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The House met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WOMACK).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 8, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

————————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Dear Lord, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

As the Members of this people’s
House return from a lengthy time in
their home districts, in the wake of a
great American holiday, we ask Your
special blessing upon American work-
ers, those fortunate to have jobs during
these difficult economic times and
those desiring work. May they know
and be confident of the nobility and sa-
credness of their labor.

Lord, the task facing the Nation’s
Congress is a difficult one which will
call upon each Member to consider
what is best for American workers
first. It is the challenge facing all
Americans.

Give the Members wisdom in their
work that our economy might continue
to rebound and our countrymen and
-women throughout these TUnited
States be able to provide for their fam-
ilies and to build lives we have all
come to expect for our citizens.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BURGESS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 5, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on Au-
gust 5, 2015 at 9:18 a.m.:

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1138.

That the Senate passed S. 1297.

That the Senate passed S. 267.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

COMMUNICATION FROM LEGISLA-
TIVE ASSISTANT, THE HONOR-
ABLE JODY B. HICE OF GEORGIA,
MEMBER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Timothy H. Reitz, legis-
lative assistant, the Honorable JODY B.
Hick of Georgia, Member of Congress:

WASHINGTON, DC, AUGUST 5, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
received a grand jury subpoena, issued by the
United States District Court for the Middle
District of Georgia, for testimony and docu-
ments.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel regarding the subpoena, I will
make the determinations required under rule
VIII.

Sincerely,
TIMOTHY H. REITZ,

Legislative Assistant/Congressman Jody Hice.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 6, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on Au-
gust 6, 2015 at 9:06 a.m.:

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 212.

That the Senate passed H. Con. Res. 72.

That the Senate passed S. 1523.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

[J This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 6, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on Au-
gust 6, 2015 at 9:28 a.m.:

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 720.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 2559.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 2131.

That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 1531.

That the Senate passed S.

That the Senate passed S.

That the Senate passed S.

That the Senate passed S.

That the Senate passed S.

That the Senate passed S.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

with an amend-

without amend-

without amend-

without amend-

1707.
1826.
1596.
1362.
1576.
1347.

KAREN L. HAAS.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 7, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on Au-
gust 7, 2015 at 10:59 a.m.:

Appointments:

Commission on Care.

Congressional-Executive Commission on
the People’s Republic of China.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
ROBERT F. REEVES,
Deputy Clerk.

———

DEPUTY SHERIFF DARREN
GOFORTH—TEXAS LAWMAN

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Fri-
day, in the blistering heat of Houston,
Texas, 11,000 people, including the Gov-
ernor, attended the event; many more
stood outside. The ceremony was
broadcast live on all four local TV sta-
tions. Helicopters flew overhead. Peace
officers from the United States, Can-
ada, and the United Kingdom were
there. The city and State gave their
final tribute and respect for one of its
fallen—Harris County Deputy Sheriff
Darren Goforth.
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Darren left behind a widow, Kath-
leen, and children: Ava, 12, and Ryan, 5.

Darren was assassinated the week be-
fore while he was putting gasoline in
his patrol car, apparently targeted be-
cause he was a peace officer. He was
shot in the back of the head 15 times.
An individual was quickly captured,
and he is charged with capital murder.

Darren Goforth was a happy guy. He
loved his family. He loved his second
career as a lawman and loved working
on old cars.

Everyone liked Darren. Even a local
thief posted on social media that
Goforth was his favorite police officer.

Darren loved his kids and recently
bought his son and himself Captain
America t-shirts. Ryan, his son, wore
his t-shirt at the funeral. Deputy
Goforth was buried in his Captain
America t-shirt underneath his uni-
form.

Peace officers like Goforth are a rare
breed. They rush to emergencies and
dangers while most flee from them.
Their life is dedicated to serving and
protecting others. They are willing to
sacrifice everything for the rest of us.
Darren Goforth was that type of peace
officer.

Mr. Speaker, when the funeral was
over and the bagpipers had played
“Amazing Grace’’ and the buglers had
played ““Taps,” it started to rain, as if
the angels above were shedding tears
for a remarkable guy, Deputy Sheriff
Darren Goforth.

And that is just the way it is.

————
AMERICA’S 122ND LABOR DAY

(Mr. GALLEGO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, Monday
marked the 122nd year that we have
honored and celebrated the hard-work-
ing men and women of America on
Labor Day.

It is also an occasion to reflect on
the tremendous progress that the labor
movement has made in improving the
lives of working families.

From strengthening pay and working
conditions to fighting for fair health
care and retirement benefits, unions
have and will always play a critical
role in growing the American middle
class.

However, we still have a long way to
go. That is why I support raising the
minimum wage, expanding the earned
income tax credit, and fighting for fair
trade agreements so that we can lift up
the millions of working families in
America still struggling to make ends
meet.

Mr. Speaker, it is simple. Those will-
ing to work should be able to find good
jobs. Through their hard work, they
should be able to improve their fam-
ily’s quality of life. That is the core of
the American Dream.

This Labor Day, let’s recommit our-
selves to building a nation and an econ-
omy where that dream is within reach
for every American.
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GOLD KING MINE

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, early
last month the negligence of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency caused
the release of over 3 million gallons of
wastewater at the Gold King Mine near
Silverton, Colorado, causing arguably
the biggest environmental disaster of
this year.

While over the congressional August
work period, I was able to visit the
spill site and, with elected officials,
was able to view it for myself. As you
can see, there is still considerable ef-
fluent coming out of the mouth of that
mine as of 2 weeks ago.

Mr. Speaker, I will just ask: Has any-
one been fired? Has anyone been held
accountable at the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency for this disaster? No,
they have not.

What would have happened had a pri-
vate company been responsible for a
disaster of this order of magnitude? I
shudder to think where those people in
charge of that company would be
today.

The EPA did not follow its own pro-
cedures. It did not have proper commu-
nications equipment at the site of the
disaster. They had no satellite phone.
They had no radio.

As a consequence, they did not notify
local officials until a day later of what
had occurred at the mine. They have
also refused to answer questions about
the potential health risks in the pol-
luted water to humans and animals
downriver.

The long-term effects of the EPA’s
neglect will be unknown, but I submit
they will be significant for years to
come.

———

FRANCIS BELLAMY

(Mr. COLLINS of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to commemorate
Francis Bellamy, one of the most influ-
ential individuals from Mount Morris,
New York. Francis Bellamy is the au-
thor of the Pledge of Allegiance.

Today marks the 123rd anniversary of
the Pledge of Allegiance, which was
first published in a magazine called
“The Youth Companion” on September
8, 1892. The Pledge was initially writ-
ten as part of a campaign to put Amer-
ican flags in every school in the coun-
try.

In its original form, it read: ‘I pledge
allegiance to my Flag and the Republic
for which it stands, one Nation, indi-
visible, with liberty and justice for
all.”

In 1923, the words, ‘‘the Flag of the
United States of America’ were added.
In 1954, Congress added the words
“under God,” creating the 31-word
pledge we say every day.
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Bellamy’s words are recited millions
of times every day and are ingrained in
our society as an expression of national
pride and patriotism.

———————

CONGRESSIONAL LAND
CONSERVATION CAUCUS

(Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, the summer months provided
us with an excellent opportunity to get
outside and take advantage of the nat-
ural resources, great parks, and public
lands in our communities.

