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percent; Latinos, a little over 28 per-
cent as compared to the non-Hispanic
White population of 23.7 percent. Indi-
viduals with disabilities also have
higher rates of obesity at 31.2 percent.
This is why I introduced House Resolu-
tion 195 designating May as Health and
Fitness Month.

We need to correct our course as a
country and get on the path to
healthier lifestyles. The numbers are
clear. We cannot sustain this
unhealthy path we are on. Not only is
it cutting the lives of too many Ameri-
cans short, but it’s also costing our
country. In 2008, medical costs associ-
ated with diabetes were estimated to
be at $147 billion. The medical costs for
people who were obese were over $1,400
higher than those of normal weight.

We need to show our children that we
can make healthy, nutritious choices
and increase our physical activity. We
must also not forget that this must be
spread throughout all aspects of our
population. While tremendous re-
sources have been employed to help
combat the growing obesity epidemic
amongst children, markedly fewer have
been used to address specific issues re-
garding how to best help obese children
with disabilities.

So, today, let’s declare a more nutri-
tious and healthy lifestyle with better
food choices and more active lives.

Mr. HORSFORD, thank you very much.

Mr. HORSFORD. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas.

I know we are wrapping up on our
hour, Mr. Speaker.

I'd like to recognize the co-anchor for
this hour, my good friend and colleague
from New York (Mr. JEFFRIES), who
will provide a bit of a synopsis.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Thank you, Mr.
HORSFORD, for once again co-anchoring
this Special Order and for your tremen-
dous leadership, and also thanks to Dr.
CHRISTENSEN. We are thankful for all
that you have done in chairing the CBC
Brain Trust on Health Care.

The Affordable Care Act is the law of
the land; the President has been elect-
ed and reelected; the Supreme Court
has ruled it constitutional. Let’s move
forward and address the health care
disparities that have been set forth so
eloquently here today, come together
and deal with the ailments that are
facing the American people.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DESANTIS). Members are reminded not
to refer to persons on the floor as
guests of the House.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to recognize the con-
tributions of the Affordable Care Act to elimi-
nating health disparities. Health disparities
refer to the unequal health outcomes, ability to
access health care, and rates of disease that
impact certain Americans based on their in-
come, race, ethnicity, or other identities.
These disparities not only have devastating
impacts on communities of color in my district,
but they undermine health in historically
marginalized communities across the Nation.
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The disparities are staggering. For instance,
in 2006, the infants of African American
women had death rates over twice as high as
infants of white American women. In 2009, the
average American could expect to live 78.5
years, but the average African American could
only expect to live to 74.5 years. African
Americans also have significantly higher rates
of hypertension and HIV than white Ameri-
cans.

The impacts are financial as well as human.
Eliminating health disparities would prevent
approximately one million hospital stays per
year, saving $6.7 billion in health care costs
alone. Even more stunning, from 2003 to
2006, the direct and indirect costs of racial
and ethnic health disparities totaled $1.24 tril-
lion in the United States.

Insurance coverage is strongly related to
better health outcomes, and African Ameri-
cans have substantially higher uninsured rates
than white Americans. Beginning in 2014, the
Affordable Care Act will expand health insur-
ance coverage to millions of Americans who
are currently uninsured, and will provide sub-
sidies to make coverage affordable for low-in-
come Americans. The Affordable Care Act will
mandate that Medicare and some private in-
surance plans cover essential preventive serv-
ices at no additional cost, so that more people
will be able to prevent iliness and stay healthy.

The Affordable Care Act invests in commu-
nity health centers, which offer primary health
care to patients regardless of income, and in
coordinated care measures, such as providing
care teams to help patients manage chronic
diseases and funding home visits for pregnant
mothers and infants. Patients may be more
likely to visit the doctor and receive quality
care if physicians are able to understand their
cultural background, so the Affordable Care
Act also devotes resources to increasing the
racial and ethnic diversity of health care pro-
viders and improving cultural competency
training for all providers.

These are just some of the important ways
in which the Affordable Care Act is working to
eliminate health disparities. | look forward to
collaborating with my colleagues to support
the successful implementation of the Afford-
able Care Act and eliminate health disparities
for future generations.

——
CURRENT EVENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it’s al-
ways an honor to come to the floor of
the House of Representatives, espe-
cially when there’s so much of great
importance occurring in our Nation at
this time.

We do need health care reform, and I
appreciate my friends across the aisle
talking about the importance of good
health care.

I’'ve continued to hear people find
that they are going to lose their health
insurance. I was talking to numerous
employers this past week who say, I
want to compete and have been noti-
fied insurance is going up higher next
yvear. I heard from a small business em-
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ployer, I'm not going to be able to
carry insurance. I love my employees. 1
provide them good insurance. But come
January, too many of my competitors
have said they can’t afford to keep the
insurance for their employees, and so
they’re going to drop it and pay the
$2,000 fine because $2,000 is so much
cheaper than the cost of health insur-
ance.

