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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 30, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN 
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day. 

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

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, 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 each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

THE NAME OF NFL’S WASHINGTON 
FOOTBALL FRANCHISE SHOULD 
BE CHANGED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
it’s me again. I rise today on behalf of 
our Native American community to 
speak on a subject of great concern— 
the use of the term ‘‘redskins’’ by the 
National Football League’s Wash-
ington franchise. 

Recently, our nationally recognized 
commentator, Mr. Rush Limbaugh, at-

tempted to wash away years of pain, 
suffering, and humiliation endured by 
our Nation’s first inhabitants by ques-
tioning their motives in seeking to rid 
the NFL of this most racist, dispar-
aging, and patently offensive word. 

As with most of the non-Native 
American general public, Mr. 
Limbaugh does not appear to know the 
violent and abusive history behind this 
racial epithet. I would like to take this 
opportunity to provide Mr. Limbaugh 
and the American people some much- 
needed clarity on the subject. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, much of the 
outcry over the name of the NFL’s 
football franchise is due, in large part, 
to the Federal Government’s protec-
tion of disparaging trademarks granted 
to the franchise for the Redskins. Gov-
erning Federal law established since 
1946 requires that the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office deny registration for 
any such words. 

The origin of the term ‘‘redskins,’’ 
Mr. Speaker, is commonly attributed 
to the historical act of not only killing 
Native Americans, but also cutting off 
certain body parts and scalping the 
heads of even women and children as 
evidence and are then paid by the colo-
nial officials. These scalps, Mr. Speak-
er, were described as redskins. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, Native Ameri-
cans are human beings; they are not 
animals. Despite this most despicable 
act of genocide against the Native 
American people, the U.S. Patent Of-
fice in 1967 granted the NFL’s Wash-
ington football franchise a federally 
registered trademark for the same 
word. Mr. Speaker, this should never 
have happened. Native American na-
tions have treaty and trust relations 
with the Federal Government as is 
clearly recognized by the Supreme 
Court of the U.S. Constitution. 

Sixty-six years after the law was es-
tablished, the word ‘‘redskins’’ con-
tinues to enjoy such protections. In 
fact, the NFL’s Washington football 

franchise has six federally registered 
trademarks for the same word. This 
was not the work of the Native Amer-
ican community, which Mr. Limbaugh 
calls ‘‘a bunch of PC jerks.’’ It was the 
work of a Federal agency that ignored 
the law and its duty to shield our Na-
tive peoples from degrading trademark 
registration. 

Mr. Limbaugh asks: ‘‘Why does the 
Federal Government have to get in-
volved?’’ With due respect, Mr. Speak-
er, the Federal Government is part of 
the problem. After years of pleading 
with the NFL, with the Washington 
franchise owner Mr. Dan Snyder, with 
the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, 
with the D.C. District Court, and with 
the D.C. Court of Appeals, the Native 
American community is left right 
where they started—with a $1.6 billion 
football franchise freely exploiting the 
shameful memory of the ethnic cleans-
ing that was forced upon the Native 
American people. 

Mr. Limbaugh also states: ‘‘So the 
Redskins may not be a popular name 
with some people.’’ Mr. Speaker, I sub-
mit this is not a popularity contest. It 
is not even about sports. This is a 
moral issue that reaches far back to 
the time when Native Americans were 
not only considered outcasts, but 
deemed ‘‘enemies, rebels, and traitors’’ 
by the colonial government. The only 
sporting involved was the game of 
hunting and killing Indians like ani-
mals for money. 

To Mr. Limbaugh, to Mr. Snyder, to 
Mr. Goodell, and all NFL club owners, 
I ask: Haven’t American Indians suf-
fered enough? Have they not paid the 
price placed on their heads, their 
scalps, their skins? Mr. Speaker, I 
think the answer is clear. Enough is 
enough. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, there are 
only 3 more days until the August re-
cess. Given that no new public hearings 
are scheduled on Benghazi, it’s appar-
ent that the questions I’ve been asking 
for the past two weeks—and the Amer-
ican people have been asking for more 
than 10 months—will not be answered 
by the 1-year anniversary of the 
Benghazi attack, if ever. 

After a year of investigations in five 
different committees, we still do not 
know what happened and no one’s been 
held responsible. The House and the 
Senate have failed. Is it any wonder 
that the American people are losing 
confidence in their government? 

This is even more remarkable given 
that over 2 months ago, senior admin-
istration officials admitted to the 
media that they failed to properly re-
spond to the attack in Benghazi; yet 
the Congress never pressed the matter 
further. 

In a little-noticed article published 
on Friday, May 17, CBS News’ Sharyl 
Attkisson reported that: 

Obama administration officials who were 
in key positions on September 11, 2012, ac-
knowledge that a range of mistakes were 
made the night of the attacks on the U.S. 
missions in Benghazi. 

Attkisson continued: 
The list of mea culpas by Obama adminis-

tration officials involved in the Benghazi re-
sponse and aftermath include standing down 
the counterterrorism Foreign Emergency 
Support Team and failing to convene the 
Counterterrorism Security Group, among 
others. 

One of the key revelations from 
anonymous senior administration offi-
cials is the admission that it refused to 
deploy the Foreign Emergency Support 
Team, FEST. According to the article: 

The FEST’s own mission statement de-
scribes a seasoned team of counterterrorism 
professionals who can respond ‘‘quickly and 
effectively to terror attacks, providing the 
fastest assistance possible’’ including ‘‘hos-
tage negotiating expertise’’ and ‘‘time-sen-
sitive information and intelligence.’’ In fact, 
FEST leader Mark Thompson says Benghazi 
was precisely the sort of crisis to which his 
team is trained to respond. 

