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Because of these questions, the Colville
Tribe and the project proponents have been
involved in ongoing discussions in hopes of
reaching an agreement on how to proceed
with the project review process. As those dis-
cussions proceed, | would like to provide my
commitment to work with the Colville Tribe
and the project proponents as the legislative
process moves forward.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. Speaker,
as this chamber considers H.R. 1967, the “Bu-
reau of Reclamation Pumped Storage Hydro-
power Development Act,” | would like to pro-
vide some brief remarks regarding issues
raised by the Confederated Tribes of the
Colville Reservation.

The Colville Tribe has been participating in
a Federal Energy Regulatory Commission pro-
ceeding related to a proposed pumped stor-
age project on Lake Roosevelt and Banks
Lake in north central Washington. A portion of
Lake Roosevelt is within the boundaries of the
Colville Reservation.

The Colville Tribe has raised several ques-
tions about the project's potential impacts to
culturally and economically important fisheries
in Lake Roosevelt, water quality, and to reve-
nues the Tribe receives from the Bonneville
Power Administration from the operation of the
Grand Coulee Dam.

Because of these questions, the Colville
Tribe and the project proponents have been
involved in ongoing discussions in hopes of
reaching an agreement on how to proceed
with the project review process. As those dis-
cussions proceed, | would like to provide my
commitment to work with the Colville Tribe
and the project proponents as the legislative
process moves forward.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CoOK) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1967, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

O 1500

REAFFIRMING THE COMMITMENT
OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE
NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY OR-
GANIZATION’S PRINCIPLE OF
COLLECTIVE DEFENSE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res 397) sol-
emnly reaffirming the commitment of
the United States to the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization’s principle of
collective defense as enumerated in Ar-
ticle 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 397

Whereas more than 250,000 Americans died
in the Second World War to liberate Europe
from the scourge of genocidal fascism;

Whereas in the wake of the cataclysm of
the Second World War, the United States,
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Canada, and European partners founded the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
in Washington in 1949;

Whereas the foundation of NATO is collec-
tive defense as enumerated in Article 5 of the
North Atlantic Treaty which states that,
“The Parties agree that an armed attack
against one or more of them in Europe or
North America shall be considered an attack
against them all.”’;

Whereas NATO is one of the most success-
ful military alliances in history, deterring
the outbreak of another world war, pro-
tecting the territorial integrity of its mem-
bers, and seeing the Cold War through to a
peaceful conclusion;

Whereas Article 5 of the North Atlantic
Treaty has only been invoked once in history
when alliance members came to the aid of
the United States following the terrorist at-
tacks of September 11, 2001;

Whereas NATO allies and partners, includ-
ing Canada and countries in Central, East-
ern, and Northern Europe, including coun-
tries of the Western Balkans, and the former
Soviet Union have stood alongside the
United States in joint operations in the
Western Balkans, Afghanistan, Iraq, and
elsewhere around the globe;

Whereas NATO remains the foundation of
United States foreign policy of promoting a
Europe that is whole, free, and at peace;

Whereas at the Wales Summit in 2014,
NATO leaders agreed that each alliance
member would spend at least two percent of
its nation’s gross domestic product on de-
fense by 2024;

Whereas multiple Presidents have re-
affirmed the commitment of the United
States to the collective defense guarantees
in Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty;
and

Whereas the Constitution of the United
States grants Congress the sole power to de-
clare war: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) solemnly reaffirms the commitment of
the United States to the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization’s principle of collective
defense as enumerated in Article 5 of the
North Atlantic Treaty;

(2) strongly supports the decision at the
NATO Wales Summit in 2014 that each alli-
ance member would spend at least two per-
cent of its nation’s gross domestic product
on defense by 2024;

(3) condemns any threat to the sov-
ereignty, territorial integrity, freedom and
democracy of any NATO ally; and

(4) welcomes the Republic of Montenegro
as the 29th member of the NATO Alliance.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and to include any extraneous
material on this measure.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Speak-
er RYAN and Minority Leader PELOSI. I
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want to thank Leader MCCARTHY and
Minority Whip HOYER for their leader-
ship on this important resolution and,
of course, Ranking Member ENGEL, who
has also been a strong supporter of the
NATO alliance.

Mr. Speaker, in 1949, 12 free, demo-
cratic nations bound themselves to-
gether in an unprecedented defense al-
liance, the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization. These founding members
acted in the aftermath of the Second
World War to promote peace in Europe,
to promote their freedom, and to face
the threats they saw emerging on the
horizon. Now, more than six decades
later, this alliance has been the corner-
stone of transatlantic security, and it
has attracted other freedom-loving
democratic nations to join its ranks.

