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prepared to create daylight between us 
and the State of Israel? 

That is exactly the message people 
will get—that there is a division be-
tween us and Israel—if, in fact, Mem-
bers of Congress carry through on their 
threat to boycott the Prime Minister’s 
speech before Congress on the 3rd of 
March. If a significant number of Mem-
bers of the Senate and the House boy-
cott his speech, that message will be 
heard not only by Israel’s enemies but 
also by our allies. And the message will 
be twofold—one, that America is no 
longer firmly on the side of Israel as it 
once was, and two, that America is an 
unreliable ally; look what they just did 
to Israel. 

I think everyone has the right to go 
or not go to any speech they want, but 
I hope my colleagues who are thinking 
about not going will reconsider. You 
may not like the way this went down. 
You may not like the fact that the 
Speaker did it the way he did it. That 
is your choice. But I want you to think 
about the implications beyond that. I 
want you to think about the implica-
tions this leaves on Israel. I want you 
to think about the message this sends 
to Israel’s enemies because what we 
have seen decade after decade is that 
anytime Israel’s enemies get the per-
ception that somehow America is no 
longer as committed to Israel’s secu-
rity as it once was, it emboldens them 
to attack Israel, and Israel has no 
shortage of enemies that want to not 
just attack them but destroy them. We 
have seen what Hamas has done. We 
have seen what Hezbollah has done. We 
have seen what Iran wants to do and is 
doing. 

If you boycott this speech, if a sig-
nificant number of Members of Con-
gress boycott this speech, you will send 
an incredibly powerful message to 
Israel’s enemies. So I hope you will re-
consider. 

I don’t question anyone’s commit-
ment on this issue. I believe there are 
supporters of Israel who won’t attend 
the speech because they think it is dis-
respectful to the President. This is a 
lot bigger than that. We are talking 
about the existence of this nation. We 
are talking about whether people in 
that nation will survive in 20 years or 
15 years. That is how important and 
monumental this moment is. 

I am not claiming that by you not at-
tending the speech, somehow that is 
going to lead to Israel’s destruction. I 
am claiming that if you boycott this 
speech, you will send a message to 
Israel’s enemies that could embolden 
them, and I hope you will reconsider 
that position. 

I find it quite frankly outrageous 
that reports are that the White House 
has asked Members of Congress to boy-
cott the speech. I find it outrageous 
that the Vice President of the United 
States—the Vice President—has de-
cided to boycott that speech. I find it 
outrageous, for example, that on the 
one hand we are more than glad to send 
administration officials at the highest 

levels to sit down and meet repeatedly 
with the highest ranking officials that 
Iran will send, but our strongest ally’s 
Prime Minister is coming to Wash-
ington and they won’t even meet with 
him? One of our strongest ally’s Prime 
Minister wants to speak before the 
Congress and they won’t even attend 
the speech? What do you think the 
headlines will be read as in Iran, by the 
terrorists in Gaza, by the terrorists in 
Judea and Samaria, by the terrorists in 
all parts of the world, such as in Leb-
anon, who want to destroy Israel? What 
do you think they are going to read 
into it? What they are going to read 
into it, unfortunately, is that somehow 
Congress’s commitment to the future 
security of Israel is not as strong as it 
once was. And I fear what the implica-
tions of that will be. We should not 
take this lightly. 

I can think of no nation on Earth 
that needs our help more right now 
than Israel, and I can think of no peo-
ple on Earth who deserve our support 
more than they do. As I said earlier, 
they are a reliable, strong, committed 
ally of this Nation. We have strong 
links to them on personal, cultural, po-
litical, and economic levels. They have 
stood by us time and again in inter-
national forums when America’s inter-
ests have been challenged. They are ev-
erything we want the Middle East to 
look like in the future—free, pros-
perous, democratic, aligned with Amer-
ica, peace-loving, desirous of a better 
future. What more do you want? What 
more could they do? What else could 
they be for us to be any stronger an 
ally of theirs than we should be or are 
right now? Yet there are people who 
are talking about boycotting the 
speech to protest because their feelings 
are hurt, because they are upset about 
the way it went down, because they 
don’t like the way it was scheduled, be-
cause it was disrespectful to the Presi-
dent. 

