February 11, 2015

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to express my strongest support for the
invitation to have Prime Minister Ben-
jamin Netanyahu address this body and
to express my personal support for the
Speaker’s invitation.

Congress is a coequal branch. The
Constitution acknowledges that. It es-
tablishes that. To suggest, as some
have, that this body does not have a
role in the geopolitical and diplomatic
strategy of this Nation is flatly wrong.

This body, this Congress, funds our
diplomatic activities. We, this body,
this Congress, funds our military ac-
tivities. And this body authorizes the
use of military force, as acknowledged
by the President just today with his
delivery of a request for an authoriza-
tion to use military force.

This body, this Congress, authorizes
sanctions. And this body has expressed
strong support in recent years for addi-
tional sanctions on Iran. We have a dis-
agreement with the President, very re-
spectfully, on this issue. But to suggest
that this body, this Congress, this co-
equal branch, established by article I of
the Constitution, should simply lay
down its responsibility because the
President of the United States sug-
gested during the State of the Union
that he will veto any additional sanc-
tions we pass would be a dereliction of
the duty of this body, of this Congress.
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That is why we have expressed our
interest and we have said to the Presi-
dent that we do want to hear from our
greatest ally in the Middle East to ex-
press our position of how to secure the
region. It is appropriate. We are a co-
equal branch.

At a time when the President con-
tinues negotiations with Iran over the
objections of so many in this body, at
a time when the administration has
had to acknowledge—forced to ac-
knowledge a secret letter to Iran, it is
appropriate for this body to stand up,
and it is appropriate for this body to
suggest that we stand with Israel per-
haps in a way that the President does
not.

This body, this House, this Member,
we welcome the Prime Minister here in
March. We look forward to hearing his
vision, the vision of our greatest ally
in the region, on securing peace in the
Middle East, providing for the stability
of the Middle East, securing democ-
racy, and to say with the people of
Israel that we stand with you in pro-
viding for your security.

———

CONTINUED REMITTANCES TO
SOMALIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, my ques-
tion to all my colleagues today as I
stand before this body is: If we could
prevent a humanitarian disaster, would
we? Should we?

Right now, Somalia may be on the
brink of a preventable humanitarian
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disaster. My district happens to be
home to one of the largest Somali
American communities in the world,
and it is certainly the largest in the
Western Hemisphere.

My constituents have come to me
and have explained in very detailed and
moving ways that it is time for us to
figure out this problem that we have in
the United States with helping people
remit money that they have earned to
their loved ones in the Horn of Africa.

Somali Americans in my district are
proud of the progress Somalia has
made, as I am and many people around
the world are. This is a nation that, for
over two decades, had civil war but
now has a President, a legislature, and
is planning for elections in 2016.

This country is fighting off al
Shabaab, a terrorist organization in
league with al Qaeda, and this nation
has successfully fought off famine and
want of many Kkinds. Now, they are on
another kind of problem, and this prob-
lem has to do with remittances and the
ability of Somali Americans to send
money to their loved ones.

It is important to understand that
the progress they have made is fragile.
We, in the United States, don’t need to
worry about sending money there right
now, although we should, and we have,
and we are. We need to just get out of
the way to allow Somali Americans to
send money to their own loved ones,
and our financial system is inhibiting
that.

Every year, Somali Americans send
about $215 million to Somalia, a figure
comparable to the entire U.S. aid pack-
age, which is approximately about $200
million a year. Individual Somali
Americans send more money than the
whole Government of the United States
sends there, and that vital pipeline is
lifesaving money that is shut off now
as we speak.

The bank that provided 60 percent of
the remittances or funds sent to Soma-
lia closed accounts of businesses that
transfer money from the U.S. to Soma-
lia, and this is catastrophic.

Now, Somali Americans cannot send
money to their loved ones, and Somalis
can no longer receive money that they
depend on for food, for school fees, for
medical bills. Many of the financial in-
stitutions in the United States have
chosen to avoid serving money services
businesses that send money to vulner-
able nations like Somalia, due to con-
cern that the money could find its way
into bank accounts of unsavory money
launderers.