Of course, article 5’s principle of col-
lective defense has been key to the suc-
cess of the alliance, and we will not
forget how the United States has bene-
fited from that principle as NATO
members unanimously elected to come
to our support after the terrorist at-
tacks on September 11, 2001.

Proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction, cyber attacks, nonconven-
tional attacks by terrorist groups
against our people, these are threats
that NATO’s founders could not have
anticipated, yet they are the chal-
lenges that we must act now to ad-
dress. We are stronger, no question,
when we act together.

Now, Moscow’s strategic objective is
to break apart the NATO alliance to
boost Russian geopolitical influence in
Western Europe. In light of this, it is
even more important that NATO mem-
bers meet the standard of investing 2
percent of their GDP on defense. We
appreciate the few who already meet
the minimum requirement: Estonia,
Greece, Poland, and the U.K. At the ad-
ministration’s urging, others have
stepped up their game, such as Latvia,
Lithuania, and Romania, but others
have further to go.

This resolution calls on NATO mem-
bers to meet these commitments while
also reaffirming our commitment to
NATO and to the article 5 provision for
collective defense.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in support of this resolution,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this measure. Let me start by
thanking the leaders on both sides of
the aisle who worked to bring this
measure forward: Speaker RYAN and
Leader PELOSI; the majority leader,
Mr. MCCARTHY; the minority whip, Mr.
HOYER; and my friend from California
(Mr. ROYCE), our chair of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. Speaker, NATO has been the
most effective alliance of the 20th and
21st centuries. It stood as a bulwark
against communist aggression during
the Cold War. Since the fall of the So-
viet Union, it has played a critical role
in building an integrated Europe that
is whole, free, and at peace.
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At the heart of the alliance is the
value enshrined in article 5: An attack
on any ally is an attack on all allies.
That commitment has been so strong
across the decades, that the alliance
never once invoked article 5 during the
long standoff between Hast and West
during the Cold War.

In fact, article 5 has only been in-
voked one time in NATO’s history,
when the ruins of the World Trade Cen-
ter were smouldering in New York City
as the world rallied around the United
States. After the attacks of September
11, 2001, NATO allies did what we al-
ways knew they would: they said the
attack on us was an attack on all of
them as well. Since then, for nearly 16
years, American troops have fought
and shed blood and died alongside men
and women serving in the uniforms of
our NATO allies.

Mr. Speaker, this isn’t a commit-
ment we as Americans can take light-
ly. While I am glad President Trump fi-
nally affirmed the commitment of the
United States to article 5, I think it is
important for Congress to do it as well.

The administration’s hot-and-cold
approach to the alliance caused a lot of
unneeded heartburn for our allies and
caused even the best of friends to ques-
tion our commitment.

NATO is not a thing that can just be
thrown in with everything else. It is
very important to us, and we should
allow our allies to meet their commit-
ments laid out at the NATO summit in
Wales. It is very important that we do
that.

Right now, especially, we need to be
clear on our commitment to NATO.
The danger that Russia poses to the al-
liance, to Western democracy and an
integrated, unified Europe, is the
greatest test in a generation. If there
are cracks in the surface, you can bet
that Vladimir Putin will do all he can
to exploit them. Fracturing Western
unity is his top goal, and the United
States needs to be strong in our com-
mitment to NATO.

Today, the House is saying we will
not waver. We are sending a message to
our allies and partners and to Moscow
that a wager against NATO is a losing
bet. I would like to see the House take
an even tougher stance against Moscow
and immediately pass the Senate’s
Russia sanctions bill. This legislation
won overwhelmingly bipartisan sup-
port in the other body, and I am con-
fident we could act on it swiftly in the
House.

With this measure today, we are say-
ing with one voice that article 5 is sa-
cred, that NATO is strong, and the re-
solve of the United States and our al-
lies won’t be weakened by a bully sit-
ting in Moscow.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), Wwho
chairs the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on the Middle East and
North Africa.
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank our esteemed chairman as well
as the ranking member.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of Speaker RYAN’s measure which reaf-
firms America’s commitment to NATO,
article 5 and the principle of collective
defense.

Like my colleagues, I believe that
NATO has been indispensable in deter-
ring another world war and in pro-
tecting our values and ideals. It is our
commitment to each other and to
those ideals that have made our alli-
ance so strong, so effective. It is that
commitment to each other that has en-
hanced the territorial security and sta-
bility of each one of us.