The reason we were told for pushing
through the ObamaCare bill in a very
partisan way was because there were 30
million or so who did not have insur-
ance; and as some have indicated, there
may be that many who lose their insur-
ance as a result of ObamaCare. So I'm
very concerned.

I, like my friends across the aisle,
want to make sure not that people
have insurance necessarily, but that
they have affordable health care. And
I'm hearing from health care providers
that they’re hearing from people who
are no longer going to carry insurance
for their employees, that it’s going to
be more and more expensive to provide
health care since they made money off
those who had insurance; and without
people having the insurance they had
in the past, as the President promised
and has been made very clear was not
true, there will be more pressure on
those who are paying for their health
care to pay substantially more, which
means there are more people who will
not be able to afford it, and it will
break the system. Of course, with
health insurance companies com-
plaining that because of the things
they’re forced to cover, their insurance
is going to necessarily have to go up.

There will likely be insurance com-
panies that will have to give up the
health insurance business, and then the
administration can complain that,
Well, we thought we were going to be
able to work with the greedy health in-
surance companies; but as it turns out,
they’ve gone out of business and doc-
tors have abandoned their practices
and retired early. So it looks like the
government is going to have to take
over the health care business.

Under ObamaCare, the Federal Gov-
ernment is already going to have
everybody’s health records. Their most
private and personal secrets between
them and their health care provider
will then be available to the Federal
Government and, as I understand it, to
General Electric, who this administra-
tion, because of their great support of
General Electric in this administration
and their cozy working relationship,
they’ll have the contract to take care
of everybody’s health care records. So
that will be just delightful.

The tragic thing, just as the one lady
asked during the town hall that the
President had at the White House when
she asked about her elderly mother
getting a pacemaker, though she was of
late years—I believe 95—and that she’s
had the pacemaker for 10 or 11 years,
would the panel that decided who
would get what treatment, would they
consider the quality of life of an indi-
vidual in determining whether or not
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they get a pacemaker or such things,
and the answer the President ulti-
mately gave is, Well, let’s face it.
Maybe we’'re better off telling your
mother that instead of a pacemaker
you get a pain pill.

So it’s very clear that as we approach
the day when ObamaCare Kkicks in
fully, there will be more and more sen-
iors, whatever age this panel—it’s not
really a death panel—but it will decide
who gets pacemakers and who is per-
haps too old or maybe has lived a good
life but now is beyond being worthy of,
in this administration’s opinion, get-
ting a new knee or a new hip or back
surgery, those kinds of things. You’ll
have bureaucrats that are deciding
those issues all in the name of helping
people with their health care. Because
as anyone who seriously looks deeply
into socialized medicine finds out, the
only way for socialized medicine to
stay afloat is if you have people dying
while they’re waiting on a list to get
their particular procedures.

I mentioned on the floor, I believe
last year, about a report from England
that they’re hoping to reduce the
length of time that patients have to
wait for their procedures, whether
therapeutic or diagnostic, surgery,
therapy, whatever it is, reduce that
wait from the time it’s prescribed until
the time it’s obtained down to 10
months.

O 2040

Well, there are a lot of people that we
know find out they have cancer, they
have some problem, perhaps need a by-
pass, and if they don’t get it imme-
diately, then they don’t make it for 10
months. So that’s where we are headed
and eventually people will see that,
and I just hope and pray it’s not too
late so enough people will put pressure
on their Members of Congress, and es-
pecially the Senate, to repeal
ObamaCare and get us true health care
reform so that people can have the
health care that they want to have,
they deserve to have. And for those
who are truly—and only those who are
truly—chronically ill or chronically
poor and are not able to work or obtain
affordable health care, then those peo-
ple, as a caring society, we would take
care of.

But since ObamaCare cut $700 billion
from Medicare, it’s now appearing to
more and more seniors that this ad-
ministration effectively took money
for treatment that they would get and
provided that to young, healthier peo-
ple who probably could, or possibly
have their employer provide it if the
employers were not being penalized for
doing so, but whose employers will
likely give up that insurance, and we’ll
see that as time goes on.

But nonetheless, seniors, although
they were told by this administration
and told by some people across the
aisle that they wouldn’t lose their doc-
tor, well, many have already lost their
doctor. People were told, if you like
your insurance, you can Keep it; and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

we’ve already found that’s not true. So
my heart breaks for people who are
going to need health care in the next
few years and are simply not going to
be allowed to have it because the gov-
ernment will stand between them and
the health care they need.

