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means through which troops are exe-
cuting the war, the parliament’s pas-
sage of an NGO law hinders the deliv-
ery of much needed services, the expul-
sion of the head of the U.N. humani-
tarian arm and obstruction of U.N.
peacekeeping operations to protect ci-
vilians, and the refusal of the parties
to engage in good-faith negotiations to
end hostilities all paint a picture of
two opposing sides that have very little
regard for the needs or wellbeing of
South Sudanese citizens.

In light of the gravity of the situa-
tion on the ground, we must urgently
consider taking several steps: First, we
should push for a United Nations arms
embargo on South Sudan to stop the
flow of arms to all warring factions. We
may or may not be successful in con-
vincing all of the Permanent Five
members of the Security Council to
agree with us on this, but we will never
be successful if we don’t make the at-
tempt. On July 1, the United Nations
Security Council imposed personal tar-
geted sanctions on six South Sudanese
generals it believes are fueling the
fighting. I welcome this move, but I
have doubts that this alone will prove
a game changer. Strangling the supply
of arms and materiel of the actors on
the ground could prove far more effec-
tive than sanctioning military leaders
who don’t travel outside the country or
hold assets internationally.

Second, we must undertake a review
of the military training and assistance
we are providing to countries in the re-
gion to determine whether soldiers we
have trained and equipment we have
supplied are being used to either com-
mit human rights abuses in South
Sudan or prolong hostilities. We should
also consider whether extra safeguards
are warranted to ensure that U.S. secu-
rity assistance is not being used to sup-
port the warring factions or otherwise
contributing to the conflict.

Third, we must expand our invest-
ments in reconciliation efforts. USAID
has joined with international partners
and is doing a tremendous job on the
humanitarian front. But our aid
should, to the extent possible, be cou-
pled with an increase in peace and rec-
onciliation activities. The vicious na-
ture of the attacks on civilians will
make post-war, community-level re-
construction efforts and national heal-
ing enormously difficult. We cannot
wait until the war is over to begin to
bring people together. These programs
should also include activities that sup-
port justice at the local level so that
people who have borne the brunt of the
violence can obtain some measure of
closure.

Fourth, we must begin to look at how
we put accountability mechanisms in
place. During his trip to east Africa in
May, Secretary Kerry announced $5
million to support accountability ef-
forts. I applaud this move, and am
pleased to hear that we are supporting
the collection of evidence of gross
human rights violations and preserving
records for use in the future. We must

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

take each and every opportunity we
can to make clear that the United
States is committed to bringing human
rights abusers to justice. However, we
can do more. We should push regional
actors to move forward with efforts to
establish the parameters and modali-
ties of a court or other transitional
justice mechanism. Initiating such
mechanisms now—rather than waiting
for an end to the war—more adequately
demonstrates the international com-
munity’s commitment to justice for
victims than empty statements on the
importance of accountability.

Finally, I urge President Obama to
convene a meeting with the Secretaries
General of the Africa Union and United
Nations while he is in Addis Ababa this
month to discuss a way forward that
involves those two bodies and members
of the Troika. And these talks must in-
volve key regional players who could
prove spoilers to any process, including
Sudan and Uganda.

The cost of this war has been astro-
nomical. The U.N. Mission to South
Sudan has cost over $2 billion in the
past 2 years alone. The international
community has provided nearly $2.7
billion in humanitarian assistance. The
United States alone has provided more
than $1.2 billion for those purposes.
This is money that should have been
invested in building a country that had
already been devastated by decades of
war with Sudan. However, the real
tragedy is not the dollars lost—it is in
the thousands of lives lost, the seeds
sown of ethnic hatred and division and
the squandering of an opportunity to
build a nation that could provide a fu-
ture to millions of people that were
marginalized, attacked and abused by
Khartoum. We must take action now to
stop the war and prevent the deaths of
thousands more South Sudanese.

———

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT
KATHRYN ELIZABETH ROSENBERG

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to
recognize and honor Lieutenant Kath-
ryn Rosenberg, U.S. Navy, as she trans-
fers from the Navy Office of Legislative
Affairs.

A native of Pennsylvania, Lieutenant
Rosenberg was commissioned an ensign
through the Naval ROTC Program
upon graduation from George Wash-
ington University in 2008.

Lieutenant Rosenberg, a surface war-
fare officer, has performed in a consist-
ently outstanding manner under the
most challenging of circumstances.
Lieutenant Rosenberg served with dis-
tinction and gained extensive experi-
ence in the surface fleet during her
first two sea tours. While assigned to
the USS Stockdale (DDG 106) from June
2008 to November 2010, Lieutenant
Rosenberg served as the pre-commis-
sioning auxiliaries officer and combat
information center officer while ob-
taining her surface warfare officer pin
and engineering officer of the watch
qualification. From March 2011 to De-
cember 2012, Lieutenant Rosenberg was
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assigned to the USS Vicksburg (CG 69),
where she served as the fire control of-
ficer while qualifying as the anti-air
warfare commander, force anti-air war-
fare commander, and force tactical ac-
tion officer.

Since January 2013, Lieutenant
Rosenberg has served as a Senate liai-
son officer in the Navy Office of Legis-
lative Affairs. In this capacity, she has
been a major asset to the Navy and
Congress. Over the course of the last 2
years, Lieutenant Rosenberg has led 21
Congressional delegations to 36 dif-
ferent countries. She has escorted 54
Members of Congress and 36 personal
and professional staff members. She
has distinguished herself by going
above and beyond the call of duty to fa-
cilitate and successfully execute each
and every trip, despite any number of
weather, aircraft, and diplomatic com-
plications. Her leadership, energy, and
integrity have ensured that numerous
challenging Senate overseas trips have
been flawlessly executed, to include an
arduous trip to Afghanistan.

This Chamber will feel Lieutenant
Rosenberg’s absence. I join many past
and present Members of Congress in my
gratitude and appreciation to Lieuten-
ant Rosenberg for her outstanding
leadership and her unwavering support
of the missions of the U.S. Navy, the
Senate Armed Services Committee,
Senate Foreign Relations Committee,
Senate Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, and others. I wish Lieutenant

Rosenberg ‘‘fair winds and following
seas.”’
————
ACCREDITATION

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the RECORD a copy of my remarks at
the Senate Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor and Pensions hearing on
‘“‘Reauthorizing the Higher Education
Act: Evaluating Accreditation’s Role
in Ensuring Quality.”

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ACCREDITATION

We’re here today to discuss our system for
ensuring that colleges are giving students a
good education. That’s called accreditation.

Accreditation is a self-governing process
that was created by colleges in the 1800s. The
organizations they created were intended to
help colleges distinguish themselves from
high schools and later, to accredit one an-
other.

At this time there was no federal involve-
ment in higher education or accreditation,
and right around the end of World War II,
about 5% of the population had earned a col-
lege degree.

Accreditation however took on a new role
in the 1950’s. After the Korean War, Congress
went looking for a way to ensure that the
money spent for the GI Bill to help veterans
go to college was being used at legitimate,
quality institutions.

Congress had enough sense to know they
couldn’t do the job of evaluating the diver-
sity of our colleges and universities them-
selves so they outsourced the task to accred-
itation. Accreditors became, as many like to
say, ‘‘gatekeepers’ to federal funds.
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