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audited during the Presidential cam-
paign for the first time ever.

These folks believe the audits were
conducted for no other reason than the
fact that their groups were conserv-
ative, and they believe the questions
they have been asked have more to do
with their political views than their
business activities.

Without a proper investigation,
frankly, we will just never know. So we
owe it to our constituents to have a de-
tailed and deliberate investigation.
That is why both House and Senate
committees have begun investigations
into the matter.

That is why, last week, every Repub-
lican on the Finance Committee signed
a letter to the Inspector General for
Tax Administration requesting a probe
into reports that the IRS leaked con-
fidential information about conserv-
ative groups—actually, to their polit-
ical opponents—leaked information
about conservative groups to their po-
litical opponents, and that is why even
the FBI is looking into the matter, be-
cause as Attorney General Holder re-
cently testified, the IRS’s targeting of
conservative groups could have vio-
lated numerous criminal provisions.

I am willing to bet there is a lot
more we will discover in terms of
scope, in terms of timeline, in terms of
who was involved and why. But we cer-
tainly can’t go about fixing the prob-
lem—we can’t remove all of those who
need to be removed, we can’t put safe-
guards in place if they are deemed nec-
essary—until we find out all the de-
tails.

Here is another thing we shouldn’t be
doing: handing over the administration
of ObamaCare to these folks—handing
over the administration of ObamaCare
to the IRS. Think about that, the deep-
ly unpopular law being administered by
an agency that has so betrayed the
public trust. Even the IRS’s staunchest
defenders in this scandal describe their
actions as a case of ‘“horrible customer
service.”” That is the best they can say:
‘““Horrible customer service.”” Now they
are going to be put in charge of a new
$1 trillion program, one that will give
them access to all sorts of sensitive
and deeply personal information?

That is just what the administration
and congressional Democrats are about
to let happen. The IRS is in charge of
administering some of the most impor-
tant elements of ObamaCare, and for
many Americans that is going to mean
submitting to probing questions about
their health insurance, questions such
as—this is the IRS asking you, Amer-
ican citizens: Do you have insurance?
What kind of insurance is it? Does it
follow our rules? If the people at the
IRS don’t like the answers, Americans
will be hit with new taxes. If the people
over at the IRS don’t like the answers
to their questions about Americans’
health insurance, they will be hit with
new taxes.

For small businesses, the questions
are going to be far more extensive and
the consequences for noncompliance
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far worse. The agency will have broad
discretion to define what constitutes
noncompliance. The IRS will have
broad authority to determine what is
noncompliance with ObamaCare. This
is nuts.

The potential for waste and abuse
would have been there regardless of
which agency was put in charge of ad-
ministering this bloated law.
ObamaCare is massive—about 20,000
pages of regulations already. That is
about 7 feet tall. So waste and abuse is
basically unavoidable, but now we are
going to have Americans worrying they
might be discriminated against too,
just for having an opinion. Do my col-
leagues know what. We are not going
to be able to tell them not to worry be-
cause we don’t know the truth our-
selves yet.

Guess who is heading the IRS office
charged with managing ObamaCare.
Get this. It is the very same person
who led the division of IRS now em-
broiled in the scandal who oversaw the
very office now under fire for the dis-
criminatory and harassing behavior. I
am not making this up.

Here is what needs to be done today:
No. 1, the administration needs to
work honestly and transparently with
us to get to the bottom of this scandal
once and for all. They can do that by
working cooperatively with congres-
sional investigators. They can do it by
testifying openly and sharing key doc-
uments with House and Senate com-
mittees. They can help us conduct a
thorough administrationwide review to
ensure no other discrimination of this
kind is occurring anywhere else—any-
where else—in the Federal Govern-
ment.

No. 2, the administration needs to
suspend its implementation of
ObamaCare until all the things I men-
tioned have been taken care of. The Su-
preme Court declared the individual
mandate, the core of ObamaCare, to be
a tax—a tax—so IRS involvement is
going to be absolutely unavoidable.
That needs to be halted.

Better yet, the administration could
work with us to repeal the law and put
in place health reforms that might ac-
tually work to control costs and pro-
vide better quality of care for our con-
stituents. I wouldn’t hold my breath on
that one, by the way, but here is what
I do know. I know we need to get to the
bottom of this IRS scandal because, at
a minimum, Americans from the left,
right, and center should not have to
worry their government will harass or
intimidate them for daring—daring—to
have an opinion and express it. They
shouldn’t have to worry about that
when partaking in the political proc-
ess, and they certainly should not have
to worry about it when it comes to an
issue as personal and as sensitive as
health care.

