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The President famously said that he
had bigger fish to fry than trying to
prevent Washington and Colorado from
implementing what their voters have
approved. Just this last week, we had
more approvals from the State of Alas-
ka, the District of Columbia, and in my
home State of Oregon. Marijuana got
more votes in Oregon than anybody on
the Oregon ballot.

While States are still influencing the
reform, we need to bring Federal poli-
cies out of the Dark Ages. We need to
be able to harness the therapeutic
power of marijuana. We shouldn’t
force, for example, families to have to
move to another State to be able to get
relief for their children who suffer from
torturous, violent epileptic seizures,
simply because they live in a nonmed-
ical marijuana State when medical
marijuana has proven to be one of the
few areas of relief for these children.

While the States are moving in this
direction, the public is moving in this
direction, it is not too late for Con-
gress to move with these small steps
that will make a difference.

We should start with our veterans, to
give them access to their doctors, to
understand what this tool is, to see if
it can provide relief for them as it has
done for hundreds of thousands of other
people, especially veterans with chron-
ic pain and PTSD.

Make no mistake, this is not a Re-
publican issue or a Democratic issue; it
is a veterans’ issue. It is allowing the
public to be able to take advantage of
the proven therapeutic value, as over a
million Americans are able to do
today.

It is past time the Federal Govern-
ment makes its policies consistent in
the States in which our veterans re-
side. Give them this right, allow them
access to the therapy, give them access
to their own doctors.

Here is an opportunity for Congress
to catch up with the voters, to catch up
with the developments in therapy,
catch up with veterans’ advocates, and
do something far less risky and more
beneficial than what is too often in-
flicted upon them.

States have been showing leadership
on marijuana reform and hemp legisla-
tion. Now is the chance for Congress to
make progress, especially for our vet-
erans.

——————

INTRODUCING THE PATIENT
FREEDOM ACT

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

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, once again,
the President’s health care plan,
known to the Nation as ObamaCare, is
in the news, both because it is open
season for individuals to choose their
level of health care coverage, but also
because of the now-made-public sugges-
tion by a senior architect of
ObamaCare that the administration
would have to rely on, in his words, the
“stupidity’ of the American people to
get the President’s plan enacted.
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Those are shameful words that dis-
respect every American and have right-
fully been condemned by Members on
both sides of the aisle. I think the
American people know exactly what is
in the bill.

We are reminded of it every day that
we now live in a country where our
government will fine you—fine you—
for not having the health care coverage
that it deems adequate. It is called the
individual mandate, and it is a classic
government-knows-best ruse, but this
time with the threat of fines and pen-
alties on individuals who don’t comply
or, in the interpretation of the Su-
preme Court, with new taxes just for
you.

These fines will steadily increase
each year. By 2016, it is estimated that
6 million Americans will be subjected
to individual fines from their govern-
ment.

I take a very different view than
many in the current administration.
First, I think the American people are
smart enough to make health care cov-
erage choices for themselves. Second, I
don’t believe our government should be
mandating on individuals the health
care coverage that is right for them
and their family, particularly under
the threat of penalties and fines and
additional taxes.

That is why this week I have intro-
duced legislation to rescind the indi-
vidual mandate in ObamaCare as
though it never happened. Unlike the
906-page bill that was ObamaCare, this
bill, the Patient Freedom Act, is mere-
ly two pages. Every Member of this
body can know what is in this bill be-
fore we pass it.

Many of us believe that a full repeal
of ObamaCare is appropriate and right
for the country, but it is foolish for us
to think that the President will sign a
repeal of his signature legislative
achievement. That is why my bill cov-
ers only one provision, the individual
mandate.

Let’s have a government that, again,
trusts the people to make their own
discussions, that does not suggest, in
the terms of this now-famous adviser
to the administration, that the Amer-
ican people are too ‘‘stupid” to make
their own health care coverage choices.
Let’s empower people with true patient
freedom, true health care coverage
choice.

This modest compromise is very sim-
ple. It says to the American people, “‘If
you like your ObamaCare, you can
keep it, but if you believe that you
should have different coverage, you are
empowered, you are entrusted, you
have complete control over the health
care coverage discussions for you and
your family.”

We are entering a period in January
when compromise will be required for
this Congress and this President to
work together. This is a simple two-
page bill that says the American people
are indeed smart enough to make their
own health care decisions for them-
selves.
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I urge my colleagues to consider this
commonsense bill. Let’s put it on the
President’s desk and ask him to do
what is right for the American people.

