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MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

The Senator from Alabama. 

f 

SANCTUARY CITIES 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I first 
want to thank Senator ALEXANDER, 
and I have a few remarks to make 
about sanctuary cities and how they 
threaten the safety of our country. 

I am cosponsoring Senator COTTON’s 
amendment to this bill that would 
withhold Federal law enforcement 
funds to sanctuary jurisdictions. The 
amendment, based largely on the provi-
sions of the Michael Davis, Jr. and 
Danny Oliver in Honor of State and 
Local Law Enforcement Act, which we 
introduced a few weeks ago, ensures 
that jurisdictions that choose to en-
danger their communities and the pub-
lic at large by adopting these reckless 
policies receive no Federal law enforce-
ment funding. 

It is a fundamental principle of law 
enforcement that individuals who are 
tried in one jurisdiction and who also 
face charges in other jurisdictions are 
held and turned over to the next juris-
diction before being released because it 
becomes an extremely dangerous prob-
lem if they are released before charges 
are disposed of in another jurisdiction. 
That is being violated deliberately and 
openly by a number of cities in the 
country as an act of defiance and dis-
respect for those traditions of courtesy 
between Federal and State jurisdic-
tions and even county and city juris-
dictions. 

Congress has an obligation to ensure 
that limited taxpayer dollars are not 
given to those cities and counties that 
refuse to cooperate with basic Federal 
law enforcement efforts to remove 
criminal aliens from the country. 

I would like to take a few moments 
to talk about the life of Kate Steinle. 
Kate was a 32-year-old young woman 
who grew up approximately 40 miles 
east of San Francisco in Pleasanton, 
CA. She graduated from Amador Valley 
High School and California Poly-
technic State University. She worked 
as a sales representative for a medical 
device equipment company and was 
precisely the type of person every par-
ent aspires for their child to become. 
Kate’s family described her as ‘‘loving, 
smart and beautiful.’’ Kate’s brother 
said that ‘‘she was the most wonderful, 
loving, caring person.’’ Kate’s friends 
described her as an ‘‘amazing, very 
compassionate person’’ with an infec-
tious smile and the kind of friend who 
was always there. 

Last Wednesday, Kate had plans to 
visit her brother and his wife in 
Pleasanton with the hopes of learning 
whether she would soon have a new 

niece or nephew. Before leaving, she 
spent some time with her father stroll-
ing around San Francisco and taking 
pictures at Pier 14—one of the busiest 
and most popular tourist destinations 
in the city. 

While on Pier 14 and in broad day-
light, Kate was shot to death by an il-
legal alien. Kate’s mother, Liz Sul-
livan, described the horrific encounter 
to the San Francisco Chronicle, ex-
plaining that Kate just kept saying, 
‘‘Dad, help me, help me.’’ Kate’s father 
performed CPR until the paramedics 
arrived and took her to the hospital, 
where she fought for her life but ulti-
mately passed away. 

Her death was at the hands of Fran-
cisco Sanchez, an illegal alien with 
seven felony convictions who had been 
deported to Mexico at least six sepa-
rate times, most recently in 2009. Ac-
cording to information obtained by my 
office, this individual’s criminal his-
tory includes multiple criminal convic-
tions and lengthy Federal and State 
prison sentences dating back to 1991, 
including felony heroin possession, fel-
ony manufacture of narcotics, revoked 
probation, and at least four convictions 
for illegal reentry after deportation, 
among others. 

In an interview with local media, this 
individual admitted to shooting Kate. 
In the same interview, the individual 
stated that he repeatedly returned to 
San Francisco because he knew San 
Francisco was a sanctuary city where 
he would not be pursued by immigra-
tion officials. 

Make no mistake—in essence, that is 
what a sanctuary city is. Not only do 
they not honor detainers—the basic 
law enforcement requirement between 
jurisdictions—but they send a signal 
that ‘‘No matter whether you are legal 
or illegal, you are safe in our city, and 
we will do nothing to facilitate your 
apprehension for violations of law.’’ 

Despite this extensive criminal his-
tory of approximately six prior depor-
tations and no obligation to release 
this individual to local custody in San 
Francisco—a jurisdiction that is 
known to release illegal immigrants 
back into the public—Federal authori-
ties turned this individual over to San 
Francisco on March 26. 