Let us not forget that it was fol-
lowing the terrorist attacks of 9/11 that
NATO invoked article 5 for the only
time in its history, coming to the de-
fense of us, the United States. This was
a signal of unity, of strength, and that
is what makes article 5 so special.

I also appreciate the pledges of our
alliance members to share the burden
of the cost of our mutual defense by
aiming to spend at least 2 percent of
their GDP on defense by the year 2024.
That is so important, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause NATO’s role over the years has
evolved. We are no longer facing just
the threat of communist aggression; we
are facing a multitude of threats
against our mutual national security
interests around the globe, and we need
to be prepared for whatever comes our
way.

I am pleased to reiterate my support
for Speaker RYAN’s resolution. I thank
the chairman and the ranking member
for their commitment to NATO and to
the principle of collective defense. It is
ever so important in these dangerous
times.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, recently, 1
was in Brussels, and we met with
NATO officials on a codel led by the
Democratic leader, Ms. PELOSI.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI).

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank
him for his extraordinary leadership on
the committee, as well as the bipar-
tisan nature of this legislation that
Mr. ROYCE and Mr. ENGEL are bringing
to the floor. I associate myself with the
remarks of the distinguished former
chair of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Congresswoman ROS-LEHTINEN.

Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan resolu-
tion reassures our friends, it rebuffs
our foes, and it reminds the world that
America’s commitment to NATO’s
common defense pledge is ironclad.

When President Truman signed the
NATO Treaty nearly 70 years ago, he
called the alliance, ‘‘a long step toward
permanent peace in the whole world.”’

NATO has guaranteed the security of
the American people and our allies for
decades. Now some people don’t re-
member what those decades were like,
fighting the threat of communism. Ar-
ticle 5, the collective defense provision,
is the core of that security guarantee.
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Article 5, as the gentlewoman just
mentioned, was invoked only once:
when America’s allies joined in the
fight against al-Qaida after the Sep-
tember 11 terrorist attacks on our
country.

I, like many of my colleagues, have
traveled to Afghanistan, Iraq, and
other places and seen that our NATO
partners have shed blood in the name
of article 5 in our common fight
against terrorism.

Our commitment to article 5 is a
commitment to brave men and women
across the world who risk and give
their lives for the NATO alliance. Pre-
vious administrations, both Demo-
cratic and Republican, have strongly
and unambiguously stood by NATO and
article 5.

I was very sad, I will be very honest
with you, my colleagues, when meeting
with NATO leaders at the alliance’s
headquarters in Brussels, a building
dedicated to the victims of the 9/11 at-
tacks, President Trump refused to
clearly and unequivocally reassure our
NATO partners that he would honor ar-
ticle 5.

We in this Congress of the United
States, acting in a bipartisan way,
want to remove all doubt that the U.S.
commitment to the principles of a mu-
tual defense embodied by NATO are
ironclad. I keep using that word. Every
day, Putin searches for cracks in our
NATO alliance. We must convey to him
that this alliance is ironclad.

And now, just on another related sub-
ject, it is about our national security.
While we are glad to be passing this
resolution affirming America’s com-
mitment to article 5, the bipartisan
bill sanctioning Russia languishes in
the House. While the White House ca-
ters to Putin, Congress must hold Rus-
sia accountable for its actions by pass-
ing the Iran-Russia sanctions bill. It
passed the Senate 98-2—98-2—strong bi-
partisan support for a bill that con-
tained the Iran and Russia sanctions.

We can’t go home for the Fourth of
July without passing that legislation.
It is my understanding it was just a
blue slip problem that could be easily
resolved. That is how it was character-
ized when the President of Ukraine
said to us that they really need the
Russian sanctions enforced and
strengthened.

Let us have the courage to stand up
to those who menace the free world and
stand by our partners in support of a
peaceful, democratic, and free future
for all.

What we are doing today is very im-
portant. It is not just about a bill. It is
not just about an agreement. It is
about values. It is about security as a
value, something we take an oath to
protect and defend. This NATO agree-
ment helps us do that, but we must
also do what flows from it and say to
the Russians, who are the point of
NATO, you are going to have sanctions
because of your aggression in Eastern
Europe, and at the same time send that
message to the Iranians.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge a very strong
unanimous vote for this. This is some-
thing so bipartisan, so wonderful. It is
a good day. It is a good bill. It gives us
all hope.