I yield the floor.

S3795

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

————

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will be in a period of morning
business until 10:30 a.m., with Senators
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes
each, with the time equally divided be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees.

The Senator from Kansas.

———

TRIBUTE TO MELVIN MINOR

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I rise to
speak in morning business, and I wish
to recognize the presence of my senior
Senator from Kansas.

I am here to visit about an individual
who died in Kansas recently to whom I
wish to pay tribute. There are many
things we admire about our folks back
in our home State of Kansas, but one of
the things that stands out to me is how
strongly people care about their local
communities and the citizens who live
there. It is demonstrated by volun-
teering at school, serving at their
church or getting involved in public
service. Kansans are often looking for
ways to improve the lives of those who
are around them.

Former Kansas State Representative
Melvin Minor was exactly one of those
individuals. In Kansas, his family, his
constituents lost a great man. He was a
talented educator, highly regarded by
his students, and a dedicated public
servant.

Mel was born in 1937 in the small
Central Kansas community of Arling-
ton. As a young man, he attended Kan-
sas State Teachers College—now
known as Emporia State University—
where he graduated in 1959.

Six years later, Mel married Carolyn
Fuller and spent the next 46 years by
her side before her passing in 2011. To-
gether they raised two daughters,
Gayle and Mary Jo.

Mel and Carolyn had a lot in com-
mon, especially their interest in edu-
cation and in young people. In fact,
they met while they were both serving,
working as teachers. For 15 years Mel
taught American Government and
Carolyn taught home economics in the
St. John School District.

Many of us can remember a favorite
teacher who made an impact on our
lives when we were growing up, some-
one who taught us not only facts and
figures but also instilled in us a love
for learning and an interest in the
world around us. Mel was just that
kind of teacher for many Kansas high
school students. St. John is a small
rural community in Central Kansas
with less than 1,500 people.

Many folks who live in St. John
make their living on the farm and Mel
understood this way of life and could
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relate to his students from the farm be-
cause he too was a farmer. For more
than a decade Mel taught them about
how our government works and in-
vested in their lives. He helped broaden
the horizons of those students and
opened their eyes to new subjects and
to new ideas. Upon learning of his pass-
ing, one of his former students said,
“There was no better social studies and
government teacher than Melvin
Minor.”

After teaching government for 15
years, Mel decided to try his own hand
at governing and he campaigned for a
seat in the Kansas State Legislature.
He was elected and he served Kansans
in the 114th District in the Kansas
House of Representatives for the 14
years to follow.

We all know that to serve in public
office takes a great commitment from
your family, but especially from your
spouse. For the Minor family running
for office was a team effort. Mel and
Carolyn made a great team—such a
team that, in fact, Carolyn served as
his campaign manager and treasurer.

I had the privilege of getting to know
Mel when I served as a State senator
and our terms overlapped for 6 years.
Even though we were of different polit-
ical parties, we had a lot in common
because it was about our love for Kan-
sas and interest in rural issues that
brought us together.

He was such a strong advocate for
rural Kansas and the special way of life
we enjoy in small communities across
our State. As a farmer Mel was espe-
cially interested in agriculture policy
and stood up for the best interests of
Kansas farmers and ranchers.

As a longtime Kansas resident, Mel
was well known and respected through-
out our State but especially there in
Central Kansas where he was very ac-
tive in the community of Stafford. He
was a member of the Stafford United
Methodist Church and served on the
board of directors of the St. John Na-
tional Bank, the Zenith COOP, and the
Stafford District Hospital.

He was also dedicated to making sure
all Kansans have access to a quality
education and served on the Stafford
Board of Education.

During his time on the school board,
he met another strong advocate for
education, Ruth Teichman. After get-
ting to know Ruth and witnessing her
dedication to Kansans, Mel encouraged
her to run for the State senate. Here it
was a Democrat encouraging a Repub-
lican to run. It took 8 years of prod-
ding, but he finally convinced her, and
she served Kansans for 12 years in the
Kansas Senate.

Ruth remembers Mel as someone who
was never without a smile and someone
who simply enjoyed life and spending
time with people. Even when things
were not going his way, he was known
for saying ‘‘the sun will come out to-
morrow’”’ and took all of life in stride.

His family and friends described him
as someone to whom others went for
advice and counsel. He was known for
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his integrity, hard-working spirit, and
dedication to the work at hand—
whether as a teacher, a farmer, or a
legislator.

