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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY FUNDING 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, 
last Wednesday, President Obama made 
a statement that is troubling to me. I 
think those of us who believe in Execu-
tive leadership and honest leadership, 
where leaders talk directly to the peo-
ple about the serious problems we face, 
have to be troubled by this trend with 
this administration. Sometimes it 
makes me fear for the future of the Re-
public. He accused Republicans of 
‘‘defunding the very operations that 
are involved in making sure we’ve got 
strong border security.’’ He said Re-
publicans are blocking funding of that. 
Nothing could be further from the 
truth. 

The House of Representatives—the 
Republican House—has passed a bill 
with $40 billion, funding fully, as basi-
cally the President requested, all the 
agencies in the Department of Home-
land Security. It has one little catch to 
it; it bars the President from taking 
money from the Department of Home-
land Security that is supposed to be 
used to enforce the law and using that 
to grant amnesty and to undermine the 
law. The House bill is not in any way 
undermining the security of the United 
States of America, the ability for 
Homeland Security to protect us from 
terrorists. In fact, it strengthens that 
ability because it keeps the money 
there and uses it for those purposes, 
whereas right now the President is 
spending over $100 million to create a 
structure across the river that would 
hire 1,000 new people in Homeland Se-
curity to process amnesty applications 
for people who violated the law and to 
give them the right to have earned in-
come tax credit benefits, a Social Secu-
rity card, the ability to take any job in 
the American economy that maybe an 
unemployed American would like to 
have or a recent immigrant with a 
green card would like to have. No, this 
person who entered the country now 
unlawfully gets to take that job under 
this policy. Congress did not fund that. 
But it funded the laws of the agency. 
The President, as he said himself 20 
times, had no power to do this. 

So what is happening now in the Sen-
ate, colleagues? Our Democratic col-
leagues now unanimously, it appears, 
are blocking even moving to the bill 
that funds Homeland Security. So I 
ask, with all sincerity, how can it be 
said that the Republicans are failing to 
fund the operations making sure we 
have strong border security? How can 
that be made a statement by the Presi-
dent of the United States? 

I think we need to keep talking 
about that. We should not allow these 
modern-age politicians to go to the 
American people with false stories 
about what is happening. The Demo-
cratic Members of this Senate are sys-
tematically blocking the bill we would 
like to see come to the floor that fully 
funds Homeland Security. They have 
been given the right, as Senator 
MCCONNELL has repeatedly stated— 
which Senator REID never did—they 
have been given the right to offer any 
amendments they would like that are 
relevant and germane to the bill. So I 
would say this is a most serious thing 
with me, and I believe the American 
people need to understand it. 

The House bill will not deny a single 
penny of funding for legitimate lawful 
operations of Homeland Security. It 
will be spent on enforcing the law, en-
forcing the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act that was actually passed by 
Congress. 

What the President is attempting to 
do is to create and execute a law Con-
gress rejected. He asked the House to 
pass this law and the House said, no, 
they did not agree with this policy and 
rejected it. So he is executing it any-
way. 

Senate Republicans have attempted 
to move the bill to the floor three 
times, and each time it has been 
blocked by our Democratic colleagues 
because the bill does not fund the 
President’s unlawful Executive am-
nesty that he admitted 20 separate 
times he did not have the power to do. 

Congress, colleagues, is supposed to 
spend the taxpayers’ money wisely. 
Congress should not fund any program, 
no matter how much the President 
wants it, that they believe is bad pol-
icy. More importantly, more clearly, 
no Senator should vote to fund a Presi-
dential policy that violates the law, 
that violates the Constitution, that 
distorts the relationship between the 
Congress, which makes laws, and the 
President, who is supposed to execute 
only the laws Congress makes. So that 
is where we are at this point. 

The President is not entitled to 
spend taxpayer money to implement a 
system of immigration that Congress 
has rejected. An article in yesterday’s 
Washington Times is further indication 
of where we are in this world of poli-
tics. It was reported that the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security is spending 
taxpayer money to set up hotlines for 
illegal immigrants to call in to with 
any complaints they may have about 
immigration law enforcement officers 
if they think the officers have violated 
their ‘‘rights’’ under President 
Obama’s Executive amnesty—not vio-
lating their rights under law—but the 
President has told them this and sent 
out this message to the stakeholder 
groups. 

Now who are the stakeholder groups? 
I suppose they are the activist groups. 
That is how they refer to them: stake-
holders. So they send out this message: 
If you are not happy with the way the 

Federal agency is executing my policy 
but indeed those agencies are attempt-
ing to enforce the law as written, then 
you have a ‘‘right’’ to call in to this 
hotline, and I will get on them, and I 
will see that they do it. 