You have the right to voice your con-
cerns, but don’t do this to an ally. 
Don’t do this to a nation that is as 
threatened today as it has ever been at 
any time in its existence. Don’t do this 
to a people who are in the crosshairs of 
multiple terrorist groups with the ca-
pability of attacking them. Don’t do 
this to a nation whose civilians are ter-
rorized by thousands of rockets 
launched against them at a moment’s 
notice. Don’t do this to a country that 
is facing down the threat of a nuclear 
weapon annihilating them off the face 
of the Earth. Don’t do this to a people 
who are being stigmatized all over the 
world even as we speak, who are being 
oppressed. Don’t do this to a country 
that in forum after forum has become 
the subject of delegitimization, as peo-
ple argue that somehow Israel’s right 
to exist is not real. Don’t do this to 
them. 

I hope my colleagues will reconsider 
their decision to not attend. This is an 
important speech. It is the Prime Min-
ister’s choice, obviously. He must al-
ways act in the best interests of his na-

tion and his people. But I hope he will 
speak to us on March 3, and I hope he 
will speak to us clearly. I hope that 
through his speech he will open the 
eyes of this Congress and the American 
people that this is not child’s play, 
that what Iran intends to have is not 
just a nuclear weapon to destroy Israel 
but ultimately to terrorize the world. I 
hope he will speak to us bluntly about 
the true nature of this threat. 

I know there is a lot going on in the 
world, but there is no greater threat to 
the long-term security of the planet 
than the Iranian nuclear ambition. No 
people and no nation on Earth know 
that better than the people of Israel, 
and no leader on Earth understands 
that better than Prime Minister 
Netanyahu. 

I think after years of commitment to 
this alliance, after the bravery he has 
shown in his time in office and the 
bravery the Jewish people of Israel 
have shown in defending their nation’s 
right to exist after being attacked mul-
tiple times throughout their history 
and even to this modern day, they de-
serve our unambiguous support. Of 
course, there are differences between 
allies. There always have been and al-
ways will be. 

If we won’t stand for Israel, for whom 
will we stand? If the United States of 
America will not defend its ally, whom 
will we defend? What message do we 
send to our alliances across the planet 
and what message do we send to our 
enemies and Israel’s enemies? 

I hope cooler heads will prevail. I 
hope Members of the House and Senate 
who have announced they are boy-
cotting will reconsider. I hope we will 
all be there, if we can, to hear what the 
Prime Minister has to say the first 
week in March. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

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

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 

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

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

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, are 
we in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in executive session. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

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

TRIBUTES TO KATHIE ALVAREZ 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, reg-

ular C–SPAN viewers, this is your DVR 
alert. Get your TiVo ready. After today 
you will no longer hear the dulcet 
voice of Kathie Alvarez calling the roll 
in the United States Senate. After 
nearly 30 years as an integral part of 
the floor staff, Kathie is leaving the 
Senate. 

Her road to the Senate began as a 
young seventh grade history teacher in 
Louisiana. In 1984 she chaperoned her 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:46 Feb 13, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G12FE6.027 S12FEPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S967 February 12, 2015 
students during a class trip to Wash-
ington, DC. During the trip she met an 
old college friend who told her about a 
job opening in the Senate Document 
Room. While her students were touring 
the Capitol, Kathie interviewed and 
was hired on the spot. Unfortunately 
for those students, they lost a great 
teacher that day, but it turned out to 
be a gain for the Senate. 

In 1985 Kathie was hired as the sec-
ond assistant bill clerk and was quick-
ly promoted to assistant bill clerk. 

In 1991, for the first time, Senators 
came to this Chamber and heard a 
woman’s voice taking the rollcall vote. 
It was Kathie Alvarez, the first female 
bill clerk of the United States Senate. 
What an achievement. 

Before the end of the millennium, 
Kathie Alvarez was a part of another 
first when she was 1 of 10 officers—all 
women—presiding over the Senate at 
the start of the day. If that were not 
enough, Kathie once again made his-
tory when she was promoted to legisla-
tive clerk in 2009. She was the first 
woman to serve in this role too. What 
a career. 