I urge our colleagues to vote ‘‘aye”
and call upon the Speaker to bring the
other bill to the floor. I hope our dis-
tinguished chair and ranking member
of the Foreign Affairs Committee will
be able to be part of bringing it to the
floor very soon.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my dear friend, the distin-
guished ranking member, and I thank
my friend Mr. ROYCE, the chairman of
the committee, for their leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 397, reaffirming the commit-
ment of the United States to NATO’s
principle of collective defense as enu-
merated in article 5 of the North At-
lantic Treaty.
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As the head of the U.S. delegation to
the NATO Parliamentary Assembly,
and as rapporteur for the Transatlantic
Subcommittee, I can attest to the anx-
iety within NATO regarding the admin-
istration’s commitment to the alli-
ance.

Case in point, one cannot talk about
the U.S. commitment to article 5 in
2017 without mentioning President
Trump’s failure to embrace it in full
view of our NATO allies when he was in
Brussels earlier this year. It has been
widely reported that even the Presi-
dent’s own national security team was
blindsided by the omission.

I welcome this resolution, but it
would have made a stronger statement
to bring it to the floor immediately
after the President’s disconcerting
speech in Brussels. This resolution
maybe is less a profile in courage as it
is a sigh of relief.

Since the House failed the leadership
test on this account, let’s redeem our-
selves by taking up the Engel-Connolly
bill on Russian’s sanctions, and the
Iran-Russia sanctions package recently
passed in the Senate by 98-2, and send
it to the President’s desk for signature.

Any delay only furthers the trend of
obsequiousness to the executive branch
and enables this administration’s dis-
astrous retreat from global leadership.

I am proud to support this resolution,
I am glad it is on the floor, and I hope
it is an auger of things to come.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida (Ms. FRANKEL).

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Representative ENGEL and
Chairman ROYCE for their leadership.

Like my colleague, who just spoke,
over the last 4 years, I have been privi-
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leged to help represent the United
States at the NATO Parliamentary As-
sembly.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to borrow a
line from a very well-known poet who
said, ‘“No man is an island,” recog-
nizing that human beings do not thrive
when isolated from others, a concept
that is recognized by all religions.

This is more true than ever as our
world becomes increasingly dangerous.
And, more than ever, the United States
of America needs friends to stand
strong and stand up for our mutual
democratic values.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this bipartisan reso-
lution, committing the United States
to NATO article 5 collective defense.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the Democratic
whip, who is an original cosponsor of
this resolution.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. I want to
thank Mr. ROYCE and Mr. ENGEL for
their leadership. I also want to thank
Mr. MCcCCARTHY, Speaker RYAN, and
Leader PELOSI for their strong support
of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I went to Brussels over
the Memorial Day break. We met in
Brussels with the NATO leaders. The
Deputy Secretary General was there,
and we spoke about the confidence that
our European allies had, and needed,
for the continuing viability of NATO,
the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, and our commitment to the mu-
tual defense of the members of NATO.

That has been for 70 years the crit-
ical—over 70 years, really—the critical
stability that we have seen in the Eu-
ropean Plain, and it needs to continue
to be.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to cosponsor
this resolution, which reaffirms our
Nation’s commitment to the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization’s article 5
and the common defense among our
NATO allies.

For 70 years, as I said, NATO has
kept the peace in Europe and around
the world. Now, that does not mean
that we have had peace everywhere in
the world, but it does mean that we
have not had world conflagration, as
we saw in the last century.

From the Cuban Missile Crisis to the
fall of the Iron Curtain, NATO’s unity
in the face of common threats has
helped prevent a direct Soviet attack
against America and against our allies.

Since the end of the Cold War, NATO
has been adapting to meet threats new
and old. Together, NATO members
have served on the ground in Bosnia,
Kosovo, Afghanistan, and enlargement
has made the allegiance even stronger.

Now, with Russia once again putting
forward an aggressive posture to its
neighbors and the world—in addition to
visiting Bosnia, we also went to Lith-
uania and to Estonia, and I visited
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Denmark, as well—there is no doubt
that the neighbors of Russia feel a
pressure that has, over the last 15
years, not been as present. NATO’s
common defense commitment is as
vital to global security and America’s
security as it has ever been.

We know that Russia interfered with
our elections and has used cyber at-
tacks against our NATO allies to sub-
vert their democratic institutions as
well. Estonia, in particular, has devel-
oped, and is developing, defenses to
cyber attacks.

