
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7622 September 17, 2014 
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. 

f 

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-

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. 

f 

OPPOSITION TO ARMING SYRIAN 
REBELS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BARR). The Chair recognizes the gen-

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. 

f 

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. 

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 

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. 

f 

FIGHTING THE ISLAMIC STATE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

JOLLY). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK) for 5 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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