September 22, 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
DAHLKEMPER). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoOXX) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. FOXX addressed the House. Her
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

e —

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. TIAHRT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
A SIGNIFICANT DAY FOR AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker,
it is a privilege and honor to have the
opportunity to address you here on the
floor of the United States House of
Representatives and to do so on such a
significant day. This is a day of events,
I believe, that will be marked for a
long time in at least political history,
and hopefully it will be marked in the
hearts and minds of the American peo-
ple as well.

And I can think of a couple of events
today, one that is unfolding as we
speak, and another that unfolded ear-
lier when the United States Senate had
a cloture vote and didn’t have the
votes to force HARRY REID’s version of
the Department of Defense authoriza-
tion bill to actually come up for a vote
before the United States Senate.
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The cloture vote failed because he at-
tached two unrelated issues, unessen-
tial issues, to that bill. The politics of
it are such, pick your side of the argu-
ment. My side of the argument, Madam
Speaker, is that they were unnecessary
pieces of legislation that were attached
to experiment socially with the mili-
tary, not essential legislation. And the
objection on the part of even the Re-
publicans that supported each piece of
that legislation was that procedurally,
the majority leader in the TUnited
States Senate had crossed the line.

So the Department of Defense au-
thorization bill is now frozen in place.
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I think it must come forward at some
time. The indications that we are get-
ting is that will not happen until a
lame duck session. That means after
the election and after a new United
States Senate is elected and after a
new United States House of Represent-
atives is elected. Then the people who
no longer represent the will of the
American people come back to do the
essential business of the United States
of America, but they don’t have the
support any longer of the voters who
have chosen some different people.

But the two pieces of legislation I am
talking about that were attached to
the DOD authorization bill are the
Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell policy, which is
something that was implemented under
President Bill Clinton back in the era
when he wanted to put gays in the
military, found that he ran into a po-
litical buzz saw, and settled for a com-
promise. And I didn’t support it at the
time, to be straight about that, Madam
Speaker, but in retrospect it was a
pretty good policy. Essentially it was
we have people with different inclina-
tions, and those who come to serve
America can do so without announcing
their sexual preferences. And as long as
they keep that to themselves, they can
serve in the United States military.
That policy has served our military
well for these last 15 or so years that it
has been in place. I suspect it has actu-
ally been longer than that. Don’t Ask,
Don’t Tell, Bill Clinton’s policy.

Now, because of the activism of the
homosexual community, they have
pushed an effort, and the President has
made a campaign promise that he will
repeal Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell and re-
cruit into the military openly gay peo-
ple. That is a social experiment with
our military, Madam Speaker. The
military is not a place to conduct so-
cial experiments. One would think that
our military personnel should have a
say on this. One should do a study.
There has been a request for that study
through the Department of Defense to
get the results of what our soldiers,
sailors, airmen, and marines think of
this, and then make a determination
on whether to go forward with a dif-
ferent policy.

I am hearing continually Don’t Ask
Don’t Tell worked. Opening it up un-
dermines the effectiveness of our mili-
tary and it breaks down their readi-
ness, and it is bad for America’s na-
tional security. That seems to be the
tone that comes from the enlisted per-
sonnel. It comes from some of the offi-
cer personnel. But we know that when
you are, let’s see, one of the joint
chiefs, for example, or if you are the
Secretary of Defense, and the President
of the United States is your com-
mander in chief, and if he should tell
you in a Cabinet meeting, for example,
that you are going to support the re-
peal of Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, or you
are going to be mum on your opinion
and keep it to yourself, so this repeal
of Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell that opens up
access to the military for gays, so that
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comes about and that happens. That is
what takes place.

Our officers in uniform take their or-
ders from, on up through the ranks, the
commander in chief at the top. They
get the message from the top. So you
don’t hear the straight answer from
them that we like to think that we are
getting from our military personnel. 1
believe if you could hear that straight
answer, you would hear a far different
tone coming out of our Joint Chiefs,
for example. But the study should be
done. It should not be an experiment to
play with. What has happened over in
the Senate is that they refused to in-
voke cloture because it is inappro-
priate and improper to stick the repeal
of the Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell in the
DOD authorization bill. If HARRY REID
and others believe it should be repealed
and we should open up the military to
openly gay people, then they should
put it up as a stand-alone piece of leg-
islation. They should allow for amend-
ments on it. They should debate it, and
they should allow for a recorded vote.
And why not do it right now, HARRY
REID? Why not bring that up right now
as a stand-alone piece of legislation?
Why not roll it out on the floor of the
United States Senate right now? And if
you can pass it over there, send it over
here to the House, and I hope that
NANCY PELOSI picks that up. I hope
Speaker PELOSI picks that up and runs
it out here for a debate and a stand-
alone vote so the American people can
see where these Members of Congress
stand.

When you roll it into and you hide it
in a DOD authorization bill, then you
are trying to push a social activist pol-
icy without the accountability of a re-
corded vote. And that is what the Sen-
ators objected to, and that is why they
voted no on cloture. That is why Don’t
Ask, Don’t Tell will not be repealed, at
least in this period of time between
now and the November elections. If
there is a pledge over there to bring it
up in a lame duck session, we know
how those pledges work. If they do so,
a policy of that magnitude in a lame
duck session, after watching the dy-
namics in the United States Senate
change because of the elections that
will take place election night in No-
vember, and after watching a change
that will take place here in the House
of Representatives, to come forward
with a bunch of lame ducks and try to
pass legislation that is rejected by the
American people would be another in-
sult. It would be another affront to the
American voters, the American tax-
payers, to American citizens.

Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell needs to stand.
That is what the American people
want. That is what the military wants.
And there is a study out there that
needs to be completed. I want to look
at the results of that, and I want to
look at the methodology of it. I am not
necessarily endorsing the results. I
have not seen them, nor have I seen the
methodology.

But I believe, Madam Speaker, that
our military personnel that put their
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