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Europe, particularly in the face of a re-
visionist Russia? 

It would be regrettable if a conti-
nental temper tantrum imperiled these 
important relationships with the 
United States. One would hope that 
cooler heads will prevail in the capitals 
of continental Europe should the Brit-
ish people elect to leave the EU. One 
would hope that Brussels, Berlin, 
Paris, and other capitals will realize 
that Britain, in or out of the EU, is a 
NATO ally, a trading partner, and a 
friend in freedom. One would hope that 
a British exit, if that is Britain’s 
choice, would be followed by the spirit 
of magnanimity, generosity, and con-
tinued friendship. But hopes aside, one 
should know this: The American people 
will stand with Britain, in or out of the 
EU, and will stand against punitive re-
taliation against the British people. 

Of course, I must admit that, unfor-
tunately—though not surprisingly—our 
own government is also sticking its 
nose where it doesn’t belong. President 
Obama traveled to London last month 
to say that a newly free Britain would 
go to ‘‘the back of the queue’’ in trade 
negotiations with the United States. 
U.S. Trade Representative Michael 
Froman has cautioned: ‘‘We’re not par-
ticularly in the market for [free trade 
agreements] with individual coun-
tries.’’ This strange combination of ar-
rogance and ignorance is all too typical 
of the Obama administration. The 
United States has a bilateral trade 
agreement with Oman, after all. But 
negotiate a new bilateral trade agree-
ment to support the special relation-
ship with Great Britain, our ancestral 
ally? No, sir, we will have none of that 
nonsense. 

So, for the record, let it be noted 
that the American people will stand up 
to the ‘‘great and the good’’ not only 
on the Continent, but also here in 
Washington if this or any future ad-
ministration tries to punish Britain 
should it leave the EU. Just as I will do 
everything in my power to preserve our 
special relationship against conti-
nental meddling, so will I do the same 
with any administration that doesn’t 
fully appreciate that relationship. I 
suspect many other Senators feel the 
same. 

Put simply, there will be a new bilat-
eral trade agreement, NATO will sur-
vive, our Five Eyes intelligence part-
nership will continue, and the special 
relationship will remain a bedrock for 
the prosperity and security of both our 
nations. The British people can cast 
their votes certain of those things. 

The British people deserve nothing 
less. Were it not for them, Europe—in-
deed, the world over—might still be a 
mere plaything of kings and tyrants. 
Of all the peoples of the world, surely 
the Brits have earned the sovereign 
right to govern their own affairs, free 
of external influence or threats of re-
taliation. Like most Americans, I 
stand in admiration of Great Britain, 
and I stand with the British people, in 
or out of the EU. 

I also call on the Davoisie elite, on 
the ‘‘great and the good,’’ to spend a 
little less time fulminating about Brit-
ish democracy in action and a little 
more time looking in the mirror at 
their own failures. Populist 
insurgencies are raging on both sides of 
the Atlantic, on both the left and the 
right. Rather than obsess about Great 
Britain, rather than keep the populists 
at bay one desperate election at a time, 
these leaders should consider why 
these insurgencies are gaining in every 
election—stagnant wages for the work-
ing class, uncontrolled migration with-
out regard to economic need or cul-
tural assimilation, Islamic terrorists 
massacring our citizens, and a loss of 
national honor around the world. 

This record is not pretty. In politics, 
as in medicine, it is usually better to 
address the cause than the symptom. If 
our leaders addressed these challenges 
more creatively, more forthrightly, 
more effectively, perhaps neither the 
British people nor so many other peo-
ple would be disappointed in their lead-
ers to begin with. Let the British peo-
ple manage their own affairs, whether 
right or wrong in your eyes. In the 
words of Scripture, whatever you may 
think of their mote, take care of your 
own beam first. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

TRIBUTE TO JOEL SPENCER 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize Joel Spencer of Little 
Rock, AR, as this week’s Arkansan of 
the Week for his dedication to edu-
cating the next generation of computer 
coders, teaching students computer 
coding skills, and training other teach-
ers as well. 

Studies show that students who learn 
coding and computer science at a 
young age are more successful later on, 
and Joel Spencer wants to make sure 
each child who comes through his 
classroom has the opportunity for that 
success. Joel is an elementary science 
specialist and teacher in the Little 
Rock School District and each week 
teaches over 500 students. But his dedi-
cation to learning doesn’t end there. 
Joel also conducts an afterschool com-
puter Science First club, a Lego 
MINDSTORMS robotics club, and var-
ious other day camps around the State 
to introduce Arkansas students to pro-
gramming. To say he is passionate 
about computer science education is an 
understatement. 

Children aren’t the only ones Joel 
teaches. He is also dedicated to helping 
his fellow teachers become better edu-
cators. Joel serves as an affiliate train-

er for Code.org, a nonprofit dedicated 
to expanding access to computer 
science and increasing participation by 
women and underrepresented groups. 
Through his work with this organiza-
tion, Joel has trained over 1,000 teach-
ers in code curriculum. He was also 
part of the committee that developed 
and adopted the K–8 computer science 
standards in Arkansas. 