In southeastern Pennsylvania, we are
fortunate that we do not have to go
much further than our own backyard
to enjoy a wide variety of landscapes
and public lands.

In an effort to prioritize the con-
servation of our public lands, water-
ways, natural resources, and public
policies related to the same, I recently
established the bipartisan Congres-
sional Land Conservation Caucus with
Representatives JOE PITTS, EARL BLU-
MENAUER, and MIKE THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia. I appreciate their willingness to
support this effort, and I urge my col-
leagues to join our caucus.

It is my hope this group of Members
will focus on issues related to land con-
servation, the protection of natural re-
sources, and the preservation of open
space across the country.

I also want to thank Michael
Rellahan and the Daily Local News for
their in-depth observations on the past,
present, and future of the Chester
County government-led efforts to pro-
tect open space. It has been a remark-
ably successful program over the past
30 years.

And, indeed, another county in my
district, Montgomery County, has fol-
lowed in their lead, as have many other
counties in Pennsylvania and across
the country.

——
O 1415

OPPOSE THE IRAN DEAL

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
this much we know about the Iran
deal.

It permits Iran to develop nuclear
weapons in the future. It means $150
billion to Iran, some of which will be
used to export terrorism, as President
Obama has admitted. It allows Iran to
buy weapons, such as intercontinental
ballistic missiles. It gives Iran weeks,
if not months, of advance notice of any
weapons site inspections.

It includes secret side agreements;
one prohibits other countries from in-
specting a possible nuclear weapons de-
velopment site.

It is being implemented even though
a majority in the House and the Senate
oppose it.
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The Iran deal destabilizes the Middle
East, jeopardizes America’s security,
and endangers the world.

———

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I rise to
give notice of my intention to raise a
question of the privileges of the House.

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

Whereas Rule IX of the Rules of the
House of Representatives states that a
question of the privileges of the House
‘“‘shall be, first, those affecting the
rights of the House collectively, its
safety, dignity, and the integrity of its
proceedings; and second, those affect-
ing the rights, reputation, and conduct
of Members, Delegates, or the Resident
Commissioner, individually, in their
representative capacity only’’;

Whereas the Iran Nuclear Agreement
Review Act of 2015 (in this preamble re-
ferred to as the ‘“Review Act’) was
passed by the Senate on May 7, 2015, by
a vote of 98-1;

Whereas the House of Representa-
tives passed the Review Act on May 14,
2015, by a vote of 400-25;

Whereas the Review Act was signed
by President Barack Obama on May 22,
2015, becoming Public Law No. 114-1T7;

Whereas section 135(a)(1) of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted
by section 2 of the Review Act) states,
“Not later than 5 calendar days after
reaching an agreement with Iran relat-
ing to the nuclear program of Iran, the
President shall transmit to the appro-
priate congressional committees and
leadership—(A) the agreement, as de-
fined in subsection (h)(1), including all
related materials and annexes’’;

Whereas section 135(h)(1) of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted
by section 2 of the Review Act) states,
“The term ‘agreement’ means an
agreement related to the nuclear pro-
gram of Iran that includes the United
States, commits the United States to
take action, or pursuant to which the
United States commits or otherwise
agrees to take action, regardless of the
form it takes, whether a political com-
mitment or otherwise, and regardless
of whether it is legally binding or not,
including any joint comprehensive plan
of action entered into or made between
Iran and any other parties, and any ad-
ditional materials related thereto, in-
cluding annexes, appendices, codicils,
side agreements, implementing mate-
rials, documents, and guidance, tech-
nical or other understandings, and any
related agreements, whether entered
into or implemented prior to the agree-
ment or to be entered into or imple-
mented in the future’’;

Whereas on July 14, 2015, the Director
General of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (in this preamble re-
ferred to as the “TAEA’”’) and the Presi-
dent of the Atomic Energy Organiza-
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tion of Iran signed the ‘‘Roadmap for
the Clarification of Past and Present
Outstanding Issues regarding Iran’s
Nuclear Program’, which refers to two
‘‘separate arrangements’’ between the
IAEA and Iran;

Whereas the first of these separate
arrangements seeks to clarify and re-
solve longstanding questions about the
possible military dimensions of Iran’s
nuclear program, including those iden-
tified in the IAEA Director General’s
report to the Board of Governors, des-
ignated ‘‘GOV/2011/65’;

Whereas section G(38) of that report
states, ‘“‘Since 2002, the [TAEA] has be-
come increasingly concerned about the
possible existence in Iran of undis-
closed nuclear related activities in-
volving military related organizations,
including activities related to the de-
velopment of a nuclear payload for a
missile, about which the [TAEA] has
regularly received new information”’;

Whereas the Roadmap describes the
second of these separate arrangements
as an effort to resolve outstanding
issues regarding the military facility
at Parchin;

Whereas in his November 29, 2012, re-
port to the Board of Governors, the Di-
rector General of the TAEA stated, ‘““‘As
you will recall, the [TAEA] has infor-
mation indicating that Iran con-
structed a large explosives contain-
ment vessel at the Parchin site in
which to conduct hydrodynamic experi-
ments. Despite repeated requests, Iran
has still not granted the [TAEA] access
to the Parchin site. Satellite imagery
shows that extensive activities, includ-
ing the removal and replacement of
considerable quantities of earth, have
taken place at this location. I am con-
cerned that these activities will have

seriously undermined the [IAEA’S]
ability to undertake effective
verification. I reiterate my request

that Iran, without further delay, pro-
vide access to that location and sub-
stantive answers to the [IAEA’s] de-
tailed questions regarding the Parchin
site”’;

Whereas an August 20, 2015, report by
the Associated Press includes draft
text of the Parchin separate agree-
ment, which details a process by which
Iran will provide photographs, videos,
soil samples, and other materials in
lieu of giving the IAEA access to the
Parchin site;

Whereas Dr. Olli Heinonen, a 27-year
veteran of the IAEA and its former
Deputy Director General and chief in-
spector, stated, ‘“‘Much of the current
concerns arise from the reported ar-
rangements worked out between the
IAEA and Iran in the side documents
to address PMD [possible military di-
mension] issues. If the reporting is ac-
curate, these procedures appear to be
risky, departing significantly from
well-established and proven safeguards
practices. At a Dbroader level, if
verification standards have been di-
luted for Parchin (or elsewhere) and
limits imposed, the ramification is sig-
nificant as it will affect the IAEA’s
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ability to draw definitive conclusions
with the requisite level of assurances
and without undue hampering of the
verification process’;

Whereas the self inspection and
verification by Iran of its own nuclear
weapons-related activities performed
at the Parchin military facility are in-
adequate and incapable of dem-
onstrating Iran’s compliance with safe-
guards against nuclear weapons devel-
opment, as established by the IAEA or
the international nuclear agreement
with Iran;

Whereas on July 14, 2015, the P5+1
(the United States, the United King-
dom, France, the People’s Republic of
China, the Russian Federation, and
Germany) and Iran announced that the
parties had agreed to a Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action;

Whereas section C(13) of the Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action requires
Iran’s parliament and president to im-
plement the Additional Protocol to
Iran’s Comprehensive Safeguards
Agreement with the TAEA;

