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it could have an adverse effect if we are
forced to decide if it is even ‘“‘worth’ employ-
ing someone who is willing to work because
the risk is too great on our end.

ACA is going to put a major strain on our
industry. Omaha is home to many staffing
firms including several large nationally fo-
cused firms. Is there anything more we can
be doing to amend or exempt recruiting/
staffing agencies from the standard require-
ments of ACA?

Thank you for your consideration and
any suggestions,
BRAD JONES,
Vice President of Operations,
Cornerstone Staffing Inc.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PITTENGER). All time for debate has ex-
pired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 717,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of H.R. 3522 is postponed.

——
O 1700
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 9
a.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

————
THE PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I am here
on behalf of the Progressive Caucus.
And I will be joined by some other
members of the Progressive Caucus to
talk about issues that are important to
this country and issues that are impor-
tant to have a debate about in public.

This is our first week back. After 5
weeks of being in our home districts,
we have a lot to get done in this Con-
gress. And so far this week, we have
not exactly risen to the occasion. We
have important things to do regarding
the continuing resolution. We have im-
portant things to do regarding situa-
tions overseas. We have important leg-
islation that this Congress simply has
not gotten done. And, instead, another
week has gone by without addressing
some of the most important issues of
the day.

One of those issues that, I think, is
front and center in people’s minds is
what is going on overseas, what is
going on with ISIL in Iraq, perhaps in
Syria, and what does that mean for the
American people.

And I am here today asking many of
the questions that I get from people in
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the district. The President is going to
address the Nation this evening, and he
is going to give us his vision for where
he thinks this country should go. And
I am asking the President to please
come to Congress before military ac-
tion is taken against ISIL because it is
so important that we are a part of this
debate. We are the closest to the people
in this country, and Congress needs to
be involved. And I have some questions
that I would like to see Members of
Congress debate and the President help
us address as we decide this extremely
important issue.

I want to give props to Rachel
Maddow who, last night, I thought did
an excellent job on her program in
looking at some of the questions that
we should be debating in this body to
make sure that we are doing the right
thing by getting involved and that we
have got the thought ahead of time
going into it, unlike I think what we
have done previously when we have
gone into Iraq, as a country.

So these are some of the questions
that we would like to have answered
and we would like to have assistance
with. One, why should the President
seek congressional authorization and
debate for military action against
ISIL? Well, for one, it is in the Con-
stitution. The Constitution, article I,
section 8: “The Congress shall have
power to declare war, grant letters of
marque and reprisal, and make rules
concerning captures on land and water;
to raise and support armies, but no ap-
propriation of money to that use shall
be for a longer term than 2 years.”

Directly in our United States Con-
stitution is the power that this body,
Congress, has to be involved if we are
going to get involved in what would es-
sentially be seen as war. And I think
the debate that we have to have is,
what are we looking at as we look at
the situation in Iraq and perhaps in
Syria.

John Nichols from The Nation maga-
zine wrote: ‘It is a healthy respect for
the complex geopolitics of the region,
combined with a regard for the wisdom
of the system of checks and balances
and the principles of advice and con-
sent outlined in the US Constitution”
that we have a say. Those are the
words of John Nichols.

This Congress, in July, before we left
to go back to our districts, voted 370-40
for H. Con. Res. 105. We don’t get many
370-40 votes in this House. It was a bi-
partisan resolution. It had over-
whelming support and said: ‘“The Presi-
dent shall not deploy or maintain
United States Armed Forces in a sus-
tained combat role in Iraq without spe-
cific statutory authorization.”

That is the resolution that was
passed overwhelmingly in a bipartisan
way by this body just weeks ago. We
are facing these questions today. And
the President is going to present to the
Nation this evening exactly what he
would like to see us do and hopefully
will let the Congress have a say in it
because, clearly, the situation has es-
calated. It needs a debate.
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The beheadings have certainly
caught the attention of the country,
but we want to make sure that atten-
tion is on our behalf, not the attention
of someone who did that to try to pro-
voke a reaction, and that we don’t fall
into the hands of doing the reaction
that some people would hope that we
would do to engage in a region that
could be very complex.

And after this country has had so
many unfortunate failures in Iraq—
twice in my adult lifetime we have
gone into this region, with very limited
success, and we have gone into Afghan-
istan—we owe it to the American peo-
ple, to our veterans, our servicemen
and -women and their families, those
who have gone in and put their lives at
risk following 9/11, to have this rig-
orous debate in this very body before
us.
This is a complex situation. But
given the failures that we have had
previously in going into Irag—whether
it be the lack of debate, the lack of
buy-in from other nations and other
partners specifically in the region and,
quite honestly, the faulty intelligence
that we had or that were told at the
time—it has put us in a bad situation
in the past in this region.

In fact, one of the reasons we have to
have this debate is there are a number
of Members who are right now writing
authorizations for us to go in. In fact,
there is one from the gentleman from
Virginia, Representative FRANK WOLF,
that would essentially be an Authoriza-
tion for Use of Military Force that
could authorize force virtually any-
where, with no expiration date and no
specific targets.

And I can tell you, when I talk to
people across Wisconsin, when I talk to
my colleagues in this room and they
talk to their constituents, I think peo-
ple want better answers than that. I
know a year ago, when we had the de-
bate about whether or not we would get
involved in Syria, within 2 weeks in my
district, I received 2,200 responses, 97
percent to 3 percent who were leery of
us getting involved in Syria. And while
the situation is different from a year
ago and is even a situation different
from a month ago, I think the public
still has questions, certainly questions
that we need to debate in this body. So
we need to have that debate in Con-
gress.

What do we want from the President
in a new authorization? Well, I think
there are three things that should be in
that. One is that Congress has a say.
Again, we have the ability to have a
vote. We are elected and accountable
to our districts, and these decisions are
not just made behind closed doors
without the advice and consent of Con-
gress. We will have a stronger effort if
we have that public debate. So that is
one. Two, that we have a narrow scope.
We simply can’t bomb our way into
success.

And let me just go over a little bit of
the timeline just in the very few
months since ISIL has been out there.
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