shift costs, rather than improve the quality
of care for those who have served our coun-
try.

In light of this, and the success this program
has had in providing for those who have
served in uniform, | wish to reiterate my sup-
port for USFHP. | hope we can avoid major al-
terations to the US Family Health Plan and
continue to offer this service to all eligible
beneficiaries, including those over the age of
65, who | believe have earned a right to this
high quality program through service to our
country.

———

SIXTH DISTRICT CHEERS AMER-
ICAN IDOL SCOTTY McCREERY

HON. HOWARD COBLE

OF NORTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 26, 2011

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, for years, the
sounds and drama of American Idol have cap-
tivated the eyes and ears of Americans, gluing
them to their TVs to find out who the next
great singing star would be. Over the 11 sea-
sons of American Idol mania, the state of
North Carolina and the Sixth District have
been well represented in the finals of this sing-
ing competition. This season’s American Idol
competition was no different, ending with 17-
year-old Scotty McCreery, from Garner, North
Carolina, crowned as the latest American Idol.

Scotty has strong connections to the Sixth
District, as well. Several members of Scotty’s
family live in our area. His grandmother and
grandfather, Paquita and Bill McCreery, reside
in the Moore County town of Aberdeen, while
his aunt and uncle, Tina and Billy Creech, live
just down the road in Pinehurst.

The members of Scotty’s family, however,
are just some of a long line of connections to
the Sixth District of North Carolina. We have
been home to two previous finalists in the
American Idol competition, Fantasia Barrino
and Chris Daughtry. Fantasia, from High
Point, won the American Idol competition dur-
ing its third season. Daughtry, from
McLeansville, though he did not win the com-
petition, has gone on to become a successful
recording artist, releasing several multi-plat-
inum albums.

North Carolina is one of only two states that
can boast more than three finalists over the
competition’s history; the other is Alabama.
North Carolina has had a total of seven final-
ists over the years.

Joining Barrino, Daughtry and McCreery as
American Idol finalists are four other proud
North Carolinians. Clay Aiken of Raleigh,
Bucky Covington of Rockingham, Kellie Pickler
of Albermarle, and Anoop Desai of Cary, a
UNC-Chapel Hill alumnus, all represented
North Carolina in the finals of the competition,
as well.

Even Scotty McCreery’s grandmother,
Paquita, got some face time on American Idol.
Like any proud grandmother would do, she
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used her chance at the microphone to tell the
world, “That’'s my Scotty.”

On behalf of the residents of the Sixth Dis-
trict, we offer our congratulations to Scotty and
his family who live in the Sixth District. And
from the state of North Carolina, we say
again, congratulations, “That’s our Scotty.”

————

IN HONOR OF MASTER GUNNERY
SERGEANT (RET) LEWIS JAY
STACK

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR.

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 26, 2011

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor an American hero, MGy Sgt
(Ret) Lewis Jay Stack. Mr. Stack is being hon-
ored by his church, the Avalon United Meth-
odist Church in Albany, Georgia this Sunday.
Master Gunnery Sergeant Stack was born on
April 21, 1914, and recently celebrated his
97th birthday.

Spurred by a love of country and selfless
sacrifice, Master Gunnery Sergeant Stack
joined the United States Marine Corps on Feb-
ruary 28, 1937 at the age of 23. He served
admirably with the 1st Marine Division for sev-
eral campaigns in World War II, which in-
cluded Guadalcanal, Cape Gloster, Pllilieu and
Okinawa. Master Gunnery Sergeant Stack
also served one tour with 1st Marine Air Wing
in Japan.

He was stationed at Intin during the Korean
War and later served a tour in Vietnam. His
final station in the military was at Marine
Corps Logistics Base in Albany, Georgia on
March 1, 1971. For his service to our country,
he was awarded the Purple Heart, the Viet-
nam Service Medal, the Combat Action Rib-
bon, the Meritorious Unit Citation, the Navy
Achievement Medal, Nine Good Conduct med-
als, and the Vietham Cross of Gallantry.

He has been married to the lovely Ruth
Stack for 65 years. They have four children,
eight grandchildren and four great grand-
children. He has been a member of the Ava-
lon United Methodist Church for almost 47
years.

GEN Douglas Macarthur once said that:
“Duty, Honor, Country: Those three hallowed
words reverently dictate what you ought to be,
what you can be, what you will be.” Master
Gunnery Sergeant Stack did his duty by serv-
ing his country, and he did it with honor and
dignity because of his deep and unwavering
love of his country.

Because of him and thousands of brave
men and women like him, millions of Ameri-
cans and billions more around the world are
able to taste the fruits of freedom. God Bless
Master Gunnery Sergeant Stack and God
Bless the greatest country in the world, the
United States of America.

RECOGNIZING THE 21ST ANNUAL
DC BLACK PRIDE CELEBRATION

SPEECH OF

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 26, 2011

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
ask the House of Representatives to join me
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in recognizing the 21st annual DC Black Pride
celebration, to be held in Washington, DC on
May 26-30, 2011.

The DC Black Pride celebration is a multi-
day festival featuring music, dance, films, a
poetry slam, a church service, community
town hall meetings, and a health and wellness
expo, among other things. The DC Black Pride
celebration is widely considered to be one of
the world’s preeminent Black Pride celebra-
tions, drawing more than 30,000 people to the
Nation’s capital from across the United States
as well as from Canada, the Caribbean, South
Africa, Great Britain, France, Germany, and
the Netherlands.

The DC Black Pride celebration has deep
roots in the DC community, dating back to
1975. It grew out of the Club House’s annual
Memorial Day weekend celebration, called the
Children’s Hour. After the Club House closed
in 1990, local individuals and groups kept the
tradition alive by organizing the first DC Black
Pride celebration on May 25, 1991, at
Banneker Field. The celebration has grown
from a few hundred people to the thousands
expected for the 2011 celebration.

The DC Black Pride celebration fostered the
beginning of the International Federation of
Black Prides and the “Black Pride Movement,”
which now consists of 40 Black Pride celebra-
tions on three continents.

Fittingly, the DC Black Pride celebration’s
organizing body, Black Lesbian and Gay Pride
Day, Inc., a local affiliate of the International
Federation of Black Prides, chose “21 Years
and Legal!” as the theme for this year's cele-
bration. The theme reflects the 21 years DC
Black Pride has fulfilled its mission to increase
awareness of and pride in the diversity of the
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender Afri-
can-American community, as well as support
for organizations that focus on health dispari-
ties, education, youth and families.

DC Black Pride is led by a volunteer Board
of Directors, which coordinates this annual
event and smaller events throughout the year.
We are pleased to also recognize DC Black
Pride 2011 board members: George Birdson,
Jimma Elliott-Stevens, Earl Fowlkes, Jr., and
Danielle King.

| ask the House to join me in recognizing
the 21st annual DC Black Pride celebration,
and to welcome its attendees.

——————

RECOGNIZING THE 30TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE MASSACHUSETTS
SENIOR ACTION COUNCIL

HON. JOHN F. TIERNEY

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 26, 2011

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the 30th anniversary of the Massa-
chusetts Senior Action Council (MSAC). For
the past 30 years, the MSAC has served as
a champion for low- and moderate-income
seniors, achieving gains in promoting the
rights and well-being of seniors.

Since its first meeting in April 1981, the
MSAC has brought together thousands of area
seniors to participate in public meetings, rallies
and government hearings and has succeeded
in bringing necessary services to seniors in
need.

Shortly after its inception, the MSAC re-
stored local bus routes, established medical
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