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happenings when I visited Ketchikan. There 
was no better guide than Sherrie when mem-
bers of the Delegation were in town. 

To me, Sherrie is a friend, close advisor, 
and one of the best staffers I have had the 
pleasure of working with. I know Sherrie is 
looking forward to a lively retirement, particu-
larly as a grandmother. I’m sure that she will 
continue to work hard, just as she has during 
her time serving the Delegation. Today, we re-
member Sherrie’s accomplishments and know 
that she will achieve many more in the years 
to come. 
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BURMA SANCTIONS SHOULD NOT 
BE EASED, LIFTED, OR REMOVED 

HON. TRENT FRANKS 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, May 18, 2012 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, on 
March 30, 2012, the Associated Press had an 
article about the Obama Administration ex-
panding sanctions against the Syrian regime. 
These new sanctions focused on military and 
security officials, particularly targeting the Min-
ister of Defense. In a statement, Under Sec-
retary of the Treasury David Cohen said, ‘‘The 
U.S. and the international community will hold 
to account those who stand with the Assad re-
gime as it trains the instruments of war 
against Syrian civilians . . . the time has long 
since passed for Syrian officials at all levels to 
turn their backs on this bloody regime.’’ The 
article went on to state that over 9,000 people 
had been killed in the fighting in Syria. 

Jump ahead to today, and reports in the 
Washington Post that the U.S. is now ‘‘coordi-
nating’’ ‘‘more and better weapons’’ for the 
Syrian opposition. Persian Gulf states are 
funding the weapons. 

Also today we hear deeply disturbing news 
that the Administration is ‘‘easing’’ sanctions 
against the dictatorship in Burma. This has to 
raise the question of why Administration offi-
cials are actively working—in fact ‘‘coordi-
nating’’—the delivery of ‘‘significantly more 
and better weapons’’ for the Syrian opposition, 
but is literally turning its back on and delib-
erately ignoring the extreme brutally being car-
ried out on a daily basis by the Burmese dicta-
torship against the people of Burma, particu-
larly the Kachin people. 

Why would the Administration lift sanctions 
against a brutal dictatorship that has years 
and years of documented, horrific human 
rights violations against the people of its na-
tion, when in the Middle East, the Administra-
tion is supporting the opposition forces fighting 
against a different brutal dictatorship? Why is 
it that one brutal dictatorship has the ire and 
opposition of the U.S. Government, but an-
other dictatorship, that has yet to prove it will 
uphold and implement its commitments, is 
being rewarded for continuing to attack, rape, 
and kill its people? 

What is going on that our nation, which says 
it stands for the protection of human rights 
and the upholding and protection of basic 
human freedoms, would decide to help one 
group fighting a brutal dictatorship while delib-
erately ignoring, and now, even supporting a 
terrible dictatorship on the other side of the 
world? The Administration needs to strongly 
reconsider its actions in Burma. 

This easing of sanctions against a brutal 
Burmese regime comes in the face of much 
opposition from the people of Burma, ethnic 
leaders, democracy activists, NGOs, ASEAN 
parliamentarians, and Nobel Peace Prize win-
ner Daw Aung San Suu Kyi, and is disturbing 
and puzzling to say the least. 

What does this Administration expect to 
gain for itself by easing sanctions against 
Burma? It certainly can’t be anything that will 
help the people of Burma, since the ethnic 
leaders and the democracy groups have urged 
the U.S. not to lift, ease, or remove sanctions. 

United to End Genocide says, ‘‘Economic 
investment is one of the driving forces behind 
the Burmese army’s attacks against civilians in 
Kachin State. By expediting the rollback of 
sanctions, President Obama has told Burma’s 
long suffering ethnic nationalities that they 
aren’t part of the equation.’’ 

Democracy leader Aung Din with U.S. Cam-
paign for Burma says, ‘‘The United States will 
be responsible for generously rewarding the 
regime if the war in Kachin State and human 
rights abuses in ethnic areas do not end, hun-
dreds of remaining political prisoners are not 
released, and political settlements between 
the regime and ethnic resistance groups are 
not realized.’’ 

The Vice President of the ASEAN Inter-Par-
liamentary Myanmar Caucus (AIPMC), ‘‘ ‘urged 
the U.S. Government to maintain sanctions on 
business activities in Myanmar, warning that a 
gold rush in the Southeast Asian nation could 
fuel further human rights abuses, risk fragile 
ceasefires and arrest ongoing democratic re-
forms rather than bolster them.’ As everyone 
with any knowledge on Myanmar will attest, 
the changes we have seen to date are far 
from irreversible. It is ludicrous to reward the 
current government’s untested reforms by pav-
ing the way for a gold rush. Fighting in 
Myanmar’s ethnic areas continues and many 
of the ethnic leaders are concerned that these 
reforms are just a ploy to pave the way for 
‘development’ projects on their lands.’’ 

