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House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 10, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ILEANA
ROS-LEHTINEN to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

——————

LET’S WORK TOGETHER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Congress re-
turns to Washington this week after a
month connecting with people at home,
hopefully with a little time with fam-
ily and friends.

Some think our overwhelming agen-
da was made nearly impossible with
the Syrian question, which no one ex-
pected when we recessed—somewhat
ironic—even though 100,000 Syrians
have been killed and 2 million refugees

are flooding into neighboring coun-
tries.

We face a looming budget showdown
and a debt ceiling crisis. While we have
futile votes to defund ObamaCare, the
rest of the country is in the midst of a
dramatic change in health care, per-
haps the most profound in half a cen-
tury. The health care reform train has
left the station.

What if we took a break from sabo-
taging ObamaCare and creating a debt
ceiling crisis to do our job as represent-
atives of the people and as leaders?

What are we for?

We might start with Syria. I have
deep reservations about the use of
force, but as one of the people who
called upon the President to involve
Congress in this decision, I think we
have an obligation to at least hear him
out. Let’s work to refine the Russian
proposal, which appears to have had
some American origins.

What about the 2 million refugees
who need our help, to say nothing of
their host countries?

Let’s seize upon some of the prom-
ising signs out of Iran, from their new
leadership, to make progress, both in
Syria and with the Iranian nuclear
question.

Domestically, let’s spend our time re-
building and renewing America, not
just lamenting the poor shape of our
infrastructure. Let’s work together to
support the vision and the resources to
rebuild and renew the country and put
Americans back to work.

Internationally—I see my good friend
and colleague, Congressman TED POE,
on the floor. Why don’t we zero in on
the efforts with our international
Water for the World legislation to help
deal with sanitation and safe drinking
water for poor people around the globe?

Think about those 200 million hours
women will spend in sub-Saharan Afri-
ca gathering water today, time that
they won’t spend in school or working
for their families.

Let’s use the fall to identify and
move forward on the vast array of
things where we actually agree we can
work together and they won’t cost very
much. America will be the better for it,
and so will Congress.

——
THE WAR ON SYRIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker,
Russia’s diplomatic intervention in the
Syrian crisis is indeed welcome news.
But whether it is real or illusory, the
President needs to step back from the
dangerous precipice that he has
brought us to.

Certainly, he’s made his case for war
with Syria very clearly, that the
United States must punish the use of
chemical weapons, and if we don’t,
they’re more likely to be used again.
He assures us that the strike will be
limited and that it will aid moderates
fighting the regime. He warns that
American credibility is at stake. The
case is quite clear: it is simply not con-
vincing.

It’s possible that an attack on Syria
will convince Assad not to use chem-
ical weapons in the future. But it is
just as likely to convince him that,
being in for a penny, he might as well
be in for a pound and unleash his entire
chemical arsenal.

It is just as likely that an American
strike on Syria will produce a retalia-
tory strike, possibly by Hezbollah
against Israel, requiring a retaliatory
strike by Israel, possibly on Iran, in a
catastrophic chain reaction.

We don’t know where it will lead, but
we can be sure that the morning after
the attack we would confront a most
uncomfortable irony. In retaliation for
Assad Kkilling Syrian civilians with
chemical weapons, the United States
will have Kkilled Syrian civilians with
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