The goal of the U.S. financial regu-
lator is good. We want to keep money
from the money launderers and the ter-
rorists; but do we arrive at a point
where our regulation is so tight that
even the legitimate money that we
want to flow is being cut off?

I am calling on our government to
get together—Treasury, the Office of
the Comptroller of the Currency, State
Department—and have a real conversa-
tion, how we can stop the bad money
but also let the good money flow.
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As I said, Somalia depends upon this
money. It is a very fragile state. It is
emerging from being a failed state. If
they cut the remittances off, we will
see catastrophic results.

One of those catastrophic results will
be an opening to groups like al
Shabaab, a terrorist group that argues
that the United States and the West
generally don’t want to help Somalia.

We need to stop them from using
that recruiting message by figuring out
how we can achieve our goals of stop-
ping bad money from flowing and al-
lowing good money to flow. For years,
I have been asking for agencies to work
with me to prevent this foreseeable
tragedy. We need to be creative about
finding a solution.

The Federal Reserve Bank of New
York could use its wire service to proc-
ess transfers to east Africa; that is a
possibility. We could follow the exam-
ple of the United Kingdom and set up a
safe corridors program for banks to
safely transfer money while managing
risk. We could provide proactive train-
ing and assistance for banks that want
to serve east African communities.
There is no shortage of ideas.

I urge our government to sit down at
a table and figure out a way to stop the
money launderers and the bad money
from flowing, but to certainly allow le-
gitimate remittances to flow. We could
prevent a catastrophe if we do.

————

END THE DEPARTMENT OF HOME-
LAND SECURITY IMPASSE NOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. TAKAI) for 5 minutes.

Mr. TAKAI Aloha, Mr. Speaker.

On February 27, the Department of
Homeland Security will run out of
money—17 more days. If this is not re-
solved, at best case, approximately
200,000 workers will stay on the job
without pay or be furloughed or, at
worst, not work.

Mr. Speaker, I was elected to Con-
gress and came here promising my con-
stituents no more government shut-
downs, no more Federal furloughs, and
no more sequestration; yet here we are,
on the verge of letting funding for
Homeland Security run out and par-
tially shutting down government. This
impasse needs to end, and it needs to
end now.

I say the bottom line—to paraphrase
DHS Secretary Johnson’s point—is se-
curity for our Nation is not free. Our
homeland security cannot be hijacked
by political games. We must get past
this political stalemate and work out a
clean bill for funding Homeland Secu-
rity.

If we don’t, significant portions of
the Department of Homeland Security
could be crippled, and hundreds of
thousands of critical Federal per-
sonnel—our constituents—could be af-
fected.

Let’s remember that we are talking
about some of the most critical secu-
rity personnel who are working to keep
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Americans safe—shuttering the DHS
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office,
which would no longer alert and co-
ordinate with local law enforcement
agencies, and withholding the Securing
the Cities grants that pay for critical
nuclear detection capacities in cities
across the country; halting research
and development work on counter-
measures to devastating biological
threats, on nuclear detection equip-
ment, and on cargo and Dpassenger
screening technologies; crippling
FEMA'’s preparations for future disas-
ters, furloughing nearly 22 percent of
FEMA personnel; and ending FEMA’s
training activities with local law en-
forcement for weapons of mass destruc-
tion events.

Although some DHS employees would
continue to work in the event of a
shutdown, they would be forced to
work without pay, creating a signifi-
cant distraction and dealing a direct
blow to morale.

Among those who would be affected
and expected to protect Americans
without getting paid would be more
than 40,000 Border Patrol agents and
Customs and Border Protection agents;
more than 50,000 TSA aviation security
screeners; more than 13,000 Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement law en-
forcement agents and officers; more
than 40,000 Active-Duty Coast Guard
military members; and more than 4,000
Secret Service law enforcement agents
and officers.