———

PRESIDENT TRUMAN USED
EXECUTIVE ACTION

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, last
week, we celebrated Veterans Day, so
naturally, there was a lot of talk about
the military, but there was also a lot of
talk about President Obama taking ex-
ecutive action on immigration. It got
me thinking about Harry Truman.

Like me, Harry Truman was from the
Midwest and a plain talker who didn’t
mince words and sometimes made his
fellow Democrats uncomfortable. Like
every Republican and Democratic
President in modern history, including
this current one, Harry Truman was
not afraid to use his executive power to
fight for justice in the United States,
even when Congress failed to act.

In 1946, we had just defeated fascism.
We were already locked in a cold war.
Black, Asian, Hispanic, and Native
American troops had helped deliver
that victory against fascism, but when
the war was over, they faced the same
segregation, discrimination, Jim Crow,
and violence that they had before they
were deployed, markers of an era from
which we continue to feel the lasting
effects to this very day.

In response, Truman established a
Committee on Civil Rights. One con-
crete step the President wanted to take
was to desegregate the military, but
President Truman knew that legisla-
tion mandating desegregation would
not pass through the U.S. Congress,
which was dominated by Southern seg-
regationists who, it is worth remem-
bering, were mostly just like Truman,
Democrats.

But he pushed forward, and Harry
Truman signed Executive Order 9981 on
July 26, 1948. The last all-Black unit in
the United States military was finally
abolished years later. Congress caught
up with reality and with the President,
but it took many years.

I am fairly confident that Democrats
from North Carolina, Arkansas, Geor-
gia, and Louisiana asked Harry Tru-
man not to do a thing, but he did it
anyway. I would venture to guess that
there aren’t too many Members of Con-
gress today who wish that Truman did
not desegregate the military or had
waited however long it took for Con-
gress to evolve on the issue of segrega-
tion. He used his pen, and we celebrate
his courage today.

Here is one big difference between
what Truman did and what President
Obama is considering: President Tru-
man never, ever asked Congress for leg-
islation to desegregate the military,
but President Obama, as he con-
templates taking executive actions to
keep families together and spare cer-
tain immigrants from deportation,
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knows that he did ask Congress repeat-
edly to act.
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He has been judicious in his use of ex-
ecutive actions throughout his Presi-
dency, despite facing a Congress deeply
entrenched, well, in being deeply en-
trenched.

But he did ask this Congress to act.
He worked with both parties in the
Senate to help shepherd an immigra-
tion bill through in June of 2013, and
for a year and a half, he has waited, pa-
tiently deferring the use of executive
action as a last resort. He has held off
again and again so that he could give
the Republicans in the House of Rep-
resentatives time to pass a bill, but
they never did, never even considered
one.

When Republicans in the Senate said
gay people can’t be included under any
circumstances, the Democrats didn’t
like it. It offended us. But we said, let’s
keep trying to find a compromise.

When Republicans said they needed
30,000 more Border Patrol agents, the
Democrats found a way to include that,
too, in the Senate.

When the House said it would not
even consider a Senate bill, we Demo-
crats, myself included, said, okay, let’s
work on a House bill.

And when Republicans said immi-
grants could not get a special pathway
to citizenship and that we would have
to pass many separate bills piecemeal,
Democrats and the President never left
the negotiating table.

When the Speaker of the House called
the President last June to say that, de-
spite all of the Speaker’s efforts and all
of the President’s efforts, the House
was not even going to allow a vote, the
President said he would do what he
said he was going to do all along: use
his pen under current law to help this
Nation.

Now the Speaker says that the Presi-
dent is picking a fight with Repub-
licans over immigration and that he is
vowing to fight back, which is the
Speaker’s right. But I would advise the
Speaker that his fight is not with the
President or with Democrats; it is with
the American people. It is a fight he
will have to deport millions of U.S.
citizens’ parents; the spouses, hus-
bands, and wives of U.S. citizens; the
parents of DREAMers who know no
other country but this one. And that is
who the Republican Party intends to
fight.

But let’s be clear: nothing the Presi-
dent does will keep the House from
working with the Senate to pass an im-
migration bill.

Sitting at his desk in the White
House, Harry Truman said, ‘“The buck
stops here.”” And he was right then, and
he is just as right today about the cur-
rent occupant of the White House. The
President has a responsibility to act,
even when Congress refuses to do so.

And just like the 1950s and the 1960s,
after Harry Truman desegregated the
military, it will be time for this Con-
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gress to catch up to the executive
branch and to catch up to reality.