I question whether the Federal Gov-
ernment should have ever turned him 
over to San Francisco. Perhaps they 
should have deported him on the spot. 
But, courtesy says, San Francisco indi-
cated they had another criminal charge 
and they turned him over. The charge 
apparently was for distribution of a 
controlled substance. On April 15, for 
reasons which at this point are un-
clear, this individual was released from 
San Francisco County Jail—an action 
that led directly to the death of Kate 
Steinle on July 1. 

So San Francisco filed a detainer 
with the Bureau of Prisons, which had 
this individual in custody, and the Bu-
reau of Prisons dutifully—according to, 
it appears, normal procedures—turned 
him over to San Francisco for proc-

essing of San Francisco’s criminal 
charge. Then, the U.S. Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement, doing its 
job, filed their detainer with San Fran-
cisco in effect saying: San Francisco, 
when you finish handling this case, he 
is ours to be deported. Being a sanc-
tuary city, however, San Francisco did 
not honor it. 

Notably, within the same 24-hour pe-
riod, across the country in another 
sanctuary jurisdiction—Laredo, TX— 
Angelica Martinez was brutally mur-
dered with a hammer by her husband, 
Juan Francisco De Luna Vasquez, an 
illegal alien. He had been deported 
from the United States four times. 
Local police said this was the third vio-
lent encounter between this couple and 
that Vasquez had also had a previous 
driving-while-intoxicated charge and a 
charge for evading arrest. As a sanc-
tuary city, Laredo refused to even tell 
the Department of Homeland Security 
of the arrest and denied Homeland Se-
curity the ability to file a detainer 
with their jurisdiction. They just de-
nied it. 

These cases, colleagues, highlight the 
tragic and completely avoidable con-
sequences of sanctuary jurisdiction 
policies. Indeed, if not for sanctuary 
cities and the Obama administration’s 
continued destruction in other areas of 
immigration enforcement, Kate and 
others surely would be alive today. Her 
death could have been prevented, but 
the extreme open borders ideology that 
rejects even the deportation of crimi-
nals—that is, people who commit 
crimes other than the crime of enter-
ing the country illegally—led to her 
death, as it has led to the death of 
many others. 

Although sanctuary jurisdictions are 
not a recent development, they have 
been allowed to flourish under this ad-
ministration. Let me repeat that. This 
administration has allowed sanctuary 
cities to flourish. On a few occasions, 
officials in the government have com-
plained, once about Chicago, Cook 
County, but no action was ever taken 
to pressure Cook County to change. 
The administration has not only re-
fused to stop cities from acting in this 
way but has emboldened them with 
this systematic dismantling of immi-
gration enforcement. 

In fact, while this administration has 
taken legal action against State and 
local jurisdictions that have simply at-
tempted to help the Federal Govern-
ment enforce our immigration laws, 
they sued them to block their efforts 
to enforce the law or help the Federal 
Government enforce the law—States 
and counties which have never at-
tempted to deport people, but they 
have taken efforts when they capture 
somebody for a crime or for a DUI and 
find out they are illegally in the coun-
try—they would like to be able to turn 
them over to the Federal Government 
in some fashion so they can be de-
ported. 

This has been resisted by the Federal 
Government, unfortunately. In 2010, 
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the Federal Government openly an-
nounced it would not undertake any 
legal action against sanctuary jurisdic-
tions for refusing to cooperate with the 
enforcement of our immigration laws. 
Thus, while it had the time and re-
sources to sue States like Arizona and 
litigate such cases all the way to the 
Supreme Court, this administration 
has not spent a dime to take similar 
actions against sanctuary jurisdictions 
around the country, and the adminis-
tration was well aware of the dangers 
posed by these policies. 

Former ICE Executive Associate Di-
rector of Enforcement and Removal 
Operations Gary Mead said that sanc-
tuary cities—and in particular Cook 
County, IL—were ‘‘an accident waiting 
to happen.’’ That was obviously a 
sound prediction, and we have seen the 
tragic results. 

Not only has the government failed 
to stand up to sanctuary jurisdictions, 
but two days ago—the White House is 
now claiming that if Congress had just 
passed the Gang of 8 bill, the com-
prehensive amnesty bill, then this 
would never have happened. But the 
Gang of 8 bill the President pushed so 
hard for would have dramatically in-
creased incidents of criminal alien vio-
lence, officially legalizing dangerous 
offenders while handcuffing immigra-
tion officers from doing their jobs. Law 
enforcement professionals told us the 
Gang of 8 bill would have undermined 
the rule of law in America, not 
strengthened it. These are the people 
who know. 