I do recall seeing the President on
video saying some years back that he
wanted single payer health care, the
government taking over all health
care, but we couldn’t get there in one
step. As you examine ObamaCare and
you see it is ultimately going to bank-
rupt health insurance companies, it is
going to drive doctors out of the pro-
fession, it is going to ultimately bring
down the standard of care, we see that
it has now set up the whole system to
fail so that down the road the govern-
ment will say, just as then Senator
Obama said, we will get to government-
run health care because, gee, the
greedy insurance companies went
bankrupt trying to be greedy and doc-
tors got out of the business, and now it
looks like the government is going to
have to take it over, just like we
hoped.

If there was ever any aspect of life
that would ensure that the Federal
Government could dictate people’s
lives to them, it would be health care.
When the government controls all
health care, the government will con-
trol all people in this country because
they will make the decision basically
who gets what treatment, when we get
to that point, and I’m hoping and pray-
ing we will repeal ObamaCare before
that happens. It’s going to require a
new Senate, obviously.

Well, another area that has had a lot
of government intrusion has been in
the area of the First Amendment. So
many people simply do not understand
and do not appreciate that the First
Amendment does say, ‘‘Congress shall
make no law respecting an establish-
ment of religion, or prohibiting the
free exercise thereof.”

So we’ve had so many areas in which
the government has moved forward to
establish a nonreligion, has forced, like
in the case of the major who shot and
killed 13 of our servicemembers at Fort
Hood, he and his Islamic faith were
forced upon people who needed coun-
seling about having to go, Christians
who had to go to the Middle East, to
Iraq, to Afghanistan, to serve their
country. They had to get counseling
from someone who made very clear
that his faith was everything, and his
faith in Islam so overwhelmed him that
not only must it have affected the ad-
vice he gave to Christians who were
forced to see him, but it also caused
him to shoot and Kill even those he had
not wounded with his words.

But there does seem to be a war on
Christianity in this country. Certainly,
as the Founders anticipated, there
should not be an establishment of reli-
gion, but most important was that
they not prohibit the free exercise of
religion.

When I was in the Army for 4 years,
I had so many Christian friends. I had
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friends that were not. But I had so
many Christian friends, and it seemed
that especially around east Texas,
where I grew up, so many Christians,
those that came from Christian back-
grounds, also had instilled not only a
faith in God but also a love of country
because of just how blessed this coun-
try has been, and because they under-
stood that since most of the Founders
had this Christian faith and over half,
about two-thirds were even ordained
Christian ministers, the signers of the
Declaration of Independence, they
wanted freedom of religion. So you
could be an atheist. You could be a
Muslim. You could be a Buddhist,
whatever. You could believe in the
power of crystals and nothing else,
whatever it was, because it was the
Christian faith. If it is truly Christian,
then it provides everyone with the free-
dom of choice, as God has given us.

There are other religions that do not
give freedom of choice. And we know,
as the Islamic countries, where we’re
not allowed, even as Members of Con-
gress, to carry in a Bible or to talk
about our faith at all, they clearly pro-
hibit the free exercise of religion. Even
since this country and so many thou-
sands of Americans laid down their
lives to bring freedom to Afghanistan,
this country gave Afghanistan a con-
stitution in which shari’a law was the
law of the land, and the last report I
saw indicated that the last Jewish per-
son had left Afghanistan and the last
Christian, public Christian church had
closed. So there’s no freedom of reli-
gion there. There’s no freedom of reli-
gion even in allied nations like Saudi
Arabia or even in Egypt, not complete
freedom of worship, even when Egypt
was more of an ally than a country
that elected a Muslim Brotherhood
member who wanted to see the great
state of America destroyed.
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This has been a country where any-
one, any religious beliefs, would have
freedom of religion. But when we get
away from the Judeo-Christian faith,
whose notions founded this country,
then there is no protection for all reli-
gions.

So it was interesting to see, espe-
cially, having been in the Army, hav-
ing had friends that made careers out
of the military—so many that started
with me stayed in for a career—to see,
last week, that and, as this headline
says, ‘“‘Pentagon Confirms May Court
Martial Soldiers Who Share Christian
Faith.”

This May
Klukowski said:

The Pentagon has released a statement
saying that soldiers could be prosecuted for
promoting their faith: ‘‘Religious pros-
elytization is not permitted within the De-
partment of Defense. Court martials and
nonjudicial punishments are decided on a
case-by-case basis.”

The statement, released to Fox News, fol-
lows a Breitbart News report on Obama ad-
ministration Pentagon appointees meeting
with anti-Christian extremist Mikey

1st article by Ken



H2426

Weinstein to develop court martial proce-
dures to punish Christians in the military
who express or share their faith.