Whereas section C(14) of the agreed
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action re-
quires Iran to fully implement the
“Roadmap for Clarification of Past and
Present Outstanding Issues regarding
Iran’s Nuclear Program’, which was
agreed to with the TAEA;

Whereas the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action is necessarily predi-
cated on and interdependent with the
two side agreements between the IAEA
and Iran, all of which are mutually re-
inforcing and indivisible;

Whereas State Department spokes-
man John Kirby issued a public state-
ment on July 19, 2015, stating that
“today the State Department trans-
mitted to Congress the Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action, its annexes,
and related materials. These docu-
ments include the Unclassified
Verification Assessment Report on the
JCPOA and the Intelligence Commu-
nity’s Classified Annex to the
Verification Assessment Report, as re-
quired under the law. Therefore, Day
One of the 60-day review period begins
tomorrow, Monday, July 20°’;

Whereas section 135(c)(1)(E) of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted
by section 2 of the Review Act) states,
“it is critically important that Con-
gress have the opportunity, in an or-
derly and deliberative manner, to con-
sider and, as appropriate, take action
affecting the statutory sanctions re-
gime imposed by Congress’”, thereby
providing the right to the House collec-
tively, and the Members of the House
individually in their representative ca-
pacities, to review the Iran nuclear
agreement, as defined in section
135(h)(1) of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, in order to determine what action,
if any, to take;

Whereas section 135(h)(1) of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted
by section 2 of the Review Act) specifi-
cally requires the President to provide
Congress with the text of ‘‘side agree-
ments” and ‘‘related agreements’’, in-
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cluding those agreements ‘‘between
Iran and any other parties’’;

Whereas the State Department’s
transmission to Congress did not in-
clude the text or materials relating to
the two side agreements between the
IAEA and Iran and was therefore in-
complete as a matter of law;

Whereas on July 21, 2015, Senate For-
eign Relations Committee Chairman
BoB CORKER and Ranking Member BEN
CARDIN sent a bipartisan letter to the
State Department requesting the ac-
tual text of the two separate agree-
ments between the IAEA and Iran;

Whereas on July 22, 2015, Congress-
man MIKE POMPEO and Senator ToMm
COoTTON, along with the Speaker of the
House and the Majority Leader of the
Senate, sent a letter to the President
requesting the text of the two separate
agreements between the IAEA and
Iran;

Whereas on August 4, 2015, Congress-
man POMPEO sent a further letter to
the President, co-signed by the House
Majority Leader and 92 other Members
of the House, requesting the President
to provide the text of the two separate
agreements between the IAEA and
Iran;

Whereas contrary to the law and
these requests, the President did not
provide the text of the separate agree-
ments to Congress or any of its Mem-
bers;

Whereas on July 22, 2015, State De-
partment spokesman John Kirby stat-
ed, ‘““There’s no side deals. There’s no
secret deals between Iran and the TAEA
that the P5+1 has not been briefed on
in detail”’;

Whereas in an August 5, 2015, letter
to Members of Congress, Assistant Sec-
retary of State for Legislative Affairs
Julia Frifield contradicted this claim,
saying, ‘“‘The Roadmap refers to two
‘separate agreements’ between the
TAEA and Iran. Within the IAEA sys-
tem, such arrangements related to
safeguards procedures and inspection
activities are confidential and are not
released to other member states’’;

Whereas on July 28, 2015, Secretary of
State John Kerry told the House For-
eign Affairs Committee, in responding
to the statement that National Secu-
rity Advisor Susan Rice has seen the
actual text of the two side agreements,
“I don’t believe Susan Rice, National
Security Advisor, has seen it”’;

Whereas responding further to
whether he has seen the actual text,
Secretary Kerry said, ‘‘No, I haven’t
seen it, I've been briefed on it”’;

Whereas on July 29, 2015, Secretary of
Energy Ernest Moniz stated, ‘I, per-
sonally, have not seen those docu-
ments’’;

Whereas on July 31, 2015, White
House Press Secretary Josh Earnest
stated, ‘‘Our negotiators were briefed
on the contents of that agreement” (a
reference to the side agreements);

Whereas being briefed second- or
third-hand, including by Obama Ad-
ministration officials who themselves
have not read the actual text of the
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side agreements, is akin to a game of
telephone and is not the same thing as
allowing Members of Congress to read
the actual text of the agreements;

Whereas the congressional review pe-
riod prescribed in section 135(b) of
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted
by section 2 of the Review Act) to re-
view the Iran nuclear agreement begins
only ‘“‘if an agreement, including all
materials required to be transmitted to
Congress pursuant to subsection (a)(1)”’
is transmitted by the President to the
Congress for review;

Whereas on July 14, 2015, President
Obama stated, ‘“This deal is not built
on trust. It is built on verification” ;

Whereas it is impossible for the
President, Congress, and the American
people to consider and determine
whether to support or oppose an Iran
nuclear agreement without reviewing
key inspection and verification details
contained in the text of the two side
agreements between the IAEA and
Iran;

Whereas the determination by the
Parliamentarian of the House of Rep-
resentatives, acting as an Officer of the
House, that the President has trans-
mitted to Congress the agreement and
related materials as required by law,
and therefore to begin counting the
elapsing of the congressional review
period beginning on July 20, 2015, de-
prives the House collectively and the
Members of the House individually in
their representative capacities, of the
right to the review the Iran nuclear
agreement;

Whereas the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
for the legislative day of July 27, 2015,
is incorrect, listing under the heading
“Executive Communications’ the fol-
lowing entry: ‘““A letter from the As-
sistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs,
Department of State, transmitting a
letter and attachments satisfying all
requirements of Sec. 135(a) of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
by the Iran Nuclear Agreement Review
Act of 2015 (Pub. L. 114-17), as received
July 19, 2015; jointly to the Committees
on Foreign Affairs, Financial Services,
the Judiciary, Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and Ways and Means’’;

Whereas the House of Representa-
tives is scheduled to vote on a resolu-
tion of disapproval of the Iran nuclear
agreement as soon as September 9,
2015, a procedure provided for under
section 135(e)(4) of the of Atomic En-
ergy Act of 1954 (as enacted by section
2 of the Review Act);

Whereas such a vote is injurious to
the integrity of the proceedings of the
House as it violates the process pro-
vided under section 135 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted by sec-
tion 2 of the Review Act), which is con-
tingent upon both the President’s
transmittal of the Iran nuclear agree-
ment and all related documents, in-
cluding side agreements, and the ob-
servance of the congressional review
period provided in such section 135;

Whereas in her August 5, 2015, letter
to Members of Congress, Assistant Sec-
retary of State Frifield inaccurately
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stated, ‘“The United States does not
have a right to demand these [side
agreement] documents from the
IAEA”;

Whereas Dr. Heinonen, the former
Deputy Director General and chief in-
spector of the IAEA stated, ‘‘According
to the TAEA rules and practices, such
documents could be made available to
the members of the IAEA Board’’;

