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immediately go to the issue of immi-
gration, and I would support it whole-
heartedly, as would colleagues on this
side of the aisle.

Here is what we don’t support: hold-
ing the security of our country hostage
while others debate policy, frankly,
that was already agreed to by the ma-
jority of the Senate last year. Regard-
less of your feelings about the immi-
gration policies, if you ask folks at this
time, when terror threats are all
around us, do they want games being
played with the funding of our home-
land security, the answer would be no—
a resounding no.

So let’s get on with the business in a
bipartisan way of funding our national
security effort, and then let’s imme-
diately go to a vigorous and important
debate about immigration. I would
agree that should be done as soon as
possible.

Since the attacks of 9/11 in 2001, we
have had a Department of Homeland
Security that we organized and put to-
gether to play a critical role in pro-
tecting America against acts of terror.
Make no mistake, as I said, we have
terrorist threats all around us, yet, un-
fortunately, our Republican colleagues
are willing to shut down our Homeland
Security Department to make a polit-
ical point.

Yesterday ISIS released a video
showing the horrendous burning of a
Jordanian pilot. It was unbelievable.
But while that is happening, the Sen-
ate can’t pass a Homeland Security
funding bill. We need to pass a Home-
land Security bill. Colleagues who are
fighting about immigration are willing
to shut down Homeland Security in
order to make a point with the Presi-
dent.

This past weekend ISIS beheaded a
Japanese contractor. Yet Republicans
are willing to shut down Homeland Se-
curity to make a point. Last week at a
hotel in Libya an American was Killed
in an attack by ISIS. Yet colleagues on
the other side of the aisle are willing to
shut down Homeland Security in order
to make a political point. Last month
11 people were Kkilled in a terrorist
strike against America’s oldest ally,
France. Yet Republicans are willing to
shut down Homeland Security.

In November, a Canadian soldier was
killed in an attack near the Canadian
Parliament, just 60 miles from the U.S.
border. Michigan is on that northern
border. Yet Republicans are willing to
shut down Homeland Security. In fact,
we heard Republicans in the House say
it wouldn’t be that big of a deal to shut
down Homeland Security. Really? Any-
body who reads the paper or watches
the news can see what is happening
every day around us, and Republicans
in the House say it wouldn’t be a prob-
lem to shut down Homeland Security?
That is stunning.

Detroit, MI, has the busiest northern
border crossing in the country. It is the
busiest northern border crossing for
commerce, products, and people. We
rely on our Customs and Border Patrol
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every single day. Customs and border
security, airport security, and police
and firefighters are on the frontlines
every day protecting us. Let’s not for-
get about the Coast Guard. All those
folks are on the frontlines protecting
our families in America. That is what
we are debating.

Do we want to play games with that?
Do we want to hold Homeland Security
hostage because of a debate with the
President on another issue or do we
fund Homeland Security and then have
that debate? We can do it imme-
diately—the same day. We could fund
Homeland Security and then the Re-
publican leader could immediately call
up any bill he wants on immigration
and then have that debate. Unfortu-
nately—with terrorist threats all
around us—Republicans are willing to
shut down Homeland Security.

Boko Haram is gaining strength in
West Africa and hoping to inspire at-
tacks against Americans. We Kknow
what they have done. Yet here we are
debating whether Homeland Security is
going to be shut down.

In the months to come, we will need
all of the hard-working men and
women who work in every part of that
agency to be full speed so they can pro-
tect us. Unless Republican colleagues
are willing to support a spending bill
and get that done right away, we are
going to see the Department of Home-
land Security management and head-
quarters stop functioning. Some 30,000
employees will be furloughed. People
will be asked to work without pay—
talk about jobs for people.

In Detroit alone—and all over Michi-
gan—we get firefighter grants. The
budget has already started, and we
have 150 firefighters in the city of De-
troit alone whose ongoing funding has
been stalled. We have firefighters all
across Michigan. We have very impor-
tant law enforcement grants all over
Michigan that at the moment are on
hold and can’t go forward.