Chris Crane and Ken Palinkas, presi-
dents of the National ICE Council that 
represents all ICE officers, and the 
USCIS union, respectively—these two 
leaders of these two important organi-
zations issued a statement on behalf of 
their officers—the key officers who en-
force immigration law in America. 
This is what our Federal law officers 
had to say about the President’s idea 
that the Gang of 8 bill would fix these 
kinds of problems: 

The [Gang of Eight] proposal will make 
Americans less safe and it will ensure more 
illegal immigration—especially visa over-
stays—in the future. It provides legalization 
for thousands of dangerous criminals while 
making it more difficult for our officers to 
identify public safety and national security 
threats. . . . 

They go on to say: 
The legislation was guided from the begin-

ning by anti-enforcement special interests 
and, should it become law, will have the de-
sired effects of these groups: Blocking immi-
gration enforcement. . . . 

They go on to say: 
[It is an] anti-public safety bill and an 

anti-law enforcement bill. 

Imagine if the country’s chief law en-
forcement officer—that is, the Presi-
dent of the United States—had spent 
that year trying to end sanctuary cit-
ies and deport criminal aliens and en-
force the laws of the United States in-
stead of trying to empower open bor-
ders activists and fighting against law 
enforcement and refusing to enforce 

whole sections of plain law through his 
Executive amnesty what could have 
been done to end unlawfulness in this 
country and turn this country around. 

Just to show how deep the disagree-
ment was between the Federal law offi-
cers and their supervisors—their politi-
cally-appointed supervisors—they actu-
ally filed a lawsuit in Federal court 
contending that their superiors were 
ordering them to violate their oath to 
enforce the laws of the United States. 
They sought relief in the Federal 
court. The district judge found merit in 
their claims, but ruled against them on 
a procedural issue. That case is now be-
fore the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit. 

It is an incredible spectacle that law 
enforcement officers were suing their 
supervisors—the political appointees of 
the President—because they were being 
ordered to violate the plain law they 
had sworn to uphold. 

It is time to get our priorities 
straight. We need immigration reform 
all right but reform that serves the in-
terests of the American people—not 
international corporations, not anti- 
enforcement zealots, not the open bor-
ders lobby. They don’t get to dictate to 
America how laws should be enforced. 
Immigration reform should mean im-
proving immigration controls, not fur-
ther weakening or eliminating them. 

Just yesterday it was reported that a 
six-time deported illegal alien in Ari-
zona was charged in a felony hit-and- 
run of a mother and her two young 
children who were seriously injured in 
the crash—six times deported, he re-
turns. 

When they return, do they not go to 
jail? Are we just going to continue to 
deport them time after time with no 
real consequence? 

Mr. President, 121 homicides have 
been committed by aliens who were re-
leased from ICE custody over the last 
few years. People who were released 
after being held by Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement officers, ille-
gally here—not deported but were re-
leased—have murdered 121 people. 

So over 170,000 criminal aliens with 
final orders of removal are walking our 
streets. ICE releases tens of thousands 
of criminal aliens every year into our 
communities. The policies of this ad-
ministration have effectively nullified 
law in a host of areas. That is plain 
fact. 

I have talked to the officers person-
ally. I know what the policies are. I 
know the effects of these policies are 
exactly what the administration want-
ed, exactly what the special interests 
wanted, exactly what the ACLU want-
ed, exactly what La Raza wanted. That 
is what they have been asking for. 
That is what this administration has 
delivered. 

Now, when a murder occurs which be-
comes national news, they say that it 
is not our fault; it is Congress’s fault. 

These actions have effectively nul-
lified plain law. George Washington 
University Law Professor Jonathan 

Turley—who supported President 
Obama’s reelection—has documented 
that. These are facts. The number of 
acceptable crimes committed by illegal 
aliens is zero. 

Congress must take action now to 
protect all Americans, including the 
millions of dutiful immigrants who are 
in our country, many of them in high- 
crime areas, to protect them from 
criminal gangs and violent offenders. 

Just recently, I, along with Senators 
VITTER, PERDUE, COTTON, INHOFE, and 
BOOZMAN, introduced the Michael 
Davis, Jr. and Danny Oliver in Honor of 
State and Local Law Enforcement Act, 
a bill named for two sheriff’s deputies 
in California who were murdered by an 
illegal alien with an extensive criminal 
record, and, I thought, three deporta-
tions. Talking to the widows of these 
officers recently, I am told that he may 
have been deported four times—and 
had an extensive criminal record. 