(From our earlier report: Weinstein is the
head of the Military Religious Freedom
Foundation, and says Christians—including
chaplains—sharing the gospel of Jesus Christ
in the military are guilty of ‘‘treason’ and
of committing an act of ‘‘spiritual rape’ as
serious a crime as ‘‘sexual assault.” He also
asserted that Christians sharing their faith
in the military are ‘“‘enemies of the Constitu-
tion.”’)

Being convicted in a court martial means
that a soldier has committed a crime under
Federal military law. Punishment for a
court martial can include imprisonment and
being dishonorably discharged from the mili-
tary.

So President Barack Obama’s civilian ap-
pointees who lead the Pentagon are con-
firming that the military will make it a
crime—possibly resulting in imprisonment—
for those in uniform to share their faith.
This would include chaplains—military offi-
cers who are ordained clergymen of their
faith (mostly Christian pastors or priests or
Jewish rabbis)—whose duty, since the found-
ing of the U.S. military under George Wash-
ington, is to teach their faith and minister
to the spiritual needs of troops who come to
them for counsel, instruction or comfort.

This regulation would severely limit ex-
pressions of faith in the military, even on a
one-to-one basis between close friends. It
could also effectively abolish the position of
chaplain in the military, as it would not
allow chaplains, or any servicemembers, for
that matter, to say anything about their
faith that others say led them to think they
were being encouraged to make faith part of
their life. It’s difficult to imagine how a
member of the clergy could give spiritual
counseling without saying anything that
might be perceived in that fashion.

World magazine has an article enti-
tled ‘‘Religious Battle Lines,” posted
May 2, 2013. And in that article by Ed-
ward Lee Pitts, it says:

In a provocative piece at The Huffington
Post written before his Pentagon visit,
Weinstein, who served in the U.S. Air Force
said, “We face incredibly well-funded gangs
of fundamentalist Christian monsters who
terrorize their fellow Americans by forcing
their weaponized and twisted version of
Christianity upon their helpless subordinates
in our Nation’s Armed Forces.”

After the meeting, a column appeared in
The Washington Post, largely sourced by
Weinstein, which portrayed him as hero-
ically taking on and lecturing the Pentagon
brass. That piece in the newspaper’s On
Faith section opened by suggesting that,
while Defense Secretary Chuck Hagel has
Pentagon budget concerns, ‘‘there are much
more serious issues he must deal with. Reli-
gious proselytization and sexual assault are
at the top of the list.”

Well, if Secretary Hagel were talking
about the type of proselytization that
has gone on among our military mem-
bers that has caused anyone to yell
““Allahu Akbar” and then go about
killing fellow members of the service,
then I would certainly understand why
Secretary Hagel would be concerned
about that kind of proselytizing.

But for anyone to talk about sedition
and treason and Christians basically
acting in an unconstitutional way by
expressing or utilizing their freedom of
religion, for him to promote the prohi-
bition of the free exercise of religion,
would be actually encouraging treason,
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and it would be so very unconstitu-
tional.

So it’s quite interesting, when you
find people who are educated beyond
their ability such that they could read
the Constitution and not understand
the second clause that does not allow
prohibition of the free exercise of reli-
gion.

We got an explanation from DOD and
the Air Force on what they really
meant after people started objecting to
this. And the Air Force statement said
this:

When on duty, or in an official capacity,
Air Force members are free to express their
personal religious beliefs as long as it does
not make others uncomfortable. Proselyt-
izing (inducing someone to convert to one’s
faith) goes over that line. Leaders must
avoid the actual or apparent use of their po-
sition to promote their personal religious be-
liefs to their subordinates or to extend pref-
erential treatment for any religion.

As this matter from Fox News says:

Lieutenant Colonel Tingley’s last sentence
is troubling. An Air Force officer was told he
could no longer keep a Bible on his desk be-
cause it ‘“‘may’” appear that he was
condoning a particular religion. Air Force
officers must be allowed to live out their
faith in a way that is consistent with their
faith. If the Bible is important, then an Air
Force officer should be able to have one on
his desk. Air Force officers should be allowed
to attend chapel, lead prayers, even speak in
chapel or lead Bible studies if it is consistent
with their faith. This statement does not
help. What does ‘‘as long as it does not make
others uncomfortable” mean? Who decides?
How much of this policy did Mikey
Weinstein influence?

These are all good questions, because
if the standard is that you may be al-
lowed to express your religious beliefs
unless it makes someone uncomfort-
able, then that is basically a prohibi-
tion of anybody’s freedom of religion, if
they are a Christian.