Whereas Dr. Heinonen further stated,
“The issue of confidentiality is an im-
portant matter for the TAEA. However,
it should not be used as a blanket to
stop legitimate questions, particularly
regarding verification methods at
Parchin. Historically, the IAEA has
not viewed such issues as confidential.
The TAEA and its member states have
disclosed much more detailed facility-
specific approaches at regular safe-
guards symposia. Additionally, in 2007
the TAEA Iran Work Plan addressing
outstanding issues, accumulated over
several years, was made available to
all JAEA member states, and the Board
also received a 2012 document from
Iran related to very specific PMD [pos-
sible military dimensions] questions,
which happened while the IAEA was
negotiating with Iran for greater clar-
ity and access’’;

Whereas part I, section 5 of TAEA In-
formation Circular 153 provides that
“‘specific information relating to such
implementation [of measures to safe-
guard nuclear materials] in the State
may be given to the Board of Gov-
ernors and to such Agency staff mem-
bers as require such knowledge’’;

Whereas Article VI of the Statute of
the TAEA authorizes the Board of Gov-
ernors of the TAEA to direct the work
of the TAEA, including in safeguarding
nuclear materials and ensuring the
peaceful ends of a participating mem-
ber state’s nuclear program;

Whereas Rule 18 of the Rules of the
Board of Governors of the TAEA, enti-
tled ‘‘Circulation of Documents of Par-
ticular Importance’’, establishes proce-
dures by which member states of the
IAEA Board of Governors may access
relevant documents related to their du-
ties;

Whereas the United States serves on
the Board of Governors of the TAEA
and has both the need and the author-
ity to access the actual text of the two
side agreements between the IAEA and
Iran;

Whereas on July 30, 2015, White
House Press Secretary Josh Earnest,
speaking on behalf of the President of
the United States, stated, ‘I will ac-
knowledge that I don’t know exactly
what the requirements are of the Iran
Review Act, so I'm not sure exactly
what that means [Congress is] asking
for”’;

Whereas on April 6, 2015, White House
Press Secretary Josh Earnest stated,
“[W]e do believe that Congress should
play their rightful role in terms of ulti-
mately deciding whether or not the
sanctions that Congress passed into
law should be removed’’;

Whereas on April 7, 2015, White House
Press Secretary Josh Earnest further
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stated, ‘“‘[M]embers of Congress should
consider the agreement and decide
whether or not the President has
achieved his stated objective of pre-
venting Iran from obtaining a nuclear
weapon, shutting down every pathway
they have and making them cooperate
with the most intrusive set of inspec-
tions that have ever been imposed on a
country’s nuclear program’’;

Whereas the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action, which was negotiated
and agreed to by the Obama Adminis-
tration, fails to accomplish those ob-
jectives;

Whereas any recognition by the
House of Representatives of the trans-
mittal by the President of an Iran nu-
clear agreement that does not include
all of the materials required by law, in-
cluding the text of the 2 side agree-
ments agreed to between the IAEA and
Iran, violates the rights of the Mem-
bers of the House individually in their
representative capacity, impeding
their ability to make a fully informed
decision on how to vote on behalf of
their constituents, as conceived and
provided for in the enactment of the
Review Act;

Whereas Director of National Intel-
ligence James Clapper has labeled Iran
the world’s leading state sponsor of
terrorism;

Whereas the Web site White-
House.gov states that Iran currently
has a 2-3 month breakout time to build
a nuclear bomb;

Whereas legislative action on an Iran
nuclear agreement is one of the most
important issues that will ever come
before the House, as it directly affects
the safety and security of the Members
of the House and their constituents;

Whereas the taking of legislative ac-
tion without reasonable consideration
and knowledge damages the reputation
and credibility of the House collec-
tively and its Members individually in
their representative capacities; and

Whereas the President’s failure to
follow a law that he signed is an af-
front to the dignity of the House and
cannot be ignored: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Rep-
resentatives—

(1) reaffirms its legal right to obtain
all materials, including the full text of
all side agreements, comprising the
Iran nuclear agreement, as defined in
section 135(h)(1) of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as enacted by section 2 of
the Iran Nuclear Agreement Review
Act of 2015 (in this section referred to
as the ‘“Review Act’”), which was
signed into law by President Obama;

(2) directs the Parliamentarian of the
House of Representatives not to recog-
nize, for purposes of determining the
dates of the congressional review pe-
riod prescribed in section 135(b) of
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as enacted
by section 2 of the Review Act), any
agreement and related documents sub-
mitted by the President that do not in-
clude the actual text of the two side
agreements between the IAEA and
Iran;
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(3) directs the Clerk of the House of
Representatives and the Officers of the
House to correct Executive Commu-
nication numbered 2207, appearing on
page 5522 in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
of the legislative day of July 27, 2015,
to state the following: ‘A letter from
the Assistant Secretary, Legislative
Affairs, Department of State, transmit-
ting a letter and attachments which
does not satisfy all requirements of
Sec. 135(a) of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended by the Iran Nuclear
Agreement Review Act of 2015 (Pub. L.
114-17), as received July 19, 2015; jointly
to the Committees on Foreign Affairs,
Financial Services, the Judiciary,
Oversight and Government Reform,
and Ways and Means’’;

(4) instructs the Speaker of the
House of Representatives to dispatch
without delay a notification to the
President, on behalf of the whole
House, entitled ‘‘Failure to Follow the
Law” and stating that—

(A) the President’s transmittal of
that agreement to the House is incom-
plete as a matter of law;

(B) consequently, the congressional
review period provided in section 135 of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as en-
acted by section 2 of the Review Act)
has not begun; and

(C) pursuant to section 135(b)(3) of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as so
enacted), until the end of the congres-
sional review period, ‘‘the President
may not waive, suspend, reduce, pro-
vide relief from, or otherwise limit the
application of statutory sanctions with
respect to Iran under any provision of
law or refrain from applying any such
sanctions pursuant to an agreement de-
scribed in subsection (a)’’;

(5) instructs the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, on behalf of
the whole House, to return the agree-
ment and related materials provided in
the President’s transmission of July 19,
2015, in order that the President may
provide a full and complete trans-
mission of all materials required by
law, including the text of side agree-
ments; and

(6) instructs the Speaker to take
such actions as may be necessary to
provide an appropriate remedy to en-
sure that the integrity of the legisla-
tive process is protected and to report
his actions and recommendations to
the House.

[ 1438

And, Mr. Speaker, if you didn’t catch
it, I am happy to repeat it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
rule IX, a resolution offered from the
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as
a question of the privileges of the
House has immediate precedence only
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed.

Pending that designation, the form of
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Illinois will appear in the
RECORD at this point.
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The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That
determination will be made at the time
designated for consideration of the res-
olution.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following
enrolled bills were signed by Speaker
pro tempore HARRIS on Thursday, Au-
gust 6, 2015:

H.R. 212, to amend the Safe Drinking
Water Act to provide for the assess-
ment and management of the risk of
algal toxins in drinking water, and for
other purposes;

H.R. 1138, to establish certain wilder-
ness areas in central Idaho and to au-
thorize various land conveyances in-
volving National Forest System land
and Bureau of Land Management land
in central Idaho, and for other pur-
poses;

H.R. 1531, to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide a pathway for
temporary seasonal employees in Fed-
eral land management agencies to
compete for vacant permanent posi-
tions under internal merit promotion
procedures, and for other purposes;

H.R. 2131, to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse
located at 83 Meeting Street in
Charleston, South Carolina, as the ‘‘J.
Waties Waring Judicial Center’’;

H.R. 2559, to designate the “PFC Mil-
ton A. Lee Medal of Honor Memorial
Highway’’ in the State of Texas.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 4 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 39 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
O 1600
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WALKER) at 4 p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———————

EARLY HEARING DETECTION AND
INTERVENTION ACT OF 2015

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 1344) to amend the Public Health
Service Act to reauthorize a program
for early detection, diagnosis, and
treatment regarding deaf and hard-of-
hearing newborns, infants, and young
children, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1344

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may cited as the ‘“‘Early Hearing De-
tection and Intervention Act of 2015”°.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds as follows:

(1) Deaf and hard-of-hearing mewborns, in-
fants, toddlers, and young children require ac-
cess to specialized early intervention providers
and programs in order to help them meet their
linguistic and cognitive potential.