So this bill is a companion to the 
House bill introduced earlier this year 
by the chairman of the House Sub-
committee on Immigration and Border 
Security TREY GOWDY. It is a good bill. 

Our bill is similar. In addition to en-
hancing cooperation with States and 
local law enforcement and eliminating 
loopholes that allow criminal aliens to 
obtain immigration benefits, this bill 
would constitute a clear, strong, and 
responsible response to sanctuary ju-
risdictions and other government ac-
tions. Specifically, it would withhold 
Federal funding from sanctuary juris-
dictions that do not cooperate with the 
enforcement of Federal immigration 
laws or do not honor Federal immigra-
tion detainers, provide immunity to ju-
risdictions that honor detainers and 
hold aliens until ICE can pick them up, 
and provide a general sense of Congress 
that ‘‘the Department of Homeland Se-
curity has probable cause to believe 
that an alien is inadmissible or deport-
able when it issues a detainer’’ for an 
alien. That would clear up one of the 
loopholes being cited here to excuse 
some of these actions. 

By the way, I believe it is 300 sanc-
tuary cities and counties in the coun-
try out of 17,000 or so law enforcement 
jurisdictions. Some of them are quite 
large cities: Chicago, San Francisco, 
Los Angeles. 

The passage of these sections alone 
could do more to combat sanctuary ju-
risdictions and protect the people of 
those communities and really the 
country from criminal aliens than 
what this administration has accom-
plished in the 7 years or so it has been 
in office. 

It is time for Congress to make its 
first item of business the immediate 
passage of legislation to cut off Federal 
law enforcement moneys to sanctuary 
cities. Not one more parent should lose 
a son or daughter because American 
cities are harboring criminals. In any 
State—like mine, I was attorney gen-
eral of Alabama—one jurisdiction is 
prosecuting a person for a crime, and 
when that is completed and another 
one has a warrant against them, they 
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file a detainer. When you are finished 
with the criminal, he is sent back, 
whether he is acquitted or whether he 
is convicted. This is basic law enforce-
ment. It goes on in every jurisdiction 
in this country. 

The Federal Government holds peo-
ple for State jurisdictions and the 
State jurisdictions hold people for the 
Federal Government. I was a Federal 
prosecutor for 12 years. It is done all 
the time. It is shocking to me—abso-
lutely shocking—that a great city of 
the United States of America would 
not honor a detainer by the U.S. Gov-
ernment. 

The Immigration and Customs En-
forcement officers should not second- 
guess why it is issued or not. It is up to 
that jurisdiction to try or acquit or 
treat responsibly the person they are 
now prepared to release to them. To ig-
nore that is a breach of the most fun-
damental relationships between Fed-
eral law enforcement, and it is done for 
political reasons by political mayors, 
generally, and city councils to try to 
win votes, I suppose. It has no principle 
in fact. 

I am also calling on Congress to 
move toward a series of measures, 
whether as stand-alone bills, in appro-
priations measures or in any other 
planned legislation, to establish immi-
gration reforms that serve the inter-
ests of all lawful residents of the 
United States living here today. These 
are some things we need to do: 

End the release of criminal aliens 
from Federal custody. We cannot just 
let them go after having been con-
victed of a crime. They need to be de-
ported. The law says they shall be de-
ported. It has been ignored. 

Cut off visas to foreign countries 
that will not repatriate their aliens. It 
is an absolute outrage that countries 
like China refuse to take back people 
who are lawfully deported by the 
United States. Yet they want us to give 
visas to them. We should cut off fund-
ing. We should cut off their visas until 
they agree to promptly take back these 
individuals. That is the whole basis of 
international visa law. All nations 
know that. Most nations take their na-
tionals back promptly. This refusal by 
these countries backs up our system, 
costs us millions of dollars in housing, 
and all kinds of other additional prob-
lems. It needs to end. We can end it 
just like that if the President would 
take action. The law requires it. The 
President doesn’t really need a law to 
fix that one. 

Suspend visas to countries with high 
overstay rates. Some of these countries 
have this huge number that get a visa 
and never return home and they reach 
these higher rates. We don’t have to 
keep giving visas to countries whose 
residents don’t return like they are 
supposed to and at the time they are 
supposed to. 

We need to close the asylum loop-
holes and eliminate fraud. This is a 
huge issue and can be greatly abused. 
We need to end the catch and release at 

the border with mandatory detention 
and repatriation for illegal border 
crossers. This administration has 
ended Operation Streamline, which is a 
very effective policy. It started during 
the Bush administration and was con-
tinued for a while under President 
Obama. Now they have undermined 
that. 