Mr. Weinstein doesn’t seem to be
bothered. I haven’t seen an expression
of concern about anybody yelling
““Allahu Akbar” and killing 13 other
servicemembers as an expression of re-
ligion. He doesn’t seem to have found
that treasonous or problematic. But
some of the rest of us do.
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So I hope that common sense and
reason will win out, especially consid-
ering the historic nature of our Con-
stitution. And those who parrot the
words ‘‘separation of church and state”
as if they are in the Constitution I find
don’t often know that those are not in
the Constitution and are not aware
that Thomas Jefferson coined that
phrase in a letter to the Danbury Bap-
tists where he also coined the phrase,
“wall of separation.” And this is a
President who, it has been confirmed
by secular and even the Congressional
Research folks, that Jefferson most
Sundays when he was here in Wash-
ington would normally ride a horse
down Pennsylvania Avenue and attend
a nondenominational Christian worship
service here in the Capitol just down
the Hall in what we now call Statuary
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Hall but where they, back then, for
most of the 1800s, had a Christian wor-
ship service.

The first woman to address a group
in the Capitol did so, a female evan-
gelist, a Christian evangelist spoke
down the hall. The first Catholic to ad-
dress a group in the Capitol did so just
down the Hall. The first African Amer-
ican to address a group in the Capitol
did so down the hall. It is a very his-
toric place just down the hall where
Church was held for most of the 1800s,
a Christian, nondenominational wor-
ship service. So it is rather historic.
And it was a Christian chapel to which
George Washington went with all the
other leaders after he was sworn in in
1789 and went down the road there in
New York from the Federal building
where he was sworn in to the chapel
that was the only building at ground
zero that was completely unaffected by
the horrible fall of the World Trade
Centers after they were attacked by
people filled with hatred, an evil peo-
ple, radical Islamists, who thought
that in their religion, radical Islam,
that they would find virgins in para-
dise by killing thousands of innocent
people. So, hopefully, the military will
take another look at this. I hope and
pray they will.

For most of this country’s history,
Members of Congress, even still we
have Members of Congress from both
sides of the aisle who quote Scripture
from the Bible as a resource or a con-
firmation for a particular bill or posi-
tion that they are taking. Going back
to our very inception as a country,
that was considered a wise thing and
not a treasonous thing as Mr.
Weinstein, so unfamiliar with our his-
tory, would attempt to have people be-
lieve.

It was the incredible Martin Luther
King, Jr., an ordained Christian min-
ister, that sought to apply the teach-
ings of Jesus and the philosophy of
Jesus through nonviolence to force the
Constitution to be interpreted to mean
exactly what it said, and that is the
kind of basis from which there is legit-
imacy to treat all people equally. As
Jefferson made clear, if people do not
realize that their liberty comes from
God, then they will not long keep that
liberty. I think he said he trembled at
such a thought.

This Wednesday, we are going to
have a hearing in the Oversight Com-
mittee regarding what happened at
Benghazi on 9/11 of last year. I will be
honored, humbled and honored, to es-
cort the widow of Ty Woods, one of the
two former Navy SEALs who was
killed when help did not come, for
whatever reason, whoever ordered help
not to come in a timely fashion, and
this hearing will hopefully shed a little
more light on that.

An article from Breitbart came out 5
May, 2013, by John Sexton. He says:

In an appearance on ‘‘Face the Nation”
this morning, Representative Darrell Issa re-
vealed several new pieces of information
about the Obama administration’s con-
troversial description of the 2012 terrorist at-
tack in Benghazi, Libya, casting doubt that
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the White House mischaracterized its cause
by mere accident.

““The talking points were right and then
the talking points were wrong,” Issa ex-
plained in response to a question about re-
porting at the Weekly Standard. The CIA
and Greg Hicks, who took over as Charge
d’Affaires in Libya after the death of Ambas-
sador Chris Stevens, both knew immediately
that it was an attack, not a protest.

Hicks, who did not appear on the show but
whose reactions were featured based on tran-
scripts of interviews with Issa’s committee,
said he was stunned by what U.N. Ambas-
sador Susan Rice claimed on five different
news shows on September 16. When she ap-
peared on ‘‘Face the Nation,” she followed
an interview with the President of Libya
who claimed he had ‘‘no doubt’ it was a ter-
ror attack. Moments later, Ambassador Rice
contradicted him and claimed a spontaneous
protest was more likely.

Acting Ambassador Hicks watched the
Sunday shows and said he found this con-
tradiction shocking. ‘“The net impact of
what has transpired is the spokesperson of
the most powerful country in the world has
basically said that the President of Libya is
either a liar or doesn’t know what he is talk-
ing about,” he accused. Hicks added, ‘“My
jaw hit the floor as I watched this. I have
never been as embarrassed in my life, in my
career as on that day.”

