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It is time Americans woke up. The
Egyptians certainly woke up as they
raised their hands and said: We don’t
want radical Islam.

Now, I don’t agree with this, but this
is what the Egyptians were marching
around Egypt with. And why would
they say Obama supports terrorism? It
is because the United States, under
this administration, supported Morsi,
supported the Muslim Brotherhood,
and the Egyptian people had had
enough, and they decried anyone in the
United States that was supporting
these terrorists.

And as some of us travel around the
Middle East, moderate Muslim leaders
say: Why are you not helping us in the
war against terrorism anymore? You
are helping the bad guys. You helped
the al Qaeda-backed rebels in Libya.

And as I speak, there are training
camps in Libya, like there were in Af-
ghanistan before we went in with less
than 500 Americans. But we helped the
Northern Alliance Muslims take out
the radical Islamic Taliban.

My friend is coming to the floor. He
and I have traveled around those parts,
and he had been engaged with many
moderate Muslims in fighting the Rus-
sians, even, back before my predecessor
Charlie Wilson was in Congress.

I am very proud to consider him a
friend. I am proud of the efforts we
have made to reach out to our allies. It
was my friend from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER) who introduced me to
Massoud and General Dostum and so
many of the moderate Muslims that
just want out from under the oppres-
sion that radical Islam brings.

So, Mr. Speaker, as we conclude this
week, I want to encourage those in
Egypt who are standing up to radical
Islam. I want to encourage universities
to stand up against radical Islam and
have the courage to recognize mod-
erate Muslims who will stand up and
have the courage to speak up against
the real war on women in this world.
And it is not by conservatives. It is by
radical Islam.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. GOHMERT. My time is about ex-
pired, but I will certainly yield to the
gentleman from California.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I would like to
note for the gentleman—and I am sure
we will have your support—that the
gentlewoman from California, LORETTA
SANCHEZ, and myself today are starting
a Support Egypt Caucus, which will be
aimed at supporting General el-Sisi in
his fight to make sure radical Islam
does not take over Egypt and thus
threaten the entire stability of the
world.

Mr. GOHMERT. And I greatly appre-
ciated being with you and Ms. SANCHEZ
in HEgypt. And my dear friend from
California knows good and well, I am
totally on board. Count me in.

And with that, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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MEDICAL MARIJUANA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HUDSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) for 30
minutes.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to discuss an issue that cur-
rently affects more than half the
States in our Nation, and that is the
inconsistency between Federal and
State laws pertaining medical mari-
juana. Yes, Mr. Speaker, a majority of
our Nation’s States—Alabama, Alaska,

Arizona, California, Colorado, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois,
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massa-

chusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, Mon-
tana, Nevada, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New Mexico, Oregon, Rhode Is-
land, Utah, Vermont, Wisconsin, and
Washington, as well as the District of
Columbia—all have some form of med-
ical marijuana law on the books. Of
course this means that these States
allow their residents to engage in ac-
tivities that are expressly prohibited
by the Federal Government. To be
exact, there are already 26 States that
allow doctors to recommend the med-
ical use of marijuana or its derivatives,
and many more States are expected to
take the step and do the same thing in
the near future.

Importantly, the States listed are
not dominated by conservatives or lib-
erals. This isn’t a Republican or a
Democrat issue. Massachusetts, Alas-
ka, Mississippi, and Oregon are hardly
the same, politically speaking, in their
legislature. Politically speaking, they
are not the same. But their legislators
and their residents all have recognized
the same reality, and that is the poten-
tial medical benefits of marijuana and
marijuana’s derivatives, and they be-
lieve that these derivatives and the
benefits of marijuana should not be de-
nied to their people.

Unfortunately, however, the Federal
Government continues to list mari-
juana and its derivatives as a schedule
I substance, putting it in the same cat-
egory as heroin, LLSD, and other hard
drugs.

I have long supported rescheduling
marijuana so that it can be researched,
prescribed, and used by legitimate
health care professionals. But multi-
administrations, both Republican and
Democrat alike, have refused to seri-
ously talk about this topic. Instead, a
heavy-handed, emotion-based policy
continues.