So how do the officers feel about 
this? National Border Patrol Council 
vice president Shawn Moran said this 
in a response. First, let me tell you, 
the Border Patrol officers in the 
USCIS—the Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Services officers—have opposed 
the President’s Executive amnesty. 
Their association has laid out how it 
will make the problem worse, it will 
increase the risk of terrorist attacks, 
and otherwise further degrade the in-
tegrity of our legal system. They have 
been clear about this. We ought to lis-
ten to them. They enforce that law re-
peatedly. That is their duty. They have 
opposed bills that they think may look 
good on the surface but once they have 
read them and found out the bill will 
not work effectively, they speak out 
against that, which is very helpful, and 
I am glad they do. 

Well, this is what Mr. Moran said: 
Instead of supporting our agents, this ad-

ministration had decided it is more impor-
tant to find new ways to solicit complaints 
and invite ridicule against them. 

The American people have to know 
that the Obama administration’s dere-
liction of duty relating to our immi-
gration system did not begin with this 
recent decree. From the day he took of-
fice, the President has relentlessly and 
systematically, colleagues, friends, the 
American people, dismantled immigra-
tion enforcement. It is far more serious 
than you would imagine. 

My office has compiled a 49-page 
baseline timeline of nearly 200 specific 
entries and events that occurred since 
2009 detailing how the law of the 
United States has been undermined by 
directives and orders from the Presi-
dent of the United States. It is step by 
step. This one person alone, the Presi-
dent, has acted against the will of the 
American people and undermined the 
law in America. 

Just briefly, I will mention the first 
event that came to my mind. When he 
took office in early 2009, I believe in 
the State of Washington, the officers, 
doing their duty, enforcing the law 
that says a business cannot hire some-
body unlawfully in America, inves-
tigated a business in Washington, dis-
covered quite a number of people un-
lawfully in America, and were to com-
mence action against the business for 
violating plain law that is still on the 
books and has not been repealed. And 
what happened? Immediately, the 
President intervened. He told them: 
No. Do not do this. And he told the ac-
tivist groups—the La Razas and the 
other activist groups that were en-
gaged in pushing him on this issue—es-
sentially, he told them: Look, I am 
going to honor the promise I made to 
you during the campaign—that is the 
way I would interpret it—not to allow 
this kind of lawful activity to happen 
in the future. 
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So from day one, the law officers of 

our country got a clear message. What 
was the message? If you go out and en-
force the law, you will get in trouble. If 
you do not say anything and do not do 
anything and stay back and lay back 
and not enforce the law, everything 
will be OK. That began the situation. 

Here are just some of the highlights 
that I circled and looked at. 

This was the Bellingham, WA, case I 
just mentioned, detaining 28 illegal im-
migrants who were using false, fake 
Social Security documents. 

On January 29, 2009, in April of 2009, 
and June of 2009, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security Janet Napolitano 
delays the E-Verify deadlines. E-Verify 
is a system by which businesses are 
supposed to check a person’s Social Se-
curity Number to find out if it is valid 
before they hire them. Many times we 
know people have used false Social Se-
curity Numbers to get work. She de-
layed that. Then she delayed it again 
in April, and delayed it again in June. 

In June of 2010, the ICE union—the 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
officers—they are three basic groups: 
the ICE group, there is the Border Pa-
trol group, and the Citizenship and Im-
migration Services group that proc-
esses the paperwork. The ICE union 
cast a unanimous vote of ‘‘no con-
fidence’’ in the agency Homeland Secu-
rity leadership, including ICE Director 
John Morton and Assistant Director 
Phyllis Coven, citing ‘‘the growing dis-
satisfaction and concern among ICE 
employees’’ that they ‘‘have abandoned 
the Agency’s’’—ICE’s—‘‘core mission of 
enforcing United States Immigration 
Laws and providing for public safety, 
and have instead directed their atten-
tion to campaigning for programs and 
policies related to amnesty.’’ 

He said the policy of this govern-
ment—not what we as sworn officers 
are supposed to be enforcing, but the 
policy of our leaders is to spend all 
their time campaigning for policies re-
lated to amnesty and undermining en-
forcement. 

ICE officers went so far, colleagues, 
as to file a lawsuit in Federal court 
contending they were being ordered to 
violate the law by their supervisors. A 
judge expressed sympathy for them but 
eventually decided they didn’t have 
standing to proceed with the case, but 
I think it is still on appeal. 

In 2011, at a roundtable with amnesty 
advocates, President Obama admitted 
his deportation statistics were mis-
leading. Indeed, they have been. They 
claim they have increased deportation, 
but that is totally incorrect. They fi-
nally had to admit it. 

In February of 2012 President Obama 
slashed the budget for the 287(g) Pro-
gram, a program that I helped advocate 
for and moved forward when I came to 
the Senate 10 years ago. It simply says 
the Federal Government will work 
with State and local law enforcement 
officers to train them in the things 
they can legally do to help the Federal 
officers enforce the law. It is a per-

fectly sensible program, and it is very 
popular. A number of States have 
taken quite a step toward it. It was 
working in an effective way, and they 
canceled it after he took office. 