In 1922, for the history books, Re-
becca Latimer Felton was the first 
woman to sit in the Senate. She served 
in this body for only 1 day, but during 
those 24 hours she made a bold pre-
diction for her time about the future 
role women would play in the Senate. 
She said: 

When the women of the country come in 
and sit with you . . . you will get ability, 
you will get integrity of purpose, you will 
get exalted patriotism, and you will get 
unstinted usefulness. 

Well, I will certainly second that. 
As the first woman to serve as the 

bill clerk and legislative clerk of the 
United States Senate, I would say 
Kathie Alvarez has certainly lived up 
to Senator Felton’s prediction. She 
began her career as a seventh grade 
history teacher and came to the Sen-
ate, where she made history. 

Thank you for your service to this 
body. I know you will be joining your 
husband John and your high school 
student daughter Georgia in a much 
more fulsome way now, but we will 
miss you in the Senate, and I wish you 
and your family the very best. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

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

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

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

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I wish to say a word about a remark-
able woman in the Senate we will soon 
be losing. 

Kathie Alvarez, the Senate’s legisla-
tive clerk, is a bit of a celebrity. Every 
C–SPAN aficionado knows her voice. 
All she has to say is ‘‘Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Ms. AYOTTE . . .’’ and it is instantly 
recognizable. 

Kathie has been calling the roll 
around here for quite a while. In 1991, 
she became the first woman to ever 
call the roll in the Senate. In 1999, with 
Senator COLLINS in the chair, Kathie 
became a member of the first all-fe-
male team to preside over this body, 
and in 2009 she became the Senate’s 
first female legislative clerk. 

So Kathie Alvarez has been making a 
lot of history since she first arrived 
here in 1984. 

And you will notice, Madam Presi-
dent, that every female floor staffer is 
paying tribute to her today. They are 
each wearing something with Kathie’s 
favorite design—animal print. 

Along with the love of Cajun food, 
sartorial distinction is one thing this 
Louisianan has become known for, a 
passion for perfection is another. 

Kathie has maintained a laser-like 
focus for three decades. That is good 
news for the Senate because we rely on 
her—and the American people rely on 
her—to ensure that every bill, every 
amendment, and every message from 
the House is processed perfectly. That 
is a lot of pressure. 

So we can’t blame Kathie for wanting 
to retire. I know she is looking forward 
to spending more time with her hus-
band John, and I know Kathie wants to 
see more of her daughter Georgia. 

It will not be as though Kathie is 
leaving us entirely. We will still be 
able to hear her voice on the film every 
tourist watches when they come to 
visit the Capitol. 

So the Senate thanks Kathie Alvarez, 
its history-making celebrity, for her 
many years of service, and we wish the 
very best to her deputy, John Merlino, 
as he steps into Kathie’s role as the 
Senate’s new legislative clerk. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Ashton B. 
Carter, of Massachusetts, to be Sec-
retary of Defense? 

Mr. INHOFE. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID) is nec-
essarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HOEVEN). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 93, 
nays 5, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 56 Ex.] 

YEAS—93 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 

Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 

Casey 
Cassidy 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 

Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 

Johnson 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 

Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Vitter 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—5 

Blunt 
Boozman 

Crapo 
Kirk 

Risch 

NOT VOTING—2 

Moran Reid 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2015—MOTION TO PROCEED—Con-
tinued 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, for 
2 weeks now Democrats have continued 
to filibuster funding for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. 

They are filibustering Homeland Se-
curity for one reason, and that is to de-
fend actions President Obama himself 
referred to as ‘‘unwise and unfair’’ and 
‘‘ignoring the law.’’ 

For 2 full weeks, Democrats have pre-
vented the Senate from even consid-
ering legislation to fund the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. Democrats 
won’t allow the Senate to even debate 
this funding. Democrats won’t allow 
the Senate to even consider amend-
ments to this funding. 

Democrats appear willing to do any-
thing and everything they can to pre-
vent the Senate from taking any ac-
tion to fund Homeland Security, and 
all to defend ‘‘unwise and unfair’’—the 
President’s words, not mine—over-
reach. 

This includes Democrats who claim 
to be against overreach and who claim 
to be for funding the Department of 
Homeland Security. Yet these Demo-
crats continue to filibuster things they 
claim to want. 

Listen to the things Democrats have 
been saying too. We have heard a claim 
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