Evidence suggesting that the Federal
Government ought to allow the use of
marijuana for medical purposes has
never had the serious discussion that it
deserves. Many desperate patients have
defied the Federal Government’s blan-
ket ban on the use of marijuana as a
remedy for numerous ailments.

The absurdity of this ban was
brought home to me over a decade ago
when my mother, depressed after un-
dergoing surgery, lost her appetite and
was requiring me to spoon-feed her.
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When I learned that medical marijuana
might give her the appetite she needed
and, yes, raise her spirits, the illegality
of this herb was abundantly clear to
me as I was there seeing my mother in
the hospital bed, seeing how my moth-
er had lost her appetite and seeing how
her spirits were so low, knowing that
perhaps marijuana, if the doctor had so
ordered, would have been something
that could have helped her and helped
other people’s mothers and children
who were suffering the same situation.
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The significance of changing—or at
least altering—this prohibition could
no longer be ignored by me when I was
confronted by this over a decade ago.
Since that time, the public’s interest
and support for medical marijuana has
increased dramatically. As I men-
tioned, over half the States allow peo-
ple with serious illnesses to use mari-
juana and/or its derivatives for medical
purposes.

Recent polls show that the vast ma-
jority of the American people support
the medical efficacy and use of mari-
juana for medical purposes: 77 percent
according to Pew, 81 percent according
to the ABC News poll, and a whopping
85 percent according to a FOX News
poll last year. Just as interesting, 60
percent of the American people believe
that the Federal Government should
not prosecute people who are acting in
accordance with State medical mari-
juana laws, and 72 percent think gov-
ernment efforts to enforce marijuana
laws cost more than they are worth.
Surprise, surprise, almost three-quar-
ters of Americans believe that the cost
of enforcing marijuana laws is far
heavier than the benefits of having
those laws enforced or having those
laws on the books. All those numbers
include majorities of both Republicans,
Democrats, and, yes, it includes a ma-
jority of Independents, as well.

What is the driving force behind this
surge of support for a change in Fed-
eral policy? It is the realization by pa-
tients, researchers, and physicians that
marijuana and its derivatives may
offer enormous relief to numerous pa-
tients. For example, last year, the fa-
mous physician, Sanjay Gupta, re-
leased—who is a very prominent physi-
cian—released a documentary film in
which he explored many of the benefits
of medical marijuana. Like so many
Americans, he is a relatively new con-
vert to this position. I quote:

We have been terribly and systematically
misled for nearly 70 years in the United
States, and I apologize for my own role in
that.

This is what the doctor said in his
documentary.

His documentary explores a number
of cases in which patients who have
various environmental mneurological
disabilities were helped by marijuana.
Anyone who watches this documentary
will see the positive effect that mari-
juana and its derivatives can have on
ailing patients. Dr. Gupta is not alone
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in his belief that it may prove bene-
ficial to some patients.

The New England Journal of Medi-
cine recently found that a majority of
clinicians—a majority of the clinicians
surveyed responded that they ‘‘would
recommend the use of medicinal mari-
juana in certain situations.”

We have all heard anecdotes of the
ability of marijuana to improve pa-
tients’ appetites, calm those with anx-
iety, and reduce the nausea for those
who are extremely sick. Most recently,
there has been an increased attention
on the potential impacts of marijuana
on patients who suffer from seizures, as
well as those with PTSD.

Some particularly conservative
States in our country—Utah, Alabama,
Kentucky, and Mississippi, for in-
stance—have recently passed laws al-
lowing patients to access medical
marijuana products such as oils that
are rich in what they call the Cannibis
oil, which is CBD, which has been very
helpful with so many patients who are
looking for relief for children with sei-
zure disorders. They have found that
the CBD helps these children meet this
challenge in the families that are suf-
fering across the country watching
their children go through this suffering
with this type of seizures and dis-
orders.