Holding hostage funding of DHS for
the purpose of overturning the Presi-
dent’s executive actions on immigra-
tion is wrong. President Obama was
forced to take action because of the in-
action of this House to consider a bi-
partisan, comprehensive immigration
reform bill that the Senate passed last
year. Here we are again, yet with more
inaction.

We cannot waste any more time here
with political bickering, and it is not
fair to try to hijack Homeland Secu-
rity funding with an anti-immigration
agenda. The security of our Nation and
our people hang in the balance.

Again, no more government shut-
downs, no more Federal furloughs, no
more sequestration—let’s get to work,
come together, answer the call of our
constituents, and just pass a clean bill
for DHS funding.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 40
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

—
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.
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PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Loving God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

As we meditate on all the blessings of
life, we especially pray for the blessing
of peace in our lives and in our world.
Our fervent prayer, O God, is that peo-
ple will learn to live together in rec-
onciliation and respect so that the ter-
rors of war and violence will be no
more.

As You have created each person, we
pray that You would guide our hearts
and minds, that every person of every
place and background might focus on
Your great gift of life and so learn to
live in unity.

May Your special blessings be upon
the Members of this assembly in the
important, sometimes difficult work
they do. Give them wisdom and charity
that they might work together for the
common good.

May all that is done this day in the
people’s House be for Your greater
honor and glory.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

AUTHORIZATION FOR USE OF
MILITARY FORCE AGAINST THE
ISLAMIC STATE OF IRAQ AND
THE LEVANT—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114-9)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States; which was
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read and, together with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

The so-called Islamic State of Iraq
and the Levant (ISIL) poses a threat to
the people and stability of Iraq, Syria,
and the broader Middle East, and to
U.S. national security. It threatens
American personnel and facilities lo-
cated in the region and is responsible
for the deaths of U.S. citizens James
Foley, Steven Sotloff, Abdul-Rahman
Peter Kassig, and Kayla Mueller. If left
unchecked, ISIL will pose a threat be-
yond the Middle East, including to the
United States homeland.

I have directed a comprehensive and
sustained strategy to degrade and de-
feat ISIL. As part of this strategy, U.S.
military forces are conducting a sys-
tematic campaign of airstrikes against
ISIL in Iraq and Syria. Although exist-
ing statutes provide me with the au-
thority I need to take these actions, I
have repeatedly expressed my commit-
ment to working with the Congress to
pass a bipartisan authorization for the
use of military force (AUMF) against
ISIL. Consistent with this commit-
ment, I am submitting a draft AUMF
that would authorize the continued use
of military force to degrade and defeat
ISIL.

My Administration’s draft AUMF
would not authorize long-term, large-
scale ground combat operations like
those our Nation conducted in Iraq and
Afghanistan. Local forces, rather than
U.S. military forces, should be de-
ployed to conduct such operations. The
authorization I propose would provide
the flexibility to conduct ground com-
bat operations in other, more limited
circumstances, such as rescue oper-
ations involving U.S. or coalition per-
sonnel or the use of special operations
forces to take military action against
ISIL leadership. It would also author-
ize the use of U.S. forces in situations
where ground combat operations are
not expected or intended, such as intel-
ligence collection and sharing, mis-
sions to enable kinetic strikes, or the
provision of operational planning and
other forms of advice and assistance to
partner forces.

Although my proposed AUMF does
not address the 2001 AUMF, I remain
committed to working with the Con-
gress and the American people to re-
fine, and ultimately repeal, the 2001
AUMF. Enacting an AUMF that is spe-
cific to the threat posed by ISIL could
serve as a model for how we can work
together to tailor the authorities
granted by the 2001 AUMF.

I can think of no better way for the
Congress to join me in supporting our
Nation’s security than by enacting this
legislation, which would show the
world we are united in our resolve to
counter the threat posed by ISIL.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 11, 2015.
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