One of his former colleagues in the
house, Dennis McKinney of Greens-
burg, eventually rose to become the
minority leader in the Kansas House of
Representatives and considered Mel his
mentor when he began his political ca-
reer. He remembers Mel as someone
who always lived out the biblical com-
mand to care for those with the great-
est needs. From the patients at Larned
State Hospital to the youth in the ju-
venile justice system, Mel was always
looking for ways to serve his fellow
Kansans and improve their lives.

Dennis McKinney also remembers
that Mel Minor had a great sense of
humor. Dennis recalled one time when
the two of them were the only two
Democrats voting in favor of an appro-
priations bill in the Republican-con-
trolled house of representatives. Den-
nis was sitting behind Mel at the time
and leaned forward to tell him that he
felt a little bit awkward. Mel looked
around the chamber, and with a glint
in his eye told Dennis he did not see
anyone in the chamber registered to
vote in his district. He said he was not
concerned about the pressure from his
colleagues but was more concerned
about doing what was right for the peo-
ple who voted him into office.

Mel lived each day to its fullest, and
his commitment to his fellow man
serves as an example for all of us.

I extend, on behalf of Senator ROB-
ERTS and me, our sympathies to his
two daughters Gayle and Mary Jo and
to his grandchildren Abby, Katie, and
Barrett. I know they loved him dearly.
He loved them dearly. He will miss
them and they will miss him very
much.

I ask my colleagues and Kansans to
remember the Minor family in your
thoughts and your prayers as they face
these days ahead.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Kansas.

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I
thank my colleague from Kansas for
his wonderful eulogy to a wonderful
man, a teacher, a State legislator, and
just a very nice individual. I thank the
Senator for that excellent eulogy. We
will miss him.

———

FOOD LABELING

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I un-
derstand that the distinguished chair-
person of the sometimes powerful Sen-
ate Agriculture Committee will be on
the floor to lock in amendment No. 965
by Senator SANDERS.

I rise in opposition to that amend-
ment. The amendment would allow
States to require—let me emphasize
the word, ‘‘require’—that any food,
beverage, or other product be labeled if
it contains a genetically engineered in-
gredient.

Now, that is how it is described most-
ly in this debate: a genetically engi-
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neered ingredient. I think it would be
more accurately called modern science
to feed a very troubled and hungry
world.

We already have policies and proce-
dures, I would tell my colleagues, in
place at the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration to address labeling of foods
that are derived from modern bio-
technology. The U.S. standards ensure
that all labels for all foods are truthful
and are not misleading to the public.

FDA has a scientifically based review
process to evaluate all food products.

The Food and Drug Administration
states:

FDA has no basis for concluding that bio-
engineered foods are different from other
foods in any meaningful or uniform way, or
that, as a class, foods developed by the new
techniques present any or greater safety con-
cern than foods developed by traditional
plant breeding.

The FDA reviews products and deter-
mines that they are safe. I think we
need to trust the science of their re-
view and allow this process to work.

The amendment by Senator SANDERS
would result in additional costs to food
producers, and that is going to come
right back to consumers. The FDA has
determined that approved biotech
crops are not materially different than
conventional crops and therefore do
not require segregation from conven-
tional crops.

The only difference—if you have a
bioengineered product, and let’s say
you come from Africa, one of the coun-
tries over there that continually has a
very difficult time trying to feed them-
selves—the only difference is if you use
a bioengineered product that makes
that crop more resistant to heat or to
rain or to a particular insect that is
causing a lot of problems—you have a
choice: You can have a crop or you can
have no crop or you can have perhaps a
crop with a pesticide or you can have a
bioengineered product that is perfectly
safe.

Furthermore, a change in policy
would place additional costs on farmers
by potentially requiring them to seg-
regate crops and change their equip-
ment. It would also be very problem-
atic for grain processing facilities. I
know some fail to recognize—and I
know many criticize—the importance
of biotechnology or criticize the safety
of the product. I just say, let science be
the judge. Each product goes through
extensive tests to ensure safety to both
human health and the environment.

There are different views, of course,
on farming, and some of my colleagues
in the Senate believe we should focus
on those that only farm a few acres—
the small family farmer; somebody
about 5 foot 3 inches from Vermont—
and then grow organic crops and sell
them to the local farmers market.
There is nothing wrong with that. I en-
courage that. There is nothing wrong
with organic farming, and there is cer-
tainly nothing wrong with regard to
farmers who farm less acres. God bless
them.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-26T13:33:56-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