These laws vary somewhat as to how
patients are able to gain access to
these products in various States, they
differ, the laws differ, but they gen-
erally show that patients to be treated
with this CBD-rich marijuana product,
when administered by a physician and
in the course of a State-approved med-
ical study, have proved to be helpful to
many people’s health. Under current
law, however, CBD, because it is de-
rived from marijuana, is considered a
Schedule I drug, and therefore it is pro-
hibited to do the kind of research that
is necessary to put that into the serv-
ice for our people and to make sure
that they have this available for their
children and for other people who are
suffering.

We can’t even do the fundamental re-
search as long as the Federal Govern-
ment continues to label it the same as
heroin or the same as other types of
drugs, cocaine and the rest.

Well, we know from what I have said
so far that there are numerous people
in our country who understand that
there are people who can benefit medi-
cally, and the people who understand
this are not just civilians but medical
professionals, as well as scientists.

Also, of particular and growing inter-
est are the benefits that marijuana has
for those who suffer from
posttraumatic stress disorder, that is
PTSD. This is one of the most com-
monly diagnosed disorders for our mili-
tary veterans who are returning from
overseas duty. Those suffering from
PTSD often experience debilitating
nightmares, depression, and anxiety;
and, according to many of these pa-
tients, marijuana is the only thing
that helps them alleviate these awful,
awful symptoms.
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Yet, because of our decades-old pol-
icy of not allowing the legitimate use—
or even research into the legitimate
use—of the medical benefits of mari-
juana, many individuals that we are
talking about, many of these veterans,
feel they have no choice but to break
the law. Our Nation’s heroes who are
trying to escape the hellish nightmares
of the war that we sent them off to
fight are forced into the compromising
position of illegal activity just to re-
ceive some relief from the pain they
are suffering.

Parents who want to treat their chil-
dren with nonpsychoactive extracts of
the marijuana plant are forced to en-
gage in activities that, if caught and
convicted under Federal law, would
make these parents who are just trying
to help their children, it makes them
felons—felons.

I would submit that this scenario un-
dermines every legal and moral insti-
tution that we want every citizen—we
want every citizen—of the TUnited
States to respect. It puts our people in
an impossible position. It requires
them to choose between providing re-
lief for a loved one or breaking the law.
In many cases, that behavior is in com-
pliance—we are talking about offering
medical marijuana—it is in compliance
with State law; but these people who
need it, whose family may need it,
whose veteran coming home from the
war may need it, whose mother is in
the hospital who has lost her appetite
and is depressed may need it, well, even
if it is in compliance with State law,
what we have got now is they are still
a violation of Federal law, so we end up
condemning these people to a crisis in
which their loved ones must either suf-
fer or they must break the law. It is
cruel nonsense to put our people
through this.

Patients and providers currently run
the risk of having a Federal SWAT
team-like police force raid their homes
or their place of business because of
the consumption of a plant which could
be growing right in their backyard.
The militarization of the police force
in order to prevent Grandma from
using a medical herb that will ease her
pain during her last days on Earth is
the type of thing that ought to make
every person who believes in liberty
and freedom—it should make them
shudder, as well as, of course, respon-
sible conservatives who understand we
should be making every dollar our gov-
ernment spends count and be doing
something that absolutely needs to be
done.

The harassment from the Drug En-
forcement Agency is something that
should not be tolerated in the land of
the free. Businesspeople who are li-
censed and certified to provide doctor-
recommended medicine within their
own States have seen their businesses
locked down, their assets seized, their
customers driven away, and their fi-
nancial lives ruined by very, very ag-
gressive and energetic Federal law en-
forcers enforcing a law in which we are
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preventing something that doctors
would recommend for the health of
their patients that now some way dis-
tributing that material would result in
the total destruction of that medical
professional and his life.

Instead of continuing to finance this
repressive and expensive approach, we
should be willing to allow patients and
small businesses to follow their doc-
tor’s advice under the watchful eye of
State law enforcement and regulators
rather than treating it like something
that ought to be eradicated from our
society. And, yes, I am sure there are
plenty of people around who would love
to just continue building our police
forces, spending the money; but having
them target people who are engaged
not in rape or murder or some type of
aggressive action on the population but
instead have them focus on a doctor
who is trying to alleviate the pain of
someone who has just gone through an
operation or one of our veterans who is
suffering some sort of posttrauma from
his being overseas, no. To say it is a
total waste of money is just an under-
statement.