We, the United States, the leader of
the free world, must make it clear, un-
equivocally so, both to Vladimir Putin
and to our NATO allies, that the
United States stands firmly by its com-
mitment to the alliance and its collec-
tive defense.

It has only been once that article 5
has been implicated, and that was after
9/11, when all of our European allies in
NATO said that an attack on the
United States was perceived as an at-
tack on them, and they pledged their
unity and alliance and action. An at-
tack on one is an attack on all—an at-
tack on democracy, on freedom, on the
values that this country and our NATO
allies stand for.

It is in that context, Mr. Speaker,
that I urge my colleagues to join us in
giving this resolution—it says here on
this text—a strong vote of passage.
More than that, I hope this is a unani-
mous vote of passage. This is the op-
pression of the leader of the free world
that we will not only lead, but we will
act.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, we should
be clear that Vladimir Putin is testing
us. He attacked our democracy in last
year’s election, he is working to create
divisions among our allies, and he
would love nothing more than to see
NATO fail.

If the United States offers anything
less than our full-throated support for
the alliance, and our ironclad commit-
ments to article 5, Moscow will see
that as an invitation to undercut
transatlantic unity and fracture our
critical bond with Europe.

I am glad the House is coming to-
gether to ensure that it doesn’t hap-
pen. I hope we can continue to work in
a bipartisan way to shore up our alli-
ances and push back on Russian aggre-
gation. This is a real threat. Russia is
not our ally.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support
this measure, and I urge all Members
to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, as a coauthor of this resolution, I
also want to thank the other co-
authors, including STEVE COHEN of
Tennessee, who has been a leader on
NATO issues.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, let me say,
for the advancement of our own secu-
rity, the promotion of our values, and
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a strong statement of support for our
friends and allies, I urge my colleagues
to support passage of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in strong support of H. Res. 397, a reso-
lution that reaffirms the United States’ commit-
ment to Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty
and its principle of collective defense.

In the aftermath of World War I, the great-
est conflict in human history, the United
States, Canada, and their Western Europe al-
lies founded the North American Treaty Orga-
nization (NATO) in 1949 in Washington.

Founded on the principle of collective de-
fense, Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty
states that, “The Parties agree that an armed
attack against one or more of them in Europe
or North America shall be considered an at-
tack against them all.”

In the 68 years since the Treaty’s ratifica-
tion, Article 5 has only been invoked once, fol-
lowing the terrorist attacks of September 11,
2001, when NATO members came to the aid
of the United States.

NATO sent seven planes with 830 crewmen
from 13 countries to protect American skies
until May 2002, marking the first time in Amer-
ican history that the continental United States
was protected by foreign forces.

NATO allies and partners have stood with
the United States in joint operations in the
Western Balkans, Afghanistan, Iraq, and else-
where around the world.

Until this year, every American president
since the treaty’s signing in 1949—Truman,
Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson, Nixon, Ford,
Carter, Reagan, George H.W. Bush, Clinton,
George W. Bush, and Obama—has publicly
reaffirmed the American commitment to Article
5.

American presidents have affirmed this na-
tion’s commitment to come to the aid of any
NATO member that is under attack.

That is the symbolic meaning of the immor-
tal words spoken by President Kennedy in
West Berlin at the Brandenburg Gate in 1963:
“Ich bin ein Berliner.”

Mr. Speaker, the principle of collective de-
fense is the core of NATO’s founding treaty
and the NATO alliance has been the back-
bone of American national security and foreign
policy for nearly 70 years.

The strength and solidarity of this western
alliance kept Western Europe whole, pros-
perous, and free and paved the way for the
collapse of the Soviet Union and the liberation
of the nations of Eastern and Central Europe,
many of which have now been integrated into
NATO.

The Constitution of the United States grants
Congress the sole power to declare war, but
Article 5 does not increase the chance of war.

Rather, NATO is a bulwark against the out-
break of war because it deters aggression by
any adversary.

As a result, NATO is the most successful
military alliance in world history, successfully
deterring the outbreak of a third world war,
seeing the Cold War to a victorious conclu-
sion, and protecting the principle of territorial
integrity.

This is why | strongly support H. Res. 397,
which reaffirms the commitment of the Peo-
ple’s House to Article 5 of the North Atlantic
Treaty.

The resolution also expresses support for
the agreement reached at the 2014 NATO
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Wales Summit calling upon each NATO mem-
ber nation to allocate at least two percent of
its gross domestic product to defense by
2024.