The Central Executive Committee of the 
United Nationalities Federal Council, which 
consists of representatives of all the ethnic mi-
nority groups—all of whose people have en-
dured horrific attacks at the hands of the Bur-
mese regime—says, ‘‘It is necessary for the 
international community to oppose and pres-
sure Bamah [Burma] Tatmadaw for its wrong 
actions. Accordingly, we would like to request 
the international community not suspend or lift 
the remaining political, military, financial and 
economic sanctions.’’ 

And Nobel Peace Prize winner Daw Aung 
San Suu Kyi urged great caution in lifting or 
easing sanctions urging that the American 
people be allowed to decide whether or not 
sanctions against Burma should change. 

Instead of listening to the people of Burma 
as well as those outsiders and foreigners 
working on behalf of the people of Burma, the 
U.S. Administration has ignored them all. In-
stead, it has gone the path of cozying up to 
dictators and believing their promises . . . an 
odd decision since the dictators have not tend-
ed to keep their word in the past. The pattern 
generally has been that as soon as the dic-
tators have received what they wanted from 
the West or the international community, they 
have simply gone back to their old ways while 
the rest of the world stands by and wrings its 
hands in consternation. Nothing has been 
done to hold those dictators to account for 
their actions. 

Now, with the easing of sanctions, the U.S. 
has given the regime what it wants and has 
lost any leverage it might have. It is appalling 
that a country founded on freedom and de-
mocracy has taken steps to deliberately un-
dermine democracy and freedom in Burma 
and instead has chosen to support a dictator-
ship bent on absolute control of its people. 

I wonder if this Administration has read the 
stacks and stacks of reports detailing the rape, 
death and destruction of the ethnic minorities 
and their villages. Has it read its own State 
Department’s report on the dictators’ policy of 
rape of ethnic women? Has it read its own 
Country Reports over the years that have doc-
umented the torture of political prisoners? Has 
this Administration read reports that have 
come out in the past month about the 70,000 
displaced persons in Kachin State? The latest 
attacks have all taken place while the regime 
has allegedly been making ‘‘progress’’ towards 
democracy and openness. 

Would this Administration open up to the 
Assad regime and remove sanctions while its 
military was involved in deliberately killing the 
Syrian people? Clearly not. 

The Administration has even sent U.S. mili-
tary advisors and experts to help the Ugandan 
Government track and capture the brutal war-
lord Joseph Kony and his cronies. Yet, despite 
well known and thoroughly documented vio-
lence, brutality, and destruction under the or-
ders of the regime in Burma, the U.S. Govern-
ment has now decided that the people of 
Burma no longer matter. 

I am ashamed of these actions by the U.S. 
Government. The sanctions should not be 
eased, and the Administration must re-impose 
these sanctions and listen to the people of 
Burma instead of the siren call of the dictators’ 
money, brutal power, and false promises. 

To the people of Burma, I say, please know 
that you are not forgotten and there are many 
in the West who stand with you and will work 
to ensure that your freedoms and rights are 
upheld and protected. Your voice should not 
be ignored and you should be able to live in 
peace in your own country. Shame on those, 
particularly Western officials, who would tell 
you by their actions that you have no rights 
and your life is worthless. 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. NICK J. RAHALL II 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 17, 2012 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4310) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2013 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense, 
to prescribe military personnel strengths for 
fiscal year 2013, and for other purposes: 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chair, today, I voted in 
favor of Representatives BARBARA LEE’s and 
BARNEY FRANK’s Amendment that would limit 
Defense spending in the coming fiscal year to 
the amount authorized in the Budget Control 
Act of 2011. 

I am opposed to House Republican efforts 
to rewrite last summer’s budget agreement, 
unfairly shifting the burden for deficit reduction 
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to domestic programs while threatening yet 
another calamitous downgrade in the our Na-
tion’s credit rating. 

A balanced approach is essential to achiev-
ing deficit reduction. I remain optimistic that 
the Congress can find savings in both domes-
tic and defense programs. Certainly, I will con-
tinue fighting to ensure that cuts are not im-
posed that would harm our active-duty troops, 
military retirees, and veterans who have al-
ready sacrificed so much for our Nation. 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ McKEON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 16, 2012 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4310) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2013 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense, 
to prescribe military personnel strengths for 
fiscal year 2013, and for other purposes: 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chair, I submit the fol-
lowing exchange of letters: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV-
ERNMENT REFORM, 

Washington, DC, May 10, 2012. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Wash-

ington, DC 
DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON. I write to con-

firm our mutual understanding regarding 
H.R. 4310, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013. This legislation 
contains subject matter within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform. However, in order to expe-
dite floor consideration of this important 
legislation, the committee waives consider-
ation of the bill. 

The Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform takes this action only with the 
understanding that the committee’s jurisdic-
tional interests over this and similar legisla-
tion are in no way diminished or altered. 