The 26 States that I have named have
gotten this message. They have been
making great strides toward compas-
sion and, yes, towards freedom and,
yes, towards a responsible use of lim-
ited government money in our country.

Now, after the States have done their
job, we need the Federal Government
to do its part. In the near future, I,
along with several of my colleagues in
both parties, will introduce an amend-
ment to the Commerce-Justice-Science
appropriations bill to bring an end to
this disruptive, ill-advised, and waste-
ful policy that we have pushed on our
people and oppressed our people with
for far too long. Specifically, our
amendment would prohibit the Depart-
ment of Justice from using any of the
funds in this bill to prevent States
from implementing their own State
medical marijuana laws.

I think my conservative friends could
benefit from hearing what some of
their idols have to say about this. Mil-
ton Friedman stated that it is ‘‘dis-
graceful to deny marijuana for medical
purposes.” Dr. Friedman, whom I knew
personally, a personal friend of mine,
spent a great deal of time talking
about this very issue. He and George
Schultz, former Secretary—Dr. Fried-
man, of course, advised Ronald Reagan
when I worked with Ronald Reagan in
the White House. As you know, I was a
special assistant to President Reagan
as well as a Presidential speechwriter
for President Reagan for 7 years. There
with us was, of course, Dr. Milton
Friedman; and he advised us of the
nonsense of making marijuana illegal,
especially for medical purposes.

Then we have William F. Buckley—
another man who advised conservatives
like Ronald Reagan—who I read as a
young person. In the pages of National
Review, which he edited, he wrote:

The stodgy inertia most politicians feel is
up against a creeping reality, and that is
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that marijuana for medical relief is a move-
ment which is attracting voters who are
pretty assertive on the subject.

Yes, William F. Buckley was a vi-
sionary. He saw what direction the will
of the American people would be hav-
ing, and he foresaw today that the vast
majority of the American people do not
want the Federal Government wasting
limited dollars destroying doctors’
lives, preventing research into medical
marijuana, and getting in the way of
the people of the States who have
voted to make this substance legal in
their State for medical purposes.

Conservatives in this body—in this
body, in this House—who regularly call
for a decrease in the size and scope of
the Federal Government ought to seri-
ously consider voting for my amend-
ment. Likewise, conservatives in this
body who routinely talk about the need
for the Federal Government to respect
the 10th Amendment of the Constitu-
tion and those who believe that Wash-
ington should not interfere with the
doctor-patient relationship, which we
have heard so much about, these peo-
ple, my conservative colleagues, ought
to seriously consider supporting my
amendment, as well.

In fact, if you are on the wrong side
of Milton Friedman and William F.
Buckley and ©people like Grover
Norquist and George Schultz on the
medical marijuana issue, I would sug-
gest to my colleagues that they ought
to reconsider the position that they are
taking, that it may not be the one that
is consistent with the conservative be-
lief in freedom, individual responsi-
bility, and, of course, limited govern-
ment.
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This amendment has been introduced
in the past, most recently in 2012, but
the difference this time around is that
the American people are now demand-
ing the Federal Government respect
the majority of the States in our coun-
try which have implemented various
medical marijuana laws.

The question at this point is whether
the American people’s Representatives
in this House will grant them the wish
and accede to what their opinion is and
understand that laws are made for
these people and their opinions have a
right to be heard. I would hope that my
fellow Representatives hear the Amer-
ican people’s cry, hear those people
who are trying to take care of their el-
derly mother or a veteran coming
home or their children who are suf-
fering seizures and say it is a total
waste, it is a travesty to use limited
dollars, to have a Federal Government
stopping a doctor in States that have
declared it as legal, prevent that doc-
tor from offering a treatment for these
people, our loved ones, Americans
throughout our country.