The resolution also condemns any threat to
the sovereignty, territorial integrity, freedom
and democracy of any NATO ally and wel-
comes the Republic of Montenegro as the
29th member of the NATO alliance.

| urge all Members to join me in affirming
the commitment of the United States to Article
5 of the North Atlantic Treaty for this important
resolution by voting for H. Res. 397.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). The ques-
tion is on the motion offered by the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROYCE)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 397.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

CONDEMNING THE VIOLENCE AND
PERSECUTION IN CHECHNYA

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 351)
condemning the violence and persecu-
tion in Chechnya, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RESs. 351

Whereas, on April 1, 2017, the Russian
newspaper Novaya Gazeta reported that au-
thorities in Chechnya, a republic of the Rus-
sian Federation, had abducted, detained, and
tortured over 100 men due to their actual or
suspected sexual orientation;

Whereas multiple independent and first-
hand accounts have subsequently corrobo-
rated the Novaya Gazeta report, and describe
a campaign of persecution by Chechen offi-
cials against men due to their actual or sus-
pected sexual orientation;

Whereas, as a result of this persecution, at
least three deaths have been reported and
many individuals have been forced to flee
Chechnya;

Whereas Chechen officials have denied the
existence of such persecution, including
through a statement by the spokesman for
Chechen leader Ramzan Kadyrov that ‘“You
cannot arrest or repress people who don’t
exist in the republic.”’;

Whereas the same spokesman for Ramzan
Kadyrov has also stated that ‘‘If such people
existed in Chechnya, law enforcement would
not have to worry about them, as their own
relatives would have sent them to where
they could never return,” and credible re-
ports indicate that Chechen authorities have
encouraged families to carry out so-called
““honor Kkillings’’ of relatives due to their ac-
tual or suspected sexual orientation;

Whereas Chechnya is a constituent repub-
lic of the Russian Federation and subject to
its laws, and Ramzan Kadyrov was installed
as the leader of Chechnya by Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin;

Whereas Chechen authorities have a long
history of violating the fundamental human
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rights of their citizens, including through
extrajudicial executions, forced disappear-
ances, and torture of government critics;

Whereas Kremlin spokesman Dmitry
Peskov dismissed reports of persecution in
Chechnya and termed them ‘‘phantom com-
plaints’’;

Whereas Russia’s Human Rights Ombuds-
man, Tatyana Moskalkova, has also claimed
that such reports should not be believed be-
cause formal complaints have not been reg-
istered with the appropriate authorities;

Whereas the Russian Federation is a par-
ticipating State of the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe and a sig-
natory to the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, and thus has agreed to guar-
antee the fundamental human rights of all of
its citizens;

Whereas, on April 7, 2017, the United States
Department of State issued a statement say-
ing ‘“We categorically condemn the persecu-
tion of individuals based on their sexual ori-
entation” and urging the Government of the
Russian Federation to take steps to ensure
the release of all those wrongfully detained
in Chechnya, and to conduct a credible inves-
tigation of the reports; and

Whereas, on April 17, 2017, United States
Ambassador to the United Nations Nikki
Haley issued a statement saying ‘‘Chechen
authorities must immediately investigate
these allegations, hold anyone involved ac-
countable, and take steps to prevent future
abuses. We are against all forms of discrimi-
nation, including against people based on
sexual orientation. When left unchecked, dis-
crimination and human rights abuses can
lead to destabilization and conflict.”: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) condemns the violence and persecution
in Chechnya and calls on Chechen officials to
immediately cease the abduction, detention,
and torture of individuals on the basis of
their actual or suspected sexual orientation,
and hold accountable all those involved in
perpetrating such abuses;

(2) calls on the Government of the Russian
Federation to protect the human rights of
all its citizens, condemn the violence and
persecution, investigate these crimes in
Chechnya, and hold accountable all those in-
volved in perpetrating such abuses;

(3) calls on the United States Government
to continue to condemn the violence and per-
secution in Chechnya, demand the release of
individuals wrongfully detained, and identify
those individuals whose involvement in this
violence qualifies for the imposition of sanc-
tions under the Sergei Magnitsky Rule of
Law Accountability Act of 2012 (Public Law
112-208; 22 U.S.C. 5811 note) or the Global
Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability
Act (Public Law 114-328); and

(4) affirms that the rights to freedom of as-
sembly, association, and expression and free-
dom from extrajudicial detention and vio-
lence are universal human rights that apply
to all persons, and that countries that fail to
respect these rights jeopardize the security
and prosperity of all their citizens.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
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