They announced the delay in the bio-
metric entry-exit visa system in Feb-
ruary of last year. An inspector general 
audit revealed declines in workplace 
enforcement of substantial amounts as 
a direct result of White House policies, 
and they admit the Obama administra-
tion manipulated deportation data. 

In March of last year a new report re-
vealed that the ICE officers—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has consumed 10 minutes. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the Chair, 
and I ask unanimous consent for 1 ad-
ditional minute to wrap up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. It was revealed that 
ICE released 68,000 convicted criminals 
in 2013. These are convicted criminals. 

In May of last year the Deputy Chief 
of Border Patrol revealed that the bor-
der surge was incentivized by the ad-
ministration’s policies. 

As I said, there are 49 pages of this. 
I would point out that we are ready 

to bring the bill to the floor and allow 
amendments to the legislation passed 
by the House that fully funds Home-
land Security and ensures that the 
money is spent for enforcement and 
not to dismantle the law. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

BOTTICELLI NOMINATION 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

Senator ALEXANDER and Senator ENZI 
are here on the floor. I want to briefly 
address the nominee we will be voting 
on this afternoon and then turn to the 
matter the three of us wish to address. 

Today the Senate is going to vote on 
the nomination of Michael Botticelli to 
be the next Director of National Drug 
Control Policy. I look forward to work-
ing with our Nation’s next drug czar 
just as I have with previous drug czars. 

Drug abuse is a serious problem in 
my home State. Kentucky is the fifth 
highest prescribing State when it 
comes to pain killers, and we have the 
Nation’s third highest drug overdose 
mortality rate, with many deaths driv-
en by prescription pain killers. 

Heroin abuse is also a problem in the 
Bluegrass State. Heroin deaths ac-
counted for 32 percent of the drug 
overdoses back in 2013, and they con-
tinue to climb. The epicenter of the 
heroin problem is located in the north-
ern region across the river from Cin-
cinnati, although I am hearing more 
and more from constituents that drug 
abuse is rising in other parts of the 
Commonwealth as well. 

All told, the Kentucky Office of Drug 
Control Policy reports that about 1,000 
Kentuckians lose their lives overdosing 
on drugs every year, which is more 
than we lose in fatal car crashes. 

There is another reason I am pleased 
to welcome prior drug czar Gil 
Kerlikowski to tour Kentucky. We had 
him there a couple of years ago to take 
a closeup look at the problems we face. 
He visited Louisville, Lexington, Lon-
don, and Pikeville—four communities, 
both urban and rural, across the State. 
He met with Kentuckians who worked 
to tackle this issue from every single 
angle—public health officials, medical 
professionals, law enforcement offi-
cials, drug courts, members of the busi-
ness community, and Kentuckians in-
volved with prevention. The drug czar’s 
visit helped focus more Federal atten-
tion and Federal resources on this 
issue, and in a time of strained budg-
ets, the extra attention and those extra 
resources are particularly important. 

I am also pleased to report that Mr. 
Botticelli plans to visit Eastern Ken-
tucky soon. He also plans, at my invi-
tation, to visit Northern Kentucky this 
spring. Visits such as these help ensure 
continued Federal focus on Kentucky’s 
drug problem, and I look forward to 
working with the next drug czar to 
move closer to the day when drug 
abuse is no longer ravaging our fami-
lies and our communities. 

(The remarks of Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, and Mr. ENZI pertaining to 
the introduction of S.J. Res. 8 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

f 

BOTTICELLI NOMINATION 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, I 
rise to speak in support of Michael Bot-
ticelli in our effort today to confirm 
him as Director of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy. 

The State of Massachusetts, like too 
many other regions of this Nation, is 
being ravaged by the scourge of pre-
scription drug and heroin addiction 
that is breaking apart families and 
burying communities under a moun-
tain of despair. Massachusetts experi-
enced 114 deaths in December, and that 
doesn’t count our biggest cities, such 
as Boston and Worcester and Spring-
field. 

Drug overdose deaths fueled by pre-
scription pain killers now claim more 
lives than car accidents nationwide. 
Approximately 100 Americans die from 
an overdose every day. 

As a Senator from Massachusetts, I 
have a deep appreciation and respect 
for Michael Botticelli’s accomplish-
ments addressing addiction during his 
nearly two decades serving in the Mas-
sachusetts Department of Public 
Health. He is a public health and drug 
policy pioneer, and he lived in my 
hometown of Malden, MA, while he did 
this job. 

Immediately prior to joining the Of-
fice of National Drug Control Policy as 
Deputy Director, Mr. Botticelli was the 
director of the Bureau of Substance 
Abuse Services at the Massachusetts 
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