THE IRAN NUCLEAR DEAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
we are just 6 days away from the No-
vember 24 Iran nuclear negotiations
deadline, and as each day passes and we
get closer to the impending deadline,
we are presented with more and more
evidence that Iran is not serious about
abandoning its nuclear ambitions.

Here are the reasons why Iran re-
mains the greatest threat to U.S. na-
tional security interests:

Iran has been a U.S.-designated State
Sponsor of Terrorism since 1984 and has
been the foremost supporter for ter-
rorist groups across the world since the
Islamic Revolution in 1979.

Through its proxies likes Hezbollah
and Hamas, Iran has targeted America
and our ally, the democratic Jewish
State of Israel, with violent acts of ter-
ror for over three decades, including
the 1979 Iranian hostage crisis, the 1983
Beirut bombing and Marine barracks
bombing, and the 1992 Israeli Embassy
bombing and the 1994 AMIA Jewish
community center bombing, both in
Buenos Aires, Argentina.

Iran has been the chief supporter of
Hamas’ and Hezbollah’s terrorist and
rocket attacks in Israel like we saw in
the year 2006 and 2012 and again just
this past summer. In fact, since the
Iranian hostage crisis in 1979, the
United States has been officially in a
continued state of national emergency
with respect to Iran, a state of emer-
gency that President Obama just re-
newed last week.

Tehran continues to demand that it
has a right to enrich its own uranium.
After operating a covert nuclear pro-
gram for decades, Iran forfeited any so-
called right to enrichment. Yet the
centrifuges continue to spin and Presi-
dent Obama has seemingly acquiesced
to Iran’s illegitimate claim to enrich-
ment.

The regime in Tehran also maintains
an advanced ballistic missile program,
a program that just this week it used
to threaten Israel and U.S. military
bases in the Middle East. And it is a
program that continues to expand in
violation of several U.N. Security
Council resolutions.

Iran also remains one of the world’s
worst human rights violators. It is cur-
rently designated a Tier 1 Country of
Particular Concern, a designation re-
served for the world’s worst, most egre-
gious violators of religious freedom as
stated by our own State Department
and the U.S. Commission on Inter-
national Religious Freedom. Despite
the selection, not a real election, of a
so-called moderate last year, Iran’s
human rights record has only gotten
worse as Iran has executed a record
number of people under so-called Presi-
dent Rouhani.
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And despite all of this clear and in-
disputable evidence that Iran is led by
a dangerous regime that cannot be
trusted, these misguided negotiations
taking place right now focus solely on
Tehran’s illicit nuclear program, and
none of it is based on its other illicit
activities.

So while the President continues to
try to reach a deal on Iran’s nuclear
program at, seemingly, any cost, he
has turned a blind eye to the multitude
of other threats that Iran poses to us
and to global security.

Mr. Speaker, the President and the
P5+1 countries are operating as if
Iran’s nuclear program exists in a vac-
uum, and, in doing so, it jeopardizes
the stability of the Middle East and the
security of many of us in the West.
There is every reason to believe that
these negotiations are just one big ploy
by the Iranian regime, and the Obama
administration has fallen for it. That is
why it is up to us in Congress to be the
counterbalance.

Tomorrow, the subcommittee which I
chair will be convening a hearing on
the Iranian deal with former CIA Di-
rector General Hayden as one of our
witnesses. The general has said that
right now we are not getting the proper
monitoring and verification provisions
that we need, and he said were he still
advising the President, General Hayden
would tell him that this deal could not
be adequately verified.

That is why we must take action to
ensure that the administration does
not agree to a weak and bad nuclear
deal, and we must not waver in our re-
solve. Unless the negotiations result in
agreement that ends Iran’s other illicit
activities and ensures that Iran will
stop all enrichment and will dismantle
its nuclear infrastructure, then we
must act to impose and strengthen and
expand sanctions against the regime,
and the administration must walk
away and abandon these foolish and
dangerous talks.

————

THE CONGRESS OF ABANDONED
AUTHORITY

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as it
stands today, the 113th Congress will
go down in history as the Congress of
abandoned authority.

With little exception, this Congress
has failed to address the issues the
American people sent us here to take
on: tax reform, immigration, transpor-
tation infrastructure, climate change.
This Congress has shown little
progress, and in so doing, we have
ceded more and more of our power as a
legislature to the executive. Nowhere
has our abandoned authority inflicted
greater harm on Congress as an insti-
tution than our abdication of leader-
ship in the fight against ISIS.

The Constitution gives Congress, and
Congress alone, the power to declare
war. But while unilateral Executive ac-
tion on every other issue has been met
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