Joel’s dedication in computer coding 
education hasn’t gone unnoticed. He 
received the Arkansas Association of 
Instructional Media Technology Teach-
er of the Year Award for the State of 
Arkansas and is also a nominee for the 
Presidential Award for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching. 
And during National Teacher Apprecia-
tion Week earlier this year, he was one 
of the computer science teachers recog-
nized by President Obama at the White 
House. 

While he was in town for that cere-
mony, Joel made some time to visit my 
office and share his passion for com-
puter coding education. I am proud 
that Arkansas has teachers like Joel, 
who are making students’ futures 
brighter each day. 

It is my honor to recognize Joel 
Spencer as this week’s Arkansan of the 
Week, and I am confident that the fu-
ture of our State and Nation is bright-
er because of his work to inspire stu-
dents to rise to the challenges of the 
21st century. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

ISIS 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, 2 weeks 
ago I came to the Senate floor to dis-
cuss the numerous foreign policy fail-
ures of the Obama administration. 
While there has been no shortage of ex-
amples over the past 7 years, I wish to 
revisit one particular subject from the 
litany of this administration’s errors— 
the very serious national security 
threat that President Obama once 
called a JV team. 

Last November, President Obama 
participated in an interview with the 
host of ‘‘Good Morning America,’’ 
George Stephanopoulos, who asked him 
the following question: ‘‘But ISIS is 
gaining strength, aren’t they?’’ 

The President’s reply: 
Well, no. I don’t think they’re gaining 

strength. What is true is that from the start, 
our goal has been first to contain, and we 
have contained them. 

Just 1 day later—1 day later—ISIS 
gunmen and suicide bombers attacked 
Paris and killed 130 people. Less than a 
month after that, 2 ISIS-inspired ter-
rorists killed 14 people in the first 
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homegrown ISIS attack on American 
soil. Now there is Orlando, the worst 
terrorist attack on America’s home-
land security since 9/11—so much for 
‘‘we have contained them.’’ 

Unfortunately, despite these attacks, 
President Obama continues to paint an 
unrealistically rosy picture of our suc-
cess against ISIS. Emerging from a 
meeting last week, the President de-
clared that ‘‘we are making significant 
progress’’ in the fight against ISIS. He 
went on to say, ‘‘ISIL’s ranks are 
shrinking. . . . Their morale is sink-
ing.’’ 

Two days later, however, the Presi-
dent’s CIA Director painted a very dif-
ferent picture. Testifying before Con-
gress, CIA Director John Brennan stat-
ed: ‘‘Unfortunately, despite all our 
progress against ISIL on the battlefield 
and in the financial realm, our efforts 
have not reduced the group’s terrorism 
capability and global reach.’’ 

Let me repeat that: ‘‘Our efforts have 
not reduced the group’s terrorism capa-
bility and global reach.’’ That is some-
thing the President neglected to men-
tion 2 days earlier. 

That is not the only thing he forgot 
to bring up. The President discussed 
the anti-ISIS coalition’s efforts to tar-
get ISIS’s funding. But he neglected to 
mention that those efforts still left 
ISIS with a robust revenue stream. 

The CIA Director noted that ‘‘ISIL 
. . . continues to generate at least tens 
of millions of dollars in revenue per 
month, primarily from taxation and 
from crude oil sales.’’ 

The President hailed accomplish-
ments on the ground in Iraq and Syria, 
but he didn’t mention that those suc-
cesses are doing essentially nothing to 
reduce ISIS’s ability to attack abroad. 

This is again a quote from Director 
Brennan: 

The group’s foreign branches and global 
networks can help preserve its capacity for 
terrorism regardless of events in Iraq and 
Syria. In fact, as the pressure mounts on 
ISIL, we judge that it will intensify its glob-
al terror campaign to maintain its domi-
nance of the global terrorism agenda. 

That, again, is from Director Bren-
nan. 

The President noted that ISIS is los-
ing ground in Libya, but he forgot to 
mention ISIS’s Libyan branch is per-
haps its most dangerous and poses a 
real threat to Africa and to Europe. Di-
rector Brennan testified again: 

ISIL is gradually cultivating its global 
network of branches into a more inter-
connected organization. The branch in Libya 
is probably the most developed and the most 
dangerous. We assess that it is trying to in-
crease its influence in Africa and to plot at-
tacks in the region and in Europe. 

If there is one thing that Director 
Brennan’s testimony made clear, it is 
that we are not doing enough to con-
front the threat posed by ISIS. Unfor-
tunately, that is not something Presi-
dent Obama seems to understand. As 
his remarks last week made clear, the 
President is more interested in ex-
plaining why he doesn’t like the term 
‘‘radical Islam’’ than he is in offering a 
concrete plan to actually defeat ISIS. 