Hicks believes the stunning failure of di-
plomacy on the Sunday news shows explains
why it took the FBI 3 weeks to gain access
to the Benghazi site. The U.S. had effectively
humiliated the Libyan President on national
TV. That decision, he believed, probably
compromised our ability to investigate and
track down those responsible.

According to Hicks, no one from the State
Department contacted him about what Am-
bassador Rice would be saying in advance.
The next morning he called Beth Jones, Act-
ing Assistant Secretary for Near East Af-
fairs, and asked her why Ambassador Rice
had made the statements she had. Jones re-
sponded, ‘I don’t know.”

A report published Friday by the Weekly
Standard suggests that State Department
spokesperson Victoria Nuland took issue
with the initial talking points and, with
backing from the White House, removed any
evidence of al Qaeda involvement and of
prior attacks on Western targets in the re-
gion. According to emails reviewed by the
Weekly Standard, Nuland said her superiors
were concerned about criticism from Con-
gress.
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You don’t have to be trained in the
Diplomatic Corps to understand that if
the President of Libya, where our con-
sulate was attacked, said this was not
a protest, it was an attack by extrem-
ists, that since this administration
needed his administration’s assistance
in investigating the matter, that they
may have just alienated the President
of Libya and negated efforts to bring
the people responsible to justice.

Of course there’s no real explanation
as to why it would take 8 months just
to put up three pictures, as has been
done, to try to identify the perpetra-
tors of what happened in Libya. Heck,
when that was done regarding the per-
petrators in Boston, it wasn’t months
that it took to identify those individ-
uals; they precipitated bringing things
to a head rather quickly. Isn’t it inter-
esting that it’s only after tremendous
congressional pressure to get to the
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bottom of what actually happened at
Benghazi so that we can try to avoid it
for the future that all of a sudden there
is interest in actually trying to cap-
ture the people responsible.

CBS News, May 6, by Sharyl
Attkisson, has a headline of an article:
Diplomat: U.S. Special Forces told
“‘you can’t go” to Benghazi during at-
tacks:

The deputy of slain U.S. Ambassador
Christopher Stevens has told congressional
investigators that a team of Special Forces
prepared to fly from Tripoli to Benghazi dur-
ing the September 11, 2012, attacks was for-
bidden from doing so by U.S. Special Oper-
ations Command South Africa.

This is just shocking to think that
we had people armed, equipped, able, as
we know now if this is true, they
should have been able to save the lives
of those two heroes—Ty Woods and
Glen Doherty—and also the State De-
partment individual that had most of
his right leg blown off up there with
them. They could have saved all of
them if they had been allowed to go
protect the people who were sent there
to serve by this administration.

Another article, the Washington
Times has a headline: “U.S. could have
halted Benghazi attack with a fly-
over.” This is according to a diplomat.
This article by Shaun Waterman, dated
Monday, May 6, 2013, says:

U.S. air power could have headed off at
least part of last year’s terror attack on the
diplomatic post in Benghazi, but American
officials never asked for overflight permis-
sion because there were no airborne tankers
available to refuel, according to the House
Oversight Committee’s investigation.

Gregory N. Hicks, who became the chief of
the U.S. mission when Ambassador J. Chris-
topher Stevens was killed in the attack, told
House investigators Libya would have given
the U.S. permission to do the fly-over.

Democrats have accused the Republicans
of running a ‘‘one-sided investigation.”’

Mr. Hicks will testify on Capitol Hill this
week along with several others who will de-
tail the conflicting stories the Obama ad-
ministration told in the days after the at-
tack, which left Stevens and three other
Americans dead.

Mr. Hicks was deputy chief of mission at
the embassy in Tripoli when the U.S. post in
Benghazi was attacked by heavily armed ex-
tremists on September 11.

In interviews last month, Mr. Hicks told
investigators with the House Oversight and
Government Reform Committee that an
overflight by a U.S. F15 or F16 might have
prevented the second phase of the attack.

After the diplomatic post was over-run and
set ablaze that night killing Stevens and
Foreign Service Officer Sean Smith, the sur-
vivors took refuge in a nearby CIA building
called the annex. That building was in turn
attacked at dawn on September 12, when a
mortar barrage Killed former SEALs Glen
Doherty and Tyrone Woods.

“If we had gotten clearance from the Liby-
an military for an American plane to fly
over Libyan air space ... if we had been
able to scramble a fighter or aircraft or two
over Benghazi as quickly as possible after
the attack commenced, I believe there would
not have been a mortar attack on the annex
in the morning because I believe the Libyans
would have split,” Hicks told House inves-
tigators.

Another article from Fox News, also
dated May 6, 2013, is titled: Clinton
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Sought End-Run Around Counterter-
rorism Bureau on Night of Benghazi
Attack, Witness Will Say at Hearing.