The committee also reserves the right to 
seek appointment to any House-Senate con-
ference on this legislation and requests your 
support if such a request is made. Finally, I 
would appreciate your including this letter 
in the Congressional Record during consider-
ation of H.R. 4310 on the House Floor. Thank 
you for your attention to these matters. 

Sincerely, 
DARRELL ISSA, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, May 11, 2012. 
Hon. DARRELL ISSA, 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern-

ment Reform, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

letter regarding H.R. 3210, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013. 
I agree that the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform has valid jurisdictional 
claims to certain provisions in this impor-
tant legislation, and I am most appreciative 
of your decision not to request a referral in 
the interest of expediting consideration of 
the bill. I agree that by foregoing a sequen-
tial referral, the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform is not waiving its 
jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of let-

ters will be included in the committee report 
on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE 
WORKFORCE, 

Washington, DC, May 10, 2012. 
Hon. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to con-

firm our mutual understanding with respect 
to H.R. 4310, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013. Thank you for 
consulting with the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce with regard to H.R. 4310 
on those matters within the committee’s ju-
risdiction. 

In the interest of expediting the House’s 
consideration of H.R. 4310, the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce will forgo fur-
ther consideration of this bill. However, I do 
so only with the understanding that this pro-
cedural route will not be construed to preju-
dice my committee’s jurisdictional interest 
and prerogatives on this bill or any other 
similar legislation and will not be considered 
as precedent for consideration of matters of 
jurisdictional interest to my committee in 
the future. 

I respectfully request your support for the 
appointment of outside conferees from the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce 
should this bill or a similar bill be consid-
ered in a conference with the Senate. I also 
request that you include our exchange of let-
ters on this matter in the Committee Report 
on H.R. 4310 and in the Congressional Record 
during consideration of this bill on the 
House floor. Thank you for your attention to 
these matters. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN KLINE, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, May 11, 2012. 
Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman, Committee on Education and the 

Workforce, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

letter regarding H.R. 4310, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013. 
I agree that the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce has valid jurisdictional 
claims to certain provisions in this impor-
tant legislation, and I am most appreciative 
of your decision not to request a referral in 
the interest of expediting consideration of 
the bill. I agree that by foregoing a sequen-
tial referral, the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce is not waiving its juris-
diction. Further, this exchange of letters 
will be included in the committee report on 
the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC, May 11, 2012. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write to confirm our 

mutual understanding regarding H.R. 4310, 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2013. This legislation contains 
subject matter that falls within the Rule X 
jurisdiction of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. However, due to our cooperation 
in working out text prior to your markup, 
and in order to expedite Floor consideration 

of this important legislation, the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee will not seek a sequential 
referral or object to Floor consideration of 
the bill text approved at your Committee 
markup. 

The House Committee on Foreign Affairs 
takes this action only with the under-
standing that our jurisdictional interests in 
this bill, any subsequent amendments, and 
similar legislation are in no way diminished 
or altered. 

The Foreign Affairs Committee also re-
serves the right to seek appointment to any 
House-Senate conference on this legislation, 
and requests your support if such a request is 
made. Finally, I would appreciate your in-
cluding this letter in your Committee report 
on the bill, and in the Congressional Record 
during consideration of H.R. 4310 on the 
House Floor. Thank you for your attention 
to these matters. 

Sincerely, 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, May 11, 2012. 
Hon. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MS. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

letter regarding H.R. 4310, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013. 
I agree that the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs has valid jurisdictional claims to cer-
tain provisions in this important legislation, 
and I am most appreciative of your decision 
not to request a referral in the interest of ex-
pediting consideration of the bill. I agree 
that by foregoing a sequential referral, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs is not waiving 
its jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of 
letters will be included in the committee re-
port on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, PER-
MANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON IN-
TELLIGENCE, 

May 11, 2012. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: In recognition of the 

importance of expediting the passage of H.R. 
4310, the ‘‘Fiscal Year 2013 National Defense 
Authorization Bill,’’ the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence hereby waives 
further consideration of the bill. The Com-
mittee has jurisdictional interests in H.R. 
4310, including intelligence and intelligence- 
related authorizations and provisions con-
tained in the bill. 

The Committee takes this action only with 
the understanding that this procedural route 
should not be construed to prejudice the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence’s jurisdictional interest over 
this bill or any similar bill and will not be 
considered as precedent for consideration of 
matters of jurisdictional interest to the 
Committee in the future, including in con-
nection with any subsequent consideration 
of the bill by the House. In addition, the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence 
will seek conferees on any provisions of the 
bill that are within its jurisdiction during 
any House-Senate conference that may be 
convened on this legislation. 

Finally, I would ask that you include a 
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter in the Congressional Record during the 
House debate on H.R. 4310. 1 appreciate the 
constructive work between our committees 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 06:20 May 19, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A18MY8.058 E18MYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
E

M
A

R
K

S


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-01T10:13:34-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