The article continued: 
As soon as word of the Benghazi attack 

reached Washington, FEST members ‘‘in-
stinctively started packing,’’ said an official 
involved in the response. ‘‘They were told 
they were not deploying by Patrick Ken-
nedy’s front office. In hindsight, I probably 
would’ve pushed the button.’’ 

It’s particularly notable that admin-
istration sources pin the decision not 
just on the State Department leader-
ship, but also on the White House. 

While it was the State Department 
that’s said to have taken FEST off the 
table, the team is directed by the 
White House National Security Coun-
cil. 

Speaking of the White House role in 
directing the response, Attkisson re-

ported that the National Security 
Council also failed to convene the 
interagency Counterterrorism Security 
Group, CSG, that evening. 

The article noted: 
According to a public military document, 

it’s part of a plan to ‘‘synchronize the efforts 
of all the government agencies that have a 
role to play in the global war on terrorism.’’ 
But on September 11, 2012, the Obama admin-
istration did not convene this body of ter-
rorism expert advisers. 

Given the number of agencies in-
volved in the response, including the 
State Department, CIA, and Defense 
Department, it’s hard to understand 
why the NSC’s interagency terrorism 
response group wouldn’t be convened. 

As Attkisson noted, because the CSG 
wasn’t assembled: 

There’s evidence that some high-level deci-
sion-makers were unaware of all available 
resources. In October, on a phone call that 
included then-Deputy National Security Ad-
viser Dennis McDonough, now White House 
Chief of Staff, NSC spokesman Tommy 
Vietor initially told CBS News: ‘‘I don’t 
know what FEST is. It sounds antiquated.’’ 

Who are the anonymous senior ad-
ministration officials who admitted 
these mistakes to CBS? Why haven’t 
they testified to Congress about these 
mistakes? Why wasn’t the FEST team 
deployed immediately? 

Last week, General Ham admitted 
that he believed Ambassador Stevens 
may have been taken hostage by ter-
rorists. Given the FEST’s team ter-
rorism and hostage negotiation exper-
tise, who made the decision not to de-
ploy them? Why didn’t the White 
House convene the CSG that night to 
coordinate the interagency response to 
the attack? And if that group wasn’t 
responsible for coordination, who was? 

Which agency was leading the re-
sponse that night? Was the State De-
partment directing the Pentagon not 
to deploy its planes or response teams, 
while also not sending the FEST team? 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude with an im-
portant quote in the CBS article from 
NSC spokesman Tommy Vietor: 

From the moment President Obama was 
briefed on the Benghazi attack, the response 
effort was handled by the most senior na-
tional security officials in government. 

The mistakes these anonymous sen-
ior officials admit to mattered. Lives 
were on the line, and ultimately, lives 
were lost. The Congress must compel 
these ‘‘most senior national security 
officials’’ responsible for the response 
team that night to testify publicly. 

We need a bipartisan select com-
mittee. If we do not do it, the Congress 
and the House will have failed. 

f 

MEDICARE ANNIVERSARY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, 48 
years ago today, Lyndon Johnson, in 
Independence, Missouri, signed into 
law the Medicare program in the pres-
ence of former President Harry S. Tru-
man. 

It’s important when you think about 
that event, which I would argue trans-
formed our country, to go back in time 
and remember that seniors in 1965, only 
half had health insurance of any sort; 
30 percent of America’s seniors lived in 
poverty; and life expectancy for Amer-
ica’s seniors was age 70. If you fast to-
ward today, 48 years later, we have uni-
versal health insurance coverage for all 
seniors, life expectancy is now age 79, 
and only 7 percent of seniors live below 
the poverty line. 

The decision by Congress earlier that 
year—it was April of 1965 when our col-
league, Congressman JOHN DINGELL, 
was sitting in the Speaker’s Chair and 
brought the gavel down when the Medi-
care law was passed—has, again, paid 
off huge dividends in terms of trans-
forming America’s health care system. 

Back then, Medicare only covered 
doctor visits and hospital visits. 
Today, it covers a broad range of serv-
ices for seniors—dialysis, medical 
equipment, outpatient services, such as 
prescription drug coverage—and as a 
result, the health care sector of our 
country has grown. For many, it has 
created literally careers and opportuni-
ties to pursue a system which, again, 
has produced great results for the folks 
who live in our country over age 65 and 
people on disability. 

Today, we have challenges that Medi-
care faces, but there is good news. The 
Trustees for Medicare recently issued 
their annual report, and it showed that 
the solvency of the Medicare trust fund 
this year was extended out an addi-
tional 2 years to 2026. And beyond that 
date, Medicare does not go bankrupt to 
zero. There is a shortfall, in terms of 
the projections by the Trustees, of 
roughly about 10 percent—a serious 
problem, but one that we can manage 
using smart changes to the system. 
And the Trustees, in their reports, 
pointed to the Affordable Care Act, 
when it was signed into law by Presi-
dent Obama in 2010, as extending by 9 
years the solvency of the Medicare sys-
tem. 

For seniors, under the Affordable 
Care Act, they are now getting more 
help with prescription drug assistance. 
They were stranded in the doughnut 
hole prior to 2010. Now they get over 
half of the cost of those prescription 
drugs while they’re in the doughnut 
hole discounted. They are also getting 
free preventive care services—whether 
it’s colonoscopies, annual checkups, 
smoking cessation programs. All of 
those essential services for primary 
care now carry no out-of-pocket costs 
because of the Affordable Care Act. 

The fact is that those changes have 
extended the solvency of the Affordable 
Care Act. We have not cut benefits for 
seniors. We have not made unwise 
choices, such as the Ryan budget, 
which proposed raising the eligibility 
age for seniors to qualify for Medicare 
to age 67 and would butcher the pro-
gram into private health insurance for 
people under age 55, in other words, 
turning the clock back to where we 
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