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Now, in order to preserve our Na-
tion’s longstanding system of checks
and balances to preserve the very order
of our Constitution, the House will act
to rein in President Obama’s plans for
executive amnesty.

We will vote on legislation, which I
was proud to cosponsor, written by my
Alabama colleague, Congressman ROB-
ERT ADERHOLT, which would prevent
the President from carrying out his
plans for executive amnesty.

Let me be clear: this is tough legisla-
tion which completely eliminates all
funds for implementation of the Presi-
dent’s illegal actions. The bill has the
support of many leading voices in the
immigration debate including my
home State Senator, JEFF SESSIONS.

Just as important, the legislation
makes clear that no Federal benefits
can be granted to any alien as a result
of the policies defunded and also elimi-
nates funds to consider new, renewal,
or previously-denied applications for
executive amnesty.

The legislation doesn’t just defund
the President’s executive action. The
legislation paves the way for stronger
border security by increasing funds for
border agents, detention beds, and en-
forcement activities.

In order to halt illegal immigration
in this country, we must stop encour-
aging illegal immigration by offering
amnesty and instead put more atten-
tion on actually securing our borders.

I wish this legislation wasn’t nec-
essary. I wish President Obama had lis-
tened to the American people and en-
forced our current laws instead of con-
tinuing his my-way-or-the-highway
style of governing; instead, he moved
ahead with action that clearly violates
our Constitution and has poisoned the
well for serious conversation on immi-
gration reform.

Madam Speaker, I must ask a simple
question that has very serious con-
sequences: When will it stop? When will
President Obama stop issuing short-
sighted executive action and instead
work together with this Congress to
find long-term solutions to the real
issues plaguing our country?

I fear that the answer to that ques-
tion is not promising, given that while
we were on this floor taking our oath
of office, the White House was busy
issuing veto threats.

I understand that the legislative
process may not be convenient for the
President, but the process exists for a
reason. The Congress makes the laws,
and the President should enforce them.
This President just doesn’t get that.

This week, the House will act to rein
in the President once again. We will at-
tempt to right the scales of power and
restore our constitutional system of
checks and balances.

We cannot and we will not sit back
idly and allow the President to act
alone. We promised the American peo-
ple we would respond, and this week,
we will hold true to our word.
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CELEBRATING THE SAN ANTONIO
SPURS

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

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker,
today is a special day for San Antonio
because our San Antonio Spurs are
being recognized at the White House
for their victorious season. We have, of
course, already had many a celebration
in San Antonio, but it is good to see
this celebration now reaching 1600
Pennsylvania Avenue. Congratulations
to the San Antonio Spurs on this fifth
amazing championship ring.

Serving here in Congress as a rep-
resentative for much of San Antonio,
including the very place in the Alamo
City where the Spurs have scored so
many of these victories, I know that
nothing defines the Spurs or San Anto-
nio like the teamwork, the determina-
tion, and the positive attitude they dis-
played on this trail to the 2014 cham-
pionship victory. These values are
shown through the Spurs’ ‘“‘Silver and
Black Give Back’; a community and
outreach program which has benefited
over 250,000 children and coaches in the
past couple of decades, all this in a city
that is overflowing with Spurs enthu-
siasm and Spurs fans.

I would have to say that all of San
Antonio knows that the Spurs are cer-
tainly no Mavericks at basketball;
they are well-seasoned, team players.
They were able to rain down Thunder
on all of their 2014 opponents with a
regular season record of 62 wins out of
82 games. And that is not all that set
the Spurs apart; they are true Trail-
blazers, hiring the first female assist-
ant coach in the NBA, Becky Hammon.
Overall, when it came down to that
fifth ring, the Spurs, a team that lives
in our Texas temperatures, were able
to beat the Heat with a cool 4-1 series
blowout.

Like San Antonio itself, the Spurs
have attracted the best and brightest
from all over the world. There never
has been, and there never will be, a
team quite like the San Antonio Spurs
in a city that is like no other.

Congratulations to a dynasty. Like
so many of my constituents, I am
ready for the ‘“‘Race for Seis!”

———

THE FRENCH FIGHT BACK

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
around 11 a.m. on January 7, on a cold
winter day in Paris, France, two men
armed with AK-47s forced a woman en-
tering the offices of a French news-
paper to let them in.