We are talking about disrupting pro-
grams used to detect weapons of mass
destruction and the training of local
law enforcement officers who are on
the frontlines of our defense. This
makes no sense.

It would be one thing if Republican
colleagues were in the minority and
they felt the only way we could have
the debate they want to have is to tie
the two together, but that is not the
case. Republican colleagues are in the
majority. We can pass Homeland Secu-
rity together—100 to 0—and then get on
to whatever immigration debate the
majority wants to have or whatever
else they would like to debate. We
don’t have to hold the Homeland Secu-
rity funding hostage in order to do it.

This past August our Defense Sec-
retary said of ISIS:

They are as sophisticated and well-funded
as any group we have seen. They’re beyond
just a terrorist group.

When we think about it, we are talk-
ing about a well-funded terrorist group
at the same time we are debating
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whether to fund our Homeland Secu-
rity agencies that keep us safe from
ISIS and other terrorist threats.

I implore Republican colleagues to
join with us, regardless of the passion
on this other issue. We can debate it. It
can be addressed.

There are Republican majorities in
the House and Senate that can debate
the President’s actions or debate any-
thing for that matter, but we can cer-
tainly debate immigration at any mo-
ment. We do not have to hold the fund-
ing for the national defense of our
homeland hostage to do it.

I encourage my colleagues to get on
to the business of passing the funding.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10:30 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 10:30 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:06 p.m.,
adjourned until Thursday, February 5,
2015, at 10:30 a.m.

———

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate:

THE JUDICIARY

WAVERLY D. CRENSHAW, JR., OF TENNESSEE, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DIS-
TRICT OF TENNESSEE, VICE WILLIAM JOSEPH HAYNES,
JR., RETIRED.

LAWRENCE JOSEPH VILARDO, OF NEW YORK, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, VICE RICHARD J. ARCARA, RE-
TIRED.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

EILEEN MAURA DECKER, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT
OF CALIFORNIA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE
ANDRE BIROTTE, JR., RESIGNED.

JOHN W. HUBER, OF UTAH, TO BE UNITED STATES AT-
TORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH FOR THE TERM OF
FOUR YEARS, VICE DAVID B. BARLOW, RESIGNED.

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be major general

BRIG. GEN. NINA M. ARMAGNO
BRIG. GEN. JOHN D. BANSEMER
BRIG. GEN. CASEY D. BLAKE
BRIG. GEN. MICHAEL T. BREWER
BRIG. GEN. ANTHONY J. COTTON
BRIG. GEN. CLINTON E. CROSIER
BRIG. GEN. THOMAS H. DEALE
BRIG. GEN. TIMOTHY G. FAY
BRIG. GEN. TIMOTHY S. GREEN
BRIG. GEN. JOSEPH T. GUASTELLA, JR.
BRIG. GEN. DAVID A. HARRIS
BRIG. GEN. JAMES B. HECKER
BRIG. GEN. SCOTT A. HOWELL
BRIG. GEN. JAMES C. JOHNSON
BRIG. GEN. MARK D. KELLY
BRIG. GEN. MATTHEW H. MOLLOY
BRIG. GEN. MICHAEL D. ROTHSTEIN
BRIG. GEN. KEVIN B. SCHNEIDER
BRIG. GEN. BARRE R. SEGUIN
BRIG. GEN. THOMAS J. SHARPY
BRIG. GEN. JAMES C. SLIFE
BRIG. GEN. SCOTT F. SMITH
BRIG. GEN. GIOVANNI K. TUCK
BRIG. GEN. GLEN D. VANHERCK
BRIG. GEN. JAMES C. VECHERY
BRIG. GEN. SARAH E. ZABEL

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be brigadier general

COL. RANDALL REED

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be brigadier general
COL. CHRISTOPHER A. COFFELT
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