It is difficult to understand why the 
President so resolutely avoids this 
term. The fact is, ISIS and its adher-
ents are driven by their radical inter-
pretation of Islam. How can we hope to 
confront this terrorist ideology if we 
can’t actually call it by its name? 

On the same note, what was the ad-
ministration hoping to accomplish 
when it redacted references to ISIS in 
its initial release of the 911 transcripts 
from the Orlando attack? Was it hop-
ing to somehow distract from the fact 
that this was a terrorist attack? Do 
they want to play down the fact that 
ISIS is now inspiring attacks in the 
United States? 

Unfortunately, our Commander in 
Chief’s disturbing reluctance to iden-
tify our enemy by its name is emblem-
atic of the fundamental lack of serious-
ness that has characterized the Presi-
dent’s foreign policy. The attack in Or-
lando was a terrorist attack, yet the 
President’s response was a formulaic 
call for gun control. All the gun con-
trol laws in the world are not going to 
stop a terrorist bent on wreaking 
havoc in our country. France’s strict 
gun control laws didn’t prevent terror-
ists from slaughtering 130 people last 
November. 

To stop ISIS-inspired attacks, we 
need to stop ISIS. And to do that, we 
need a serious, comprehensive plan 
from the President. What I wish we had 
heard last week from the President are 
concrete proposals to counter the 
threat of homegrown terrorism. He 
could have talked about ways to make 
sure our intelligence agencies have the 
resources they need to track and 
counter ISIS efforts to communicate 
with its recruits in the West. He could 
have discussed ways to address the 
threat of lone wolf terrorists. He could 
have talked about ways we can im-
prove our ability to monitor terrorists’ 
communications to disrupt their plans. 
He could have called on Senate Demo-
crats to support Senator CORNYN’s 
amendment to give the Attorney Gen-
eral the authority to act on probable 
cause against would-be terrorists while 
protecting due process to protect Sec-
ond Amendment rights, but he didn’t. 
Instead, he issued a brief call for gun 
control and spent a large chunk of his 
speech defending his refusal to use the 
term ‘‘radical Islam.’’ 

When President Obama was elected, 
we were told he would restore Amer-
ica’s standing in the world. In fact, he 
received a Nobel Peace prize in the 
first year of his first term based solely 
on people’s belief that he would pro-
mote peace and bring stability to world 
affairs. I thought of that when I saw 
this statement from CIA Director 
Brennan toward the end of his testi-
mony last week. The Director said: ‘‘I 
have never seen a time when our coun-
try faced such a wide variety of threats 
to our national security.’’ Again, that 
statement was stated by CIA Director 
Brennan during his testimony just last 
week. 

President Obama is certainly not re-
sponsible for all the unrest in the world 

today, but the unfortunate truth is, his 
foreign policy failures have contrib-
uted to a lot of it. His politically moti-
vated decision to withdraw our troops 
from Iraq and announce the timetable 
to our enemies created the vacuum 
that ISIS quickly moved in to fill. His 
decision not to act when Syrian Presi-
dent Bashar al-Assad crossed the red-
line the President himself had drawn 
sent a message to tyrants and dictators 
the world over that America could be 
ignored at will. The President’s nuclear 
deal with Iran has left that country 
better equipped to acquire advanced 
nuclear weapons down the road. 

President Obama is nearing the end 
of his term, but there is still time for 
him to commit to working with Repub-
licans to take the steps that are nec-
essary to not just contain but to actu-
ally defeat ISIS. There is still time for 
him to focus on controlling our borders 
so terrorists don’t slip across without 
our knowledge. There is still time for 
him to take measures to strengthen 
our counterterrorism capabilities, and 
there is still time for him to focus on 
supporting Federal and local law en-
forcement in their efforts to stop ter-
rorism. 

I hope in the coming days, the Presi-
dent will see his way to offering some 
serious solutions to the danger ISIS 
poses to our Nation. It is high time 
that happen. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

FISCHER). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

FOREIGN SOVEREIGN IMMUNITIES 
ACT 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
rise to speak about the changing na-
ture of globalization. Everyone is 
aware globalization has changed how 
economies work. Some people have em-
braced globalization while others are 
fighting to slow its effects. In America, 
most people are familiar with the mod-
ern, multinational corporation. These 
corporations are privately owned by 
shareholders and operate in countries 
around the world. However, there is a 
new trend that is becoming increas-
ingly evident in commerce today. We 
are now seeing entities that are owned 
by governments competing with pri-
vate companies in the automotive, 
food, and airline industries that rep-
resent more traditional commerce. 

Over the last several decades, govern-
ments, through entities called state- 
owned enterprises, have become highly 
involved in international commerce. 
We have seen state-owned companies 
and enterprises buy the assets of pri-
vate companies, such as Smithfield 
Foods, and start up completely new 
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