After murdering the security guard
in the lobby, they ran up to the second
floor and shouted, ‘“Where is Charb?
Where is Charb?’”’ Charb is the nick-
name for the newspaper’s editor, Mr.
Charbonnier.

Over the next 5 minutes, the two men
would seek out and execute Mr.
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Charbonnier and 10 other people in the
newspaper. They left the building,
shouting the Islamic phrase, ‘‘Allah
AXkbar” or ‘‘God is the greatest.” They
then murdered a policeman, ran back
to their car, shouting, ‘“We have re-
venged the Prophet Muhammad.”

You see, Madam Speaker, these kill-
ers murdered because the paper exer-
cised the human right of free speech
and a free press. The assassin brothers
were on the run for 2 days, but on Jan-
uary 9, the police cornered them at a
standoff near the Paris airport. The po-
lice rescued a hostage, and the brothers
were killed, going out just like they
wanted to, in a massive firefight as
martyrs.

On the same day, another gunman,
but an accomplice of the two brothers,
took hostages at a kosher grocery
store on the east side of Paris. Police
stormed the grocery store and killed
the terrorist, but not before he had
murdered Jewish hostages.

You see, Madam Speaker, these three
killed because people disagreed with
them. They killed the Jews because
they were Jews. They killed the people
at the newspaper because they had the
audacity to print things that these
folks—these terrorists—did mnot ap-
prove of.

The French authorities did a superb
job hunting down and killing these ter-
rorists. The two brothers responsible
for the initial attack have a history of
terrorist activities. One brother said he
even dreamed of Kkilling Jews in
France.

Hours before one of them met his
Maker, they called a French TV sta-
tion, saying, ‘““We are telling you that
we are defenders of the Prophet—peace
and blessings be upon him—and that I
was sent by al Qaeda in Yemen and
that I went there, and it is the imam
al-Awlaki that financed me.”

Yes, Madam Speaker, we have heard
this before, young people traveling
overseas where they meet radical Is-
lamic jihadists who preach hate and
murder in the name of religion.
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They are indoctrinated and infected
with the cancer of radical Islam and
sent back to their home country to in-
flict terror and kill men, women, and
children. They kill in the name of their
radical religious beliefs.

We are even seeing this in the United
States. Groups like ISIS are encour-
aging Americans to join their reign of
terror. Americans who travel overseas
to fight with ISIS are not coming back
home to America to open coffee shops.
They are coming back to do mischief
and kill us.

That is why I have introduced and re-
introduced the FTO Passport Revoca-
tion Act that would authorize the rev-
ocation or denial of passports to indi-
viduals affiliated with foreign terrorist
organizations. The Benedict Arnold
traitors who turn against America and
join the ranks of foreign radical ter-
rorist organizations should lose their
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rights. This bill will help law enforce-
ment locate these individuals by pre-
venting them from traveling inter-
nationally so they can be captured and
brought to justice. Most importantly,
this legislation will prevent traitor
Americans from entering the United
States undetected.

Madam Speaker, the French people
held a solidarity rally in honor of the
murdered. It was also a statement of
freedom. Some estimated over 2 mil-
lion attended the rally in Paris. March-
ing arm in arm with French President
Hollande were 40 world leaders, includ-
ing German Chancellor Merkel, Israeli
Prime Minister Netanyahu, and Pales-
tinian President Abbas.

Unfortunately, the United States
President, the Vice President, and the
Secretary of State did not choose to
show up and support this solidarity
meeting. That is unfortunate. The
French are a close ally and our oldest
ally. We have a portrait of the great
Frenchman Lafayette in this very
Chamber across the way from George
Washington.

Freedom is under attack by these
terrorists. They are a threat to civili-
zation, order, and liberty. The United
States should be more outspoken in
our support for the French people and
our opposition to terror. We should
support our allies like the French and
mourn when they mourn and be re-
solved to track terrorists down any-
where in the world where they are.
They are at war with us, Madam
Speaker.

The French Prime Minister said it
best:

We are fighting a war, not a war against
religion, not a war of civilizations, but to de-
fend our values, which are universal. It is a
war against terrorism and radical Islam,
against everything that aims to shatter soli-
darity, liberty, and brotherhood.

And that is just the way it is.

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL
BOONDOGGLE

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker,
today I once again will speak about
California’s high-speed rail system.

Now, just this last week, they had a
symbolic groundbreaking for this sys-
tem in the context of getting started.
California has been, since 2008, antici-
pating the start of high-speed rail.
What do we have instead? Empty prom-
ises, a lot of waste, and a lot of money
going down the tubes.