My hope and expectation is that
truth and common sense will prevail. I
have faith in the American people. And
yes, I have faith in my colleagues. I be-
lieve that both the American people,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

given a choice in their lives, they will
do the right thing for themselves and
their family. I also believe they will do
it without bureaucracy, without mas-
sive Federal intrusion into their lives.
And I also have faith in my colleagues
that they will begin to take a second
look at this issue and see if what they
are doing is consistent with our overall
belief in American freedom and per-
sonal responsibility.

One final point I would like to make
is that, as legislators who have the
power of the purse, we have a responsi-
bility to prioritize Federal tax dollars
and how they are spent. Our debt has
increased by trillions of dollars in just
the last few years. This year’s deficit is
expected to add an additional $500 bil-
lion to the debt, and the CBO estimates
that the deficit will only slightly be
lower next year before ballooning up
again to unacceptable levels. What we
are going through is already unaccept-
able to most of us.

As we look for places to cut spending,
why don’t we begin by eliminating
those expenditures which the vast ma-
jority of Americans believe to be an
unjustified exercise of Federal powers.
I ask my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting a commonsense amendment
that will be a step in the right direc-
tion in respecting State medical mari-
juana laws and will respect the indi-
vidual liberties that our country be-
lieves in.

I would hope that the Federal Gov-
ernment also, finally, we in the Federal
Government will understand
prioritizing spending, so even if you
have questions of how someone making
a personal choice somewhere across the
country as to whether to use medical
marijuana to help a family member
who is sick or to stop their own sei-
zures or whatever, yes, even if you
don’t believe that individuals across
our country or the State governments
have a right to be able to make those
decisions and local voters should be
making those determinations, which is
what our Founding Fathers wanted,
even if you don’t believe in that, we
should, at the very least, understand
that we do not have resources at the
Federal level to do everything for ev-
erybody.

While showing compassion for thou-
sands of ailing patients across our
country, we can also do the right thing,
that is the right thing for us to do in
terms of balancing our budget and hav-
ing responsible spending patterns and
taxing patterns here in Washington.
Here is where it crosses. Here is where
the waste of taxpayer dollars and en-
forcing laws that they have already
said they don’t want at the State level,
forcing this upon them, declaring that
someone is not going to have the per-
sonal responsibility in his own life to
make these decisions, even in States
where our people have voted to make
this legal in terms of decisionmaking
for using medical marijuana, well, even
in those States, and all of this in one
formula, you still have to understand
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that we have to deal with a budget; and
it is totally inconsistent with a respon-
sible spending pattern to use such lim-
ited resources as we have, going into
debt in order to fence in doctors and
other people who are trying to use
medical marijuana around the country
and even prevent the research into
medical marijuana to show that it
might have some benefit. No, that is a
travesty and a total waste of our lim-
ited resources.

I would call on my conservative col-
leagues and my liberal colleagues, my
Democrat and Republican friends and
the people across the country of the
United States to look at this issue with
an open mind, intelligently look at the
issue, look at it with your heart and
your brain, and we will come to the
conclusion that medical marijuana, es-
pecially in those States in which the
people have decided to make medical
use of marijuana legal, that it is a
total waste of limited Federal funds for
us to be focusing the use of those Fed-
eral funds on that activity at the State
and local levels by people who are
being given the choice by doctors as to
what medicine they will use.

Let’s get the Federal Government
out of the areas that it shouldn’t be in.
That should be something conserv-
atives really support. And so today, I
would call on my colleagues to support
the amendment that I will be offering,
along with Congressman BLUMENAUER
and others here in the body, to make
sure that we get back to the 10th
Amendment of the Constitution and
put into law that, when it comes to the
medical use of marijuana, the Federal
Government will not waste its money
trying to thwart the will of people
throughout our country and the var-
ious State legislatures throughout our
country.

With that said, Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. HARPER (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of a
death in the family.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today.

Mr. RUSH (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

———

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 2197. An act to repeal certain require-
ments regarding newspaper advertising of
Senate stationery contracts; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.
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