On the night of September 11, as the
Obama administration scrambled to respond
to the Benghazi terror attacks, then-Sec-
retary of State Hillary Clinton and a key aid
effectively tried to cut the Department’s
own Counterterrorism Bureau out of the
chain of reporting and decision-making, ac-
cording to a ‘‘whistle-blower’” witness from
that bureau who will soon testify to the
charge before Congress, Fox News has
learned. That witness is Mark I. Thompson,
a former marine and now the deputy coordi-
nator for operations in the agency’s Counter-
terrorism Bureau.

It goes on down, it says:

Fox News has also learned that another of-
ficial from the Counterterrorism Bureau—
independently of Thompson—voiced the
same complaint about Clinton and Under
Secretary for Management Patrick Kennedy
to trusted national security colleagues back
in October.

Extremists linked to al Qaeda stormed the
U.S. Consulate and a nearby annex on Sep-
tember 11 in a heavily armed and well-co-
ordinated 8-hour assault that killed the U.S.
ambassador to Libya, Chris Stevens, and
three other Americans.

Thompson considers himself a whistle-
blower whose account was suppressed by the
official investigative panel that Clinton con-
vened to review the episode, the Account-
ability Review Board. Thompson’s lawyer,
Joseph diGenova, a former U.S. attorney,
has further alleged that his client has been
subjected to threats and intimidation by as-
yet-unnamed superiors at State, in advance
of cooperation with Congress.

Down further it says:

““You should have seen what (Clinton) tried
to do to us that night,” the second official in
State’s Counterterrorism Bureau told col-
leagues back in October. Those comments
would appear to be corroborated by Thomp-
son’s forthcoming testimony.

State Department spokeswoman Jen Psaki
called the counterterrorism officials’ allega-
tions ‘100 percent false.” A spokesman for
Clinton said tersely that the charge is not
true.

It says:

Daniel Benjamin, who ran the Depart-
ment’s Counterterrorism Bureau at the time,
also put out a statement Monday morning
strongly denying the charges.

“I ran the bureau then, and I can say now
with certainty, as the former Coordinator for
Counterterrorism, that this charge is simply
untrue,” he said. ‘“Though I was out of the
country on official travel at the time of the
attack . . .”

And it goes on. But that seems to be
the way, when this administration
wants somebody to say, as he did, a
charge is simply untrue and to strong-
ly deny charges, they seem to have to
call on somebody who had no firsthand
information, which is why so many
people were questioning why Ambas-
sador Susan Rice was called upon to
make the Sunday morning show round
and constantly tell people that appar-
ently it was the result of a protest and
was not al Qaeda related, when in fact
as people knew that night at the time
of the attack, this was a coordinated
effort. There was no sign of protest.

So the way the administration ap-
pears to have operated is to have peo-
ple come forward who had no firsthand
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information, give them their talking
points, as Susan Rice was given—an in-
telligent person. She’s told by people
apparently she trusts, here’s what you
need to point out, here’s what you need
to know. And then those people have
plausible deniability of what the real
facts are because they’ve just been
handed talking points.

So it is a very serious matter when
we’re trying to get to the truth because
it does matter. It makes the difference
between whether or not we learn from
mistakes that were made and correct
them for the future, or whether we
refuse to learn from history, refuse to
learn from the mistakes that were
made so that we become, as the old
saying says, destined to repeat them.

0 2120

So it does matter, and it matters
very much to Ty Woods’ widow, who
will be here for the hearing. She does
have interest because it does matter to
her.

What difference does it make? It will
matter to the loved ones of those who
will die in the future if we don’t get
down to what actually occurred, what
mistakes were made so we can avoid
them being made in the future. It
makes a lot of difference to those who
don’t want their loved ones to die in
the service of this country.

Now, there are also reports out there
that, as I read already, that there was
a group of Special Forces who were or-
dered to stand down and not go forward
and help those at Benghazi. As the ar-
ticle from CBS News points out, there
may have been a Special Forces team
that was ready to go and then they
were told you can’t go. It is just in-
credible to think that someone may
have given such an order and not al-
lowed the military to go forward.

There are rumors afloat that people
in the military, people in the State De-
partment, have been told not to talk to
Members of Congress about what hap-
pened at Benghazi. If there is anything
to those accounts, one thing that is
often helpful is to go to the law itself.
18 USC, section 1505 is entitled, ‘‘Ob-
struction of Proceedings Before De-
partments, Agencies, and Commit-
tees,” and, in part, says: ‘“Whoever cor-
ruptly”’—and I'm just reading what
might be applicable if this were ever to
arise and someone ever were to in-
struct members of the military or
members of the State Department or
any agency of the Federal Government
not to communicate with Members of
Congress, this bears noting.