What we see is that when the plan
was first put in place, the voters of
California approved a $33 billion link
from Los Angeles to San Francisco.
What they are now being given is some-
thing that has tripled in price. What
they have now been given at this
groundbreaking, which is symbolic,
what you saw was a mound of dirt with
about an 8-foot section of ties and rails
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on that. That is very symbolic for
those doing the groundbreaking, but
also for those of us that will be paying
for it.

What this high-speed rail system will
turn into is several links of rail be-
tween north and south California that
aren’t linked up, that have no way to
power them, and no trains will be run-
ning on them for several years.

So instead of the $33 billion plan that
they saw on the ballot in 2008—which,
by the way, it was on the 2006 ballot
and, before that, on the 2004 ballot, but
those involved knew that they would
have, politically, a hard time selling
that to people in California—it has
ballooned to a $100-billion plan until
they revise it again downwards by tak-
ing away part of the high-speed system
in San Francisco and L.A., where they
will instead be using local transit to
link to the center section that runs
through central California.

That is not even legal under Prop 1A.
What Prop 1A spells out is that it has
to be a high-speed system that will
make it from San Francisco to L.A. or
reverse in 2% hours at speeds of 220
miles per hour. This promise will not
be upheld.

Now, why is this important to a na-
tional audience, to Members of Con-
gress, and to people in other States? It
is because, after the stimulus package
was passed in 2009-2010, some of that
Federal money is going to go for the
high-speed rail system in California.
Indeed, several other States were re-
cipients of those initial grants. After
they looked at their own ideas for
high-speed rail and saw the costs in-
volved and the infeasibility, they
turned that money back into that pot
of money. California, of course, stepped
forward and said: Hey, give us all of
that money. So they have received, at
this point, about $3.5 billion that they
can spend, dollar for dollar, for the
bond money they spend themselves, the
State money.

So what that means for Americans is
that we know Californians will be back
at the Federal well once again trying
to get more money for their high-speed
plan. What we see is that their down-
sized plan will still cost $68 billion.
They only have identified $13 billion
for the whole system. No private sector
money—which is what we were told
when the ballot measure passed—has
stepped forward to be part of this. The
plan is $565 billion short. The Federal
Government, so far, has offered about
3%. Did they think they would get the
other 52 from the Federal Government
since no private sector money wants to
come forward for this? Will they get it
out of the California taxpayers? No-

body knows.
Indeed, the Governor, at the
groundbreaking the other day, said:

Don’t worry about the money; we will
get it. Well, part of their measure has
been to impose a cap-and-trade pro-
gram on the people of California which
so far has generated about $250 million
per year. At that rate, it will be how
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many centuries before they can catch
up and get enough money just to pay
for high-speed rail which cap-and-trade
wasn’t even intended for anyway?

Folks, we have a giant problem here.
High-speed rail in California should not
be the Federal taxpayers’ burden. It
shouldn’t even be the people of Califor-
nia’s burden. They barely passed it by
52-48 percent on that 2008 ballot after
two previous ballot delays. Delay,
delay, delay is what you see with this
system.

So what really needs to happen is the
people of California need to step for-
ward, put this back on the ballot, and
have a vote once again on this. And the
Federal Government doesn’t need to be
giving signals that they are going to
send even more money for this boon-
doggle which has been failed, flawed,
and deceptive since day one.

Madam Speaker, it is a massively
flawed project that leaves taxpayers at
all levels on the hook for many, many
years to come for something that may
not even run in our lifetime. So we, as
Federal legislators, need to put a stop
to any idea—as my colleagues have
been doing—for more money to go for-
ward for high-speed rail. And we need
the people of California to wake up to
that idea and demand that it be placed
back on the ballot, this money go in-
stead for other projects that could be
helpful for their transportation cor-
ridors, for their highway system, and
for the normal mode of rail which can
be made to be enhanced to drive 125
miles per hour, which would be bene-
ficial.

Madam Speaker, we need to get on
the ball and get back to reality on
what high-speed rail will really cost
Californians and the American tax-
payer and urge that it be placed back
on the ballot and give the people that
choice once again.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 22
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of New York) at
2 p.m.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Dear God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

As a parent encourages a child or a
mentor calls forth the hidden potential
of an intern, Lord, our God, may You
bless all who work as the 114th Con-
gress, especially new Members.
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