(2) Families of deaf and hard-of-hearing
newborns, infants, toddlers, and young children
benefit from comprehensive early intervention
programs that assist them in supporting their
child’s development in all domains.

(3) Best practices principles for early interven-
tion for deaf and hard-of-hearing newborns, in-
fants, toddlers, and young children have been
identified in a range of areas including listening
and spoken language and visual and signed
language acquisition, family-to-family support,
support from individuals who are deaf or hard-
of-hearing, progress monitoring, and others.

(4) Effective hearing screening and early
intervention programs must be in place to iden-
tify hearing levels in deaf and hard-of-hearing
newborns, infants, toddlers, and young children
so that they may access appropriate early inter-
vention programs in a timely manner.

SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION OF PROGRAM FOR
EARLY DETECTION, DIAGNOSIS, AND
TREATMENT REGARDING DEAF AND
HARD-OF-HEARING NEWBORNS, IN-
FANTS, AND YOUNG CHILDREN.

Section 399M of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S.C. 280g-1) is amended to read as follows:
“SEC. 399M. EARLY DETECTION, DIAGNOSIS, AND

TREATMENT REGARDING DEAF AND
HARD-OF-HEARING NEWBORNS, IN-
FANTS, AND YOUNG CHILDREN.

“(a) HEALTH RESOURCES AND SERVICES AD-
MINISTRATION.—The Secretary, acting through
the Administrator of the Health Resources and
Services Administration, shall make awards of
grants or cooperative agreements to develop
statewide mewborn, infant, and young child-
hood hearing screening, diagnosis, evaluation,
and intervention programs and systems, and to
assist in the recruitment, retention, education,
and training of qualified personnel and health
care providers for the following purposes:

“(1) To develop and monitor the efficacy of
statewide programs and Ssystems for hearing
screening of newborns, infants, and young chil-
dren, prompt evaluation and diagnosis of chil-
dren referred from screening programs, and ap-
propriate educational, audiological, and medical
interventions for children confirmed to be deaf
or hard-of-hearing, consistent with the fol-
lowing:

“(A) Early intervention includes referral to
and delivery of information and services by or-
ganizations such as schools and agencies (in-
cluding community, consumer, and parent-based
agencies), pediatric medical homes, and other
programs mandated by part C of the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act, which offer
programs specifically designed to meet the
unique language and communication needs of
deaf and hard-of-hearing newborns, infants,
and young children.

“(B) Information provided to parents must be
accurate, comprehensive, and, where appro-
priate, evidence-based, allowing families to
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make important decisions for their child in a
timely way, including decisions relating to all
possible assistive hearing technologies (such as
hearing aids, cochlear implants, and
osseointegrated devices) and communication op-
tions (such as visual and sign language, listen-
ing and spoken language, or both).

‘“(C) Programs and systems under this para-
graph shall offer mechanisms that foster family-
to-family and deaf and hard-of-hearing con-
sumer-to-family supports.

‘““(2) To develop efficient models (both edu-
cational and medical) to ensure that newborns,
infants, and young children who are identified
through hearing screening receive followup by
qualified early intervention providers, qualified
health care providers, or pediatric medical
homes (including by encouraging State agencies
to adopt such models).

“(3) To provide for a technical resource center
in conjunction with the Maternal and Child
Health Bureauw of the Health Resources and
Services Administration—

“(A) to provide technical support and edu-
cation for States; and

“(B) to continue development and enhance-
ment of State early hearing detection and inter-
vention programs.

““(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, DATA MANAGE-
MENT, AND APPLIED RESEARCH.—

‘(1) CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PRE-
VENTION.—The Secretary, acting through the
Director of the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, shall make awards of grants or co-
operative agreements to State agencies or their
designated entities for development, mainte-
nance, and improvement of data tracking and
surveillance systems on mnewborn, infant, and
young childhood hearing screenings, audiologic
evaluations, medical evaluations, and interven-
tion services; to conduct applied research re-
lated to services and outcomes, and provide
technical assistance related to newborn, infant,
and young childhood hearing screening, evalua-
tion, and intervention programs, and informa-
tion systems; to ensure high-quality monitoring
of hearing screening, evaluation, and interven-
tion programs and systems for newborns, in-
fants, and young children; and to coordinate
developing standardized procedures for data
management and assessing program and cost ef-
fectiveness. The awards under the preceding
sentence may be used—

“(A) to provide technical assistance on data
collection and management;

‘““(B) to study and report on the costs and ef-
fectiveness of newborn, infant, and young child-
hood hearing screening, evaluation, diagnosis,
intervention programs, and systems;

“(C) to collect data and report on mewborn,
infant, and young childhood hearing screening,
evaluation, diagnosis, and intervention pro-
grams and systems that can be used—

“(i) for applied research, program evaluation,
and policy development; and

‘“‘(ii) to answer issues of importance to State
and national policymakers;

“(D) to identify the causes and risk factors for
congenital hearing loss;

‘““(E) to study the effectiveness of newborn, in-
fant, and young childhood hearing Screening,
audiologic evaluations, medical evaluations,
and intervention programs and systems by as-
sessing the health, intellectual and social devel-
opmental, cognitive, and hearing status of these
children at school age; and

‘“(F) to promote the integration, linkage, and
interoperability of data regarding early hearing
loss and multiple sources to increase informa-
tion exchanges between clinical care and public
health including the ability of States and terri-
tories to exchange and share data.

““(2) NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH.—The
Director of the National Institutes of Health,
acting through the Director of the National In-
stitute on Deafness and Other Communication
Disorders, shall, for purposes of this section,
continue a program of research and develop-
ment related to early hearing detection and
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intervention, including development of tech-
nologies and clinical studies of screening meth-
ods, efficacy of interventions, and related re-
search.

““(c) COORDINATION AND COLLABORATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out programs
under this section, the Administrator of the
Health Resources and Services Administration,
the Director of the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, and the Director of the Na-
tional Institutes of Health shall collaborate and
consult with—

‘““(A) other Federal agencies;

““(B) State and local agencies, including those
responsible for early intervention services pursu-
ant to title XIX of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396 et seq.) (Medicaid Early and Peri-
odic Screening, Diagnosis and Treatment Pro-
gram); title XXI of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1397aa et seq.) (State Children’s Health
Insurance Program); title V of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 701 et seq.) (Maternal and
Child Health Block Grant Program); and part C
of the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (20 U.S.C. 1431 et seq.);

“(C) consumer groups of and that serve indi-
viduals who are deaf and hard-of-hearing and
their families;

‘(D) appropriate national medical and other
health and education specialty organizations;

‘““(E) persons who are deaf and hard-of-hear-
ing and their families;

“(F) other qualified professional personnel
who are proficient in deaf or hard-of-hearing
children’s language and who possess the spe-
cialiced knowledge, skills, and attributes needed
to serve deaf and hard-of-hearing newborns, in-
fants, toddlers, children, and their families;

“(G) third-party payers and managed-care or-
ganizations; and

‘““(H) related commercial industries.