We need to protect the work site 
with E-Verify. If a person can’t estab-
lish they are here lawfully with a law-
ful Social Security number, they don’t 
need to be employed. 

We need to curtail an oversupply of 
foreign work visas to protect American 
jobs first. The only immigration meas-
ures politicians should be discussing 
today are those that protect Ameri-
cans, that protect American security 
and safety and American jobs and 
American communities. More than 
enough has been done for the special 
interests. They have had their day. 
They had their day too long. 

Whether we are talking about em-
ployees at Walt Disney in Florida, un-
employed construction workers in Cali-
fornia or truck drivers in North Da-
kota, it is time for the needs of Ameri-
cans who are out of work to come first. 
We don’t have enough jobs for Ameri-
cans. We don’t need to bring in more 
foreign workers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE. The Senator’s time has ex-
pired. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I am sorry, Mr. 
President. I ask unanimous consent for 
one additional minute to wrap up. 

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

Mr. SESSIONS. There is no more 
basic need than ensuring that all 
Americans live in a safe, secure, and 
peaceful community. I believe the leg-
islation I have offered will take us in 
that direction. It is sound. It is respon-
sible. It is consistent with American 
law. It is well within all of the con-
stitutional requirements. I hope my 
colleagues will be able to study it as 
time goes by and pass it into law. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I ask unanimous 

consent to speak for up to 20 minutes 
in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

expect I will take less than the 20 min-
utes, just to reassure you, but I want 
to reserve that much time. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
this is the 105th time I have come to 
the Senate floor to urge my colleagues 
to wake up to the reality of climate 
change. I know the Presiding Officer is 
a veteran of several of these speeches. 
For far too long, far too many of us in 
this Chamber have simply dismissed 
the evidence of climate change. They 

have ignored the sober warnings of sci-
entists, generals, of doctors, of econo-
mists, even of big company CEOs that 
these risks are real. The warnings are 
clear: If we continue on our present 
path, we will leave our children and 
grandchildren with a world very dif-
ferent from our own and not for the 
better. 

By denying the science, dismissing 
the risks or simply by their silence, 
Senate Republicans have effectively 
pledged allegiance to the fossil fuel 
companies—companies that make a lot 
of money polluting the atmosphere 
with carbon emissions and that spend 
big on politics. 

Outside this Chamber, however, the 
American people want action. Ameri-
cans overwhelmingly favor limits on 
greenhouse gases and getting more 
electricity from renewables. It is hap-
pening across the country. It is defi-
nitely true in Rhode Island, my home 
State, but it is not just Rhode Island-
ers. 

Over this past recess, I went to Ten-
nessee. I found that people in the Vol-
unteer State see the effects, they see 
the risks, and they see the opportuni-
ties that come with climate change. 

In Knoxville, I met with Mayor Mad-
eline Rogero, and I heard about the 
great work she is doing. Knoxville is 
making their infrastructure more resil-
ient to flooding and storms and work-
ing to reduce its greenhouse gas emis-
sions, partnering with local utilities 
and citizens groups. Greenhouse gas 
emissions from the city’s operations 
were down 12 percent in 2014, compared 
to 2005. Their goal is to make it to 20 
percent. 

Mayor Rogero told me about the 
risks climate change poses in Eastern 
Tennessee: changes in the Smoky 
Mountains parks nearby, programs like 
Round It Up that help people with util-
ity bills getting hammered by earlier, 
hotter summer weather. She told me 
Knoxville wasn’t alone. Even little 
Ducktown, TN, built a 28-kilowatt 
solar array. 

I visited Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory, which is researching how climate 
change will affect Tennessee and the 
United States and the rest of the 
world. Let me tell you, they are not 
doubting climate change at Oak Ridge. 
They are planning for it. They are 
modeling warming up to 18 degrees 
Fahrenheit in the vast boreal forest re-
gions of the Northern Hemisphere. 

They are concerned about the phony 
science being propagated by the fossil 
fuel industry front groups—what I have 
called the parallel science designed to 
look like science without actually 
being peer-reviewed or meeting the 
standards—and they are saddened to 
see the public taken in and Congress 
stalled. They have a brilliant anima-
tion of industrial-era carbon emissions 
climate. If I could use a monitor in-
stead of this piece of cardboard I would 
show it to you, but I can’t. So you will 
have to find it. You can go to my 
website where I have a link: white-
house.senate.gov/climatechange. 
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