Whoever corruptly, or by threats or force,
or by any threatening letter or communica-
tion influences, obstructs, or impedes or en-
deavors to influence, obstruct, or impede the
due and proper administration of the law
under which any pending proceeding is being
had before any department or agency of the
United States, or the due and proper exercise
of the power of inquiry under which any in-
quiry or investigation is being had by either
House, or any committee of either House or
any joint committee of the Congress.

It goes on to say they’ll be punished.
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That’s a rather serious matter, so
hopefully nobody is out there giving
such instruction or has not been out
there giving such instructions, because
when members of the military or the
State Department or intelligence de-
partments or Justice Departments
have information and they have been
asked to provide such information and
anyone instructs them in any way that
may impede Congress’ recovery of such
information, then they need to look at
18 USC.

Also, 18 USC, 371:

If two or more persons conspire either to
commit any offense against the TUnited
States, or to defraud the United States, or
any agency thereof in any manner or for any
purpose, and one or more of such persons do
any act to effect the object of the con-
spiracy, each shall be—

And then it talks about their fine
and imprisonment.

And then, of course, this under 18
USC, section 2:

Whoever commits an offense against the
United States or aids, abets, counsels, com-
mands, induces, or procures its commission
is punishable as a principal. Whoever will-
fully causes an act to be done which if di-
rectly performed by him or another would be
an offense against the United States, is pun-
ishable as a principal.

So, basically if somebody is encour-
aged not to be forthcoming or honest
with the Congress, you run into some
issues there as well.

I hope people will take note of our
laws, and hopefully there’s no truth to
the rumors afloat that such instruc-
tions had been given because, just as I
was so greatly offended when the na-
tional security letter system was
abused and we had an inspector general
report about that, I didn’t care that it
was a Republican administration that
was abusing people’s freedom and I
spoke out.

And I hope that friends across the
aisle, as this information continues to
be forthcoming about misrepresenta-
tions that were made publicly by this
administration, intentionally and
knowingly, that others, friends across
the aisle, will stand up, as I did, about
the Bush administration, their Justice
Department, and demand justice. I de-
manded a resignation from the FBI Di-
rector back then. We have an obliga-
tion, and it goes beyond party loyalty.

When people were Kkilled who were
sent to Libya to serve this country—
and we had two former SEALs who
went and gave their lives to try to
save, and who did save, American
lives—the least people stateside can do,
the least those who were reportedly
told you can’t go help these people, the
least they can do since they were not
allowed, according to the story, not al-
lowed to go give Ty and Glen backup
then, I hope and pray they’ll have the
courage to give them backup now so
there will be no more Tys and Glens
that will have to give their lives in the
future because inadequate security was
provided and a State Department was
stumbling through relations in a tough
situation and then sent people forward
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with statements that those who sent
that person forward knew were not
true, I hope that we’ll have people, not
just those that are now coming before
the committee on Wednesday, but oth-
ers, for the sake of Ty and Glen, Mr.
Speaker, I hope people who are in the
service or former servicemembers that
may have personal information will
give them the backup now that they’re
gone that they would have wanted if
that was them who gave their lives.

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

———

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION
REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) for 30
minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. I appreciate the privilege of
being recognized here on the floor of
the United States House of Representa-
tives and taking up the subject matter
that I understand is going to begin this
week with a markup in the United
States Senate of a piece of legislation
called Comprehensive Immigration Re-
form that has been advanced by the
self-described Gang of Eight over in the
Senate, four Democrats and four Re-
publicans, a bill that they had dropped
or introduced some couple of weeks
ago, 844 pages all designed to solve the
problem that we have here in the
United States of illegal immigration
and all the accommodations that have
been made in efforts to, one, open our
borders and open up our employment
and open up our welfare systems and
open up our public access to govern-
ment services to people that are unlaw-
fully present in the United States.
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That’s one side of the initiative.
That’s the CHUCK SCHUMER side, Mr.
Speaker. Then on the other side are
those of us who, instead, argue that the
rule of law has to count for something,
that you can’t be a nation unless you
have borders, and if you don’t deter-
mine what comes across those borders,
then you can’t call yourself a nation.

I'd make the point that the most suc-
cessful institution over the last couple
of centuries has been the nation-state.
Nation-states are formed around the
lines of language and culture and na-
tional defense and civilization and
economies. Language has been a pri-
mary component of it to which one can
look at Western Europe, for example,
and see where the lines are drawn
around nation-states of common lan-
guages.

But here we are in the United States.
We're a different kind of a country. We
are a Nation that has been benefited by
the legal immigration that has come
into this country from every donor civ-
ilization on the planet. Because of the
magnet of the image of the promise of
God-given liberty and freedom, people



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-12T10:06:21-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