“(2) POLICY DEVELOPMENT.—The Adminis-
trator of the Health Resources and Services Ad-
ministration, the Director of the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, and the Director
of the National Institutes of Health shall coordi-
nate and collaborate on recommendations for
policy development at the Federal and State lev-
els and with the private sector, including con-
sumer, medical, and other health and education
professional-based organizations, with respect
to newborn, infant, and young childhood hear-
ing screening, evaluation, diagnosis, and inter-
vention programs and systems.

““(3) STATE EARLY DETECTION, DIAGNOSIS, AND
INTERVENTION PROGRAMS AND SYSTEMS; DATA
COLLECTION.—The Administrator of the Health
Resources and Services Administration and the
Director of the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention shall coordinate and collaborate in
assisting States—

““(A) to establish newborn, infant, and young
childhood hearing screening, evaluation, diag-
nosis, and intervention programs and systems
under subsection (a); and

‘““(B) to develop a data collection system under
subsection (b).

‘““(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION; RELIGIOUS AcC-
COMMODATION.—Nothing in this section shall be
construed to preempt or prohibit any State law,
including State laws which do not require the
screening for hearing loss of newborns, infants,
or young children of parents who object to the
screening on the grounds that such screening
conflicts with the parents’ religious beliefs.

‘““(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

‘““(1) The term ‘audiologic’, when used in con-
nection with evaluation, refers to procedures—

““(A) to assess the status of the auditory sys-
tem;
‘““(B) to establish the site of the auditory dis-
order, the type and degree of hearing loss, and
the potential effects of hearing loss on commu-
nication; and

“(C) to identify appropriate treatment and re-
ferral options, including—

“(i) linkage to State coordinating agencies
under part C of the Individuals with Disabilities
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Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1431 et seq.) or other
appropriate agencies;

““(ii) medical evaluation;

““(iii) hearing aid/sensory aid assessment;

“(iv) audiologic rehabilitation treatment; and

“(v) referral to national and local consumer,
self-help, parent, and education organizations,
and other family-centered services.

“(2) The term ‘early intervention’ refers to—

“(A) providing appropriate services for the
child who is deaf or hard of hearing, including
nonmedical services; and

“‘(B) ensuring the family of the child is—

‘(i) provided comprehensive, consumer-ori-
ented information about the full range of family
support, training, information services, and lan-
guage and communication options; and

“‘(ii) given the opportunity to consider and ob-
tain the full range of such appropriate services,
educational and program placements, and other
options for their child from highly qualified pro-
viders.

“(3) The term ‘medical evaluation’ refers to
key components performed by a physician, in-
cluding history, examination, and medical deci-
sionmaking focused on symptomatic and related
body systems for the purpose of diagnosing the
etiology of hearing loss and related physical
conditions, and for identifying appropriate
treatment and referral options.

“(4) The term ‘medical intervention’ refers to
the process by which a physician provides med-
ical diagnosis and direction for medical or sur-
gical treatment options for hearing loss or re-
lated medical disorders.

“(5) The term ‘newborn, infant, and young
childhood hearing screening’ refers to objective
physiologic procedures to detect possible hearing
loss and to identify mnewborns, infants, and
young children who require further audiologic
evaluations and medical evaluations.

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

‘(1) STATEWIDE NEWBORN, INFANT, AND YOUNG
CHILDHOOD HEARING SCREENING, EVALUATION
AND INTERVENTION PROGRAMS AND SYSTEMS.—
For the purpose of carrying out subsection (a),
there is authorized to be appropriated to the
Health Resources and Services Administration
317,800,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 through
2020.

“(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, DATA MANAGE-
MENT, AND APPLIED RESEARCH; CENTERS FOR DIS-
EASE CONTROL AND PREVENTION.—For the pur-
pose of carrying out subsection (b)(1), there is
authorized to be appropriated to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention $10,800,000 for
each of fiscal years 2016 through 2020.

“(3) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, DATA MANAGE-
MENT, AND APPLIED RESEARCH; NATIONAL INSTI-
TUTE ON DEAFNESS AND OTHER COMMUNICATION
DISORDERS.—No additional funds are authorized
to be appropriated for the purpose of carrying
out subsection (b)(2). Such subsection shall be
carried out using funds which are otherwise au-
thorized (under section 402A or other provisions
of law) to be appropriated for such purpose.’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I am pleased that, today, the House
is considering H.R. 1344, the Early
Hearing Detection and Intervention
Act of 2015. This bipartisan bill sets a
strong precedent for working together
on the many big issues before Congress
this month.

This bill, which I introduced along
with Congresswoman LOIS CAPPS, reau-
thorizes the program for the early de-
tection, diagnosis, and treatment of
deaf and hard of hearing newborns, in-
fants, and young children.

H.R. 1344 encourages hearing tests
and intervention for newborn babies.
Through early detection, these chil-
dren and their families can be made
aware of a child’s hearing loss and
given access to specialized early inter-
vention providers and programs in
order to help children meet their po-
tential. This reauthorization increases
the focus on loss to followup. So those
children whose hearing loss is identi-
fied don’t just stop with identification;
they may go on to receive interven-
tion, treatment, or an introduction to
deaf services.

This program has proven success. In
2000, only 40 percent of newborns were
screened for hearing loss. That number
rose to just over 86 percent in 2011, and,
today, the CDC reports that, roughly,
97 percent of all infant children are
screened for hearing loss.

In closing, I want to thank my col-
league, Congresswoman CAPPS, for her
leadership over the years on this im-
portant bipartisan issue. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1344 so we can
continue these vital services for new-
born babies and young children.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 1344, the
Early Hearing Detection and Interven-
tion Act. This important legislation is
led by Representatives Lois CAPPS and
BRETT GUTHRIE, both members of our
committee.

Beginning in 2000, Congress took
steps to facilitate the development of
newborn and infant screening and
intervention programs. This bill reau-
thorizes and makes further improve-
ments to the Early Hearing Detection
and Intervention Program, which sup-
ports detection and treatment for hear-
ing-impaired newborns and young chil-
dren.

The early identification of a child’s
hearing loss increases the likelihood
that intervention and treatment serv-
ices can successfully prevent or limit
developmental delays. Research shows
that it can significantly improve qual-
ity of life and education outcomes for
children with hearing impairments.
The vast majority of deaf children are
born to parents who do not have im-
paired hearing and who, therefore, may
not be able to identify their children’s
conditions early on. The outreach serv-
ices provided for by the program reau-
thorized in this bill may help ensure
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that children and their parents receive
appropriate screenings and followup.

