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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
HAGAN). The Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. PAUL. Has morning business
concluded?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
for morning business has expired.

Mr. PAUL. I have a motion to
present to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are
not yet on the bill.

Mr. PAUL. Can we report the bill,
please?

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

SBIR/STTR REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2011

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 493, which the
clerk will report.

Mr. GRASSLEY. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 493) to reauthorize and improve
the SBIR and STTR programs, and for other
purposes.

Pending:

McConnell amendment No. 183, to prohibit
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency from promulgating any
regulation concerning, taking action relat-
ing to, or taking into consideration the
emission of a greenhouse gas to address cli-
mate change.

Vitter amendment No. 178, to require the
Federal Government to sell off unused Fed-
eral real property.

Inhofe (for Johanns) amendment No. 161, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
repeal the expansion of information report-
ing requirements to payments made to cor-
porations, payments for property and other
gross proceeds, and rental property expense
payments.

Cornyn amendment No. 186, to establish a
bipartisan commission for the purpose of im-
proving oversight and eliminating wasteful
government spending.

Paul amendment No. 199, to cut
$200,000,000,000 in spending in fiscal year 2011.

Sanders amendment No. 207, to establish a
point of order against any efforts to reduce
benefits paid to Social Security recipients,
raise the retirement age, or create private
retirement accounts under title II of the So-
cial Security Act.

Hutchison amendment No. 197, to delay the
implementation of the health reform law in
the United States until there is final resolu-
tion in pending lawsuits.

Coburn amendment No. 184, to provide a
list of programs administered by every Fed-
eral department and agency.

Pryor amendment No. 229, to establish the
Patriot Express Loan Program under which
the Small Business Administration may
make loans to members of the military com-
munity wanting to start or expand small
business concerns.

Landrieu amendment No. 244 (to amend-
ment No. 183), to change the enactment date.
MOTION TO COMMIT WITH AMENDMENT NO. 276

Mr. PAUL. Madam President, I have
a motion at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAUL]
moves to commit the bill, S. 493, to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations with instruc-
tions to report back forthwith with an
amendment numbered 276.

Mr. PAUL. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

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

The amendment is as follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 276

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

It is the sense of the Senate, that ‘“The
President does not have power under the
Constitution to wunilaterally authorize a
military attack in a situation that does not
involve stopping an actual or imminent
threat to the nation”.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

Mr. PAUL. Madam President, we are
engaged in a third war at a time when
our country is struggling under an
enormous debt, at a time when we are
engaged in two wars. Historically, our
country has fought war by asking for
congressional authority. This was true
in Iraq. This was true in Afghanistan.
The President came to Congress, and
there was a vote on use of force prior
to him engaging in force.

Some say: Well, this is no big deal;
the President should be able to fight
war whenever he wants to fight war. 1
beg to differ, and our Founding Fathers
begged to differ. Madison said that the
Constitution supposes what history
demonstrates, that the executive is the
branch most prone to war and most in-
terested in it. Therefore, the Constitu-
tion has, with studied care, invested
the power to declare war in the Con-
gress.

I think this is an incredibly impor-
tant debate. When we talk about send-
ing our young men and women into
harm’s way, into another war, the fact
that we would have a President send us
to war without any debate—your peo-
ple’s representatives have had abso-
lutely no debate, and we are now in-
volved in a third war.

The language of my resolution is not
unfamiliar to many. The language of
this resolution is the President’s
words.

In 2007, Barack Obama said:

The President does not have power under
the Constitution to unilaterally authorize a
military attack in a situation that does not
involve stopping an actual or imminent
threat to the nation.

This was very clear, what the Presi-
dent said. I agree with what Candidate
Barack Obama said. We should not go
to war without congressional author-
ity. These are the checks and balances
that give you a say, that give the peo-
ple of America a say through their rep-
resentatives. This allows us to say
when we go to war through our Con-
gress, not through one individual but
through 535 individuals whom you
elect.

I think the decision to go to war is
such an important one that we should
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not leave it up to one person. Our
Founding Fathers agreed with this.

In the 1970s, after Vietnam, we voted
on something called the War Powers
Act. We did give the President the
right to go to war in certain cir-
cumstances. These circumstances were,
one, if Congress had declared war; two,
if Congress had authorized the use of
military force, or three, if there was
imminent danger to our country. I
think all of us recognize that. If we
were in imminent danger of attack, we
would allow the President some lati-
tude, but we would expect very quickly
for him to come to Congress and ask
for permission.

In this instance, even the Secretary
of Defense has said that Libya is not in
our national interest. There is no
threat to our national security. Yet we
are now involved in a third war. We
have already spent $600 million in the
first 3 days of this war. There has been
no constitutional authority given to
the President to be committing troops
to this war.

This is such an important constitu-
tional principle that, while I am new
here in the Senate, I am appalled that
the Senate has abdicated its responsi-
bility, that the Senate has chosen not
to act and to allow this power to gravi-
tate to the President. I think that the
precedent of allowing a President to
continue to act or to initiate war with-
out congressional review, without con-
gressional votes, without the rep-
resentatives of the people having any
say, is a real problem.

There was an article this morning in
the Washington Times by GEN Mark
Kimmitt. In that, he says that there is
a climate of cognitive dissonance sur-
rounding the discussion as the military
objectives seem detached from U.S.
policy.

The lack of connectivity between the use
of force and campaign objectives, the subor-
dination of the military to a nondecisive
purpose, turns decades of policy on the use of
force on its head.

This is from General Kimmitt this
morning:

Vital national interests are not threat-
ened. . . . Nor have sanctions failed or diplo-
macy been exhausted. ... We are putting
the lives of our troops at risk in a nondeci-
sive role for a mission that does not meet
the threshold of a vital or national interest.

General Kimmitt goes on further:

For a military carrying the burden of three
wars on its back for the foreseeable future, a
policy of more frequent intervention and
suboptimal use of force as an instrument of
diplomacy is a mistake.

I come from a State—Kentucky—
that has two military bases. I see our
young men and women going to war,
and I worry about their families and
themselves engaged in two wars. Some
of these young men and woman have
been going to war for 10 years now. And
the President now is going to engage us
in a third war without any consulta-
tion, without any voting in Congress,
and without any congressional author-
ity.
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