I want to thank Representatives
CAPPS and GUTHRIE for their leadership
on this issue. I thank Chairman UPTON,
Ranking Member PALLONE, and Chair-
man PITTS for their work to advance
this important legislation. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 1344, the
Early Hearing Detection and Interven-
tion Act.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs.
CAPPS), my colleague and a cosponsor
of the bill.

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1344, the Early Hearing Detec-
tion and Intervention Act, which I was
so pleased to coauthor with my col-
league from Kentucky, Congressman
BRETT GUTHRIE.

Hearing loss in newborns is consid-
ered an invisible disability. Almost 3
out of every 1,000 children in the
United States are born deaf or hard of
hearing, and even more children lose
their hearing later on during child-
hood. When hearing loss is left unde-
tected, it can impede speech, language,
and cognitive development; but we
know that, when hearing loss is caught
early, children have much better out-
comes. In fact, early intervention can
help children overcome hearing issues
and get them ready to learn on par
with their peers.

That is exactly what the Early Hear-
ing Detection and Intervention Act
does, pronounced ‘‘Eddie.” As it is
commonly called, EHDI has helped
families in all 50 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia identify children in
need of care early when interventions
are most effective.

By all accounts, this program has
worked. Since the implementation of
the EHDI program 15 years ago, we
have seen a tremendous increase in the
number of newborns who are being
screened for hearing loss. Back in 2000,
when we first set up the EHDI program,
only 44 percent of newborns in the
country were being screened for hear-
ing 1loss. Now we are screening
newborns at a rate of over 96 percent.
This is a remarkable achievement, but
our work is not done.

While it is important that all babies
are screened for hearing loss, it is just
as important that those babies who do
not pass this screening receive a diag-
nostic evaluation and be connected to
early intervention programs. Unfortu-
nately, according to the Centers for
Disease Control, 36 percent of newborns
who fail their initial hearing
screenings are not receiving appro-
priate followup care. This reauthoriza-
tion effort will focus on those children,
helping to bridge the gap between
screening and intervention.
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My background is as a school nurse
for over 20 years, and I have worked
with so many students who were lag-
ging behind their classmates due to
undiagnosed or untreated hearing loss.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I yield
the gentlewoman an additional 30 sec-
onds.

Mrs. CAPPS. These children did not
need to suffer. We can and must help
them succeed through stronger invest-
ments in followup and interventions,
such as sign language training, hearing
aids, and speech-language develop-
ment. Early identification and inter-
vention are both keys to a child’s well-
being.

Our legislation would ensure that
these programs are there for the chil-
dren who need them. A vote for this
bill is a vote to keep this program
strong. I urge my colleagues to support
our bipartisan bill.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I urge the support of this bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, I thank my friend from California
(Mrs. CAPPS) so much for our working
together to move this bipartisan bill
forward. I thank our subcommittee
ranking member, Mr. GREEN, and our
chairman, Chairman PITTS.

I was involved in this effort in Ken-
tucky when I was in the State Senate.
I have seen the difference that it
makes, and I am glad to be involved in
this on a national level. Knowing that
97 percent of our babies are screened so
they can get intervention and treat-
ment very early in their lives makes a
big difference. I am proud to be a part
of this, and I urge my colleagues to
vote for H.R. 1344.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | support H.R.
1344, the “Early Hearing Detection and Inter-
vention Act of 2015” introduced by my col-
leagues Representatives CAPPS and GUTHRIE.

H.R. 1344, would reauthorize the Early
Hearing Detection and Intervention Program.
Prior to the creation of this program, less than
50 percent of all newborns were regularly
screened for hearing loss. I'm proud to say
that thanks to this program about 97 percent
of newborns now receive a hearing screening.
Through this program, children gain early ac-
cess to interventions and treatments that are
critical in minimizing a hearing-impaired child’s
risk of developmental delays, especially com-
munication, social skills and cognition. H.R.
1344 would ensure that we continue to sup-
port this valuable public health program that
has a proven track record of success.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1344, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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NATIONAL ALL SCHEDULES PRE-
SCRIPTION ELECTRONIC RE-
PORTING REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2015

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1725) to amend and reauthorize
the controlled substance monitoring
program under section 3990 of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1725

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National All
Schedules Prescription Electronic Reporting
Reauthorization Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO PURPOSE.

Paragraph (1) of section 2 of the National
All Schedules Prescription Electronic Re-
porting Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-60) is
amended to read as follows:

‘(1) foster the establishment of State-ad-
ministered controlled substance monitoring
systems in order to ensure that—

‘“(A) health care providers have access to
the accurate, timely prescription history in-
formation that they may use as a tool for
the early identification of patients at risk
for addiction in order to initiate appropriate
medical interventions and avert the tragic
personal, family, and community con-
sequences of untreated addiction; and

‘“(B) appropriate law enforcement, regu-
latory, and State professional licensing au-
thorities have access to prescription history
information for the purposes of investigating
drug diversion and prescribing and dis-
pensing practices of errant prescribers or
pharmacists; and”’.

SEC. 3. AMENDMENTS TO CONTROLLED SUB-
STANCE MONITORING PROGRAM.

Section 3990 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 280g-3) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘“‘or’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘; or’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(C) to maintain and operate an existing
State-controlled substance monitoring pro-
gram.’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting by the
Secretary’’ after ‘‘Grants awarded’’;

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as
follows:

“(b) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall maintain and, as appropriate,
supplement or revise (after publishing pro-
posed additions and revisions in the Federal
Register and receiving public comments
thereon) minimum requirements for criteria
to be used by States for purposes of clauses
(ii), (v), (vi), and (vii) of subsection
(C)(D)(A).”;

(3) in subsection (¢)—

(A) in paragraph (1)(B)—

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by
striking ‘“(a)(1)(B)”’ and inserting ‘‘(a)(1)(B)
or (a)(1)(C)’;

(ii) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘program to
be improved’” and inserting ‘‘program to be
improved or maintained’’;

(iii) by redesignating clauses (iii) and (iv)
as clauses (iv) and (v), respectively;

(iv) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(iii) a plan to apply the latest advances in
health information technology in order to
incorporate prescription drug monitoring
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program data directly into the workflow of
prescribers and dispensers to ensure timely
access to patients’ controlled prescription
drug history;”’;

(v) in clause (iv), as redesignated, by in-
serting before the semicolon at the end ‘‘and
at least one health information technology
system such as an electronic health records
system, a health information exchange, or
an e-prescribing system’’; and

(vi) in clause (v), as redesignated, by strik-
ing ‘‘public health’” and inserting ‘‘public
health or public safety’’;

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by striking “‘If a State that submits”
and inserting the following:

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a State that sub-
mits’’;

(ii) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘and include timelines for full im-
plementation of such interoperability. The
State shall also describe the manner in
which it will achieve interoperability be-
tween its monitoring program and health in-
formation technology systems, as allowable
under State law, and include timelines for
implementation of such interoperability.”’;
and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) MONITORING OF EFFORTS.—The Sec-
retary shall monitor State efforts to achieve
interoperability, as described in subpara-
graph (A).”; and

(C) in paragraph (5)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘implement or improve’’
and inserting ‘‘establish, improve, or main-
tain’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following:
“The Secretary shall redistribute any funds
that are so returned among the remaining
grantees under this section in accordance
with the formula described in subsection
(a)(2)(B).”’;

(4) in subsection (d)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘“In implementing or im-
proving’” and all that follows through
“(a)(1)(B)” and inserting ‘‘In establishing,
improving, or maintaining a controlled sub-
stance monitoring program under this sec-
tion, a State shall comply, or with respect to
a State that applies for a grant under sub-
paragraph (B) or (C) of subsection (a)(1)’;
and

(ii) by striking ‘‘public health’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘public health or public safety’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(6) The State shall report to the Sec-
retary on—

‘““(A) as appropriate, interoperability with
the controlled substance monitoring pro-
grams of Federal departments and agencies;

‘“(B) as appropriate, interoperability with
health information technology systems such
as electronic health records systems, health
information exchanges, and e-prescribing
systems; and

““(C) whether or not the State provides
automatic, real-time or daily information
about a patient when a practitioner (or the
designee of a practitioner, where permitted)
requests information about such patient.”’;

(5) in subsections (e), (f)(1), and (g), by
striking ‘“‘implementing or improving”’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘establishing,
improving, or maintaining’’;

(6) in subsection (f)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘mis-
use of a schedule II, ITI, or IV substance’ and
inserting ‘‘misuse of a controlled substance
included in schedule II, III, or IV of section
202(c) of the Controlled Substance Act’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘“a
State substance abuse agency,” after ‘“a
State health department,”; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:
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‘(3) EVALUATION AND REPORTING.—Subject
to subsection (g), a State receiving a grant
under subsection (a) shall provide the Sec-
retary with aggregate data and other infor-
mation determined by the Secretary to be
necessary to enable the Secretary—

“(A) to evaluate the success of the State’s
program in achieving its purposes; or

‘“(B) to prepare and submit the report to
Congress required by subsection (1)(2).

‘“(4) RESEARCH BY OTHER ENTITIES.—A de-
partment, program, or administration re-
ceiving nonidentifiable information under
paragraph (1)(D) may make such information
available to other entities for research pur-

poses.”’;

(7) by redesignating subsections (h)
through (n) as subsections (j) through (p), re-
spectively;

(8) in subsections (¢c)(1)(A)({v) and (d)(4), by
striking ‘‘subsection (h)”’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘subsection (j)*’;

(9) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing:

“(h) EDUCATION AND ACCESS TO THE MONI-
TORING SYSTEM.—A State receiving a grant
under subsection (a) shall take steps to—

‘(1) facilitate prescriber and dispenser use
of the State’s controlled substance moni-
toring system;

‘“(2) educate prescribers and dispensers on
the benefits of the system both to them and
society; and

‘“(8) facilitate linkage to the State sub-
stance abuse agency and substance abuse dis-
order services.

‘(1) CONSULTATION WITH ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL.—In carrying out this section, the Sec-
retary shall consult with the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States and other relevant
Federal officials to—

‘(1) ensure maximum coordination of con-
trolled substance monitoring programs and
related activities; and

“(2) minimize duplicative efforts and fund-
ing.”’;

(10) in subsection (1)(2)(A), as redesignated
by paragraph (7)—

(A) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘; estab-
lished or strengthened initiatives to ensure
linkages to substance use disorder services;”’
before ‘“‘or affected patient access’; and

(B) in clause (iii), by inserting ‘‘and be-
tween controlled substance monitoring pro-
grams and health information technology
systems’’ before ¢, including an assessment’’;

(11) by striking subsection (m) (relating to
preference), as redesignated by paragraph (7);

(12) by redesignating subsections (n)
through (p), as redesignated by paragraph
(7), as subsections (m) through (o), respec-
tively;

(13) in subsection (m)(1), as redesignated by
paragraph (12), by striking ‘‘establishment,
implementation, or improvement’’ and in-
serting ‘‘establishment, improvement, or
maintenance’’;

(14) in subsection (n), as redesignated by
paragraph (12)—

(A) in paragraph (5)—

(i) by striking ‘‘means the ability’’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘means—

“(A) the ability”’;

(ii) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) sharing of State controlled substance
monitoring program information with a
health information technology system such
as an electronic health records system, a
health information exchange, or an e-pre-
scribing system.’’;

(B) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘phar-
macy’’ and inserting ‘‘pharmacist’’; and

(C) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and the
District of Columbia’ and inserting ‘¢, the
District of Columbia, and any common-
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wealth or territory of the United States’’;
and

(15) by amending subsection (o), as redesig-
nated by paragraph (12), to read as follows:

*(0) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
To carry out this section, there is authorized
to be appropriated $10,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years from 2016 through 2020.”".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1725,
the National All Schedules Prescrip-
tion Electronic Reporting Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2015, introduced by my col-
leagues Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. KENNEDY,
Mr. BUCSHON, and Mr. PALLONE.

Prescription drug abuse is an epi-
demic in this country, and, sadly, Ken-
tucky is impacted by high rates of pre-
scription drug abuse. Every year, there
are 15,000 overdose deaths from pre-
scription pain relievers. For every
overdose death, there are an estimated
10 addiction treatment admissions and
32 emergency department visits. One
important tool we have as a nation to
combat this epidemic is Prescription
Drug Monitoring Programs. They pre-
vent doctor shopping and help physi-
cians make more informed clinical de-
cisions.

Reauthorizing NASPER would pro-
vide grant support to States to estab-
lish Prescription Drug Monitoring Pro-
grams. Healthcare providers can access
a patient’s prescription history
through the PDMP to help them iden-
tify patients at risk for addiction or
those who are abusing prescription
drugs. NASPER also helps identify best
practices for new PDMPs and ways to
improve existing monitoring programs.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 1725, the Na-
tional All Schedules Prescription Elec-
tronic Reporting Reauthorization Act.
This important legislation is sponsored
by Ranking Member PALLONE, Rep-
resentatives JOE KENNEDY and ED
WHITFIELD, and Congressman LARRY
BUCSHON.

The reauthorization of NASPER is
urgently needed to ensure that physi-
cians have patient-specific information
through Prescription Drug Monitoring
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Programs, PDMPs, at the point of care.
As its name suggests, PDMPs help phy-
sicians and other providers make ap-
propriate prescribing decisions while
ensuring that patients with legitimate
pain management needs have access to
necessary care. We are in the middle of
an epidemic of prescription drug opioid
misuse and overdose. According to the
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention, in 2013, more than 16,000 Amer-
icans died from an opioid-related over-
dose.

PDMPs are an integral part of our
Nation’s effort to combat the ongoing
opioid and prescription drug epidemic.
They allow for the early identification
of at-risk patients and timely interven-
tion to prevent prescription drug
abuse. States have recognized that
PDMPs are a vital tool to address this
public health crisis as demonstrated by
their universal adoption amongst the
States.

H.R. 1725 reauthorizes grants to
States to enhance their PDMPs, and it
makes further improvements to the
programs. Funding for PDMPs is need-
ed to help States utilize this effective
tool, to incentivize information shar-
ing across State lines, and to further
the implementation of best practices.

I want to thank Ranking Member
PALLONE and Representatives KEN-
NEDY, WHITFIELD, and BUCSHON for
their leadership. I also want to thank
my colleagues on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee for their commit-
ment to addressing our Nation’s opioid
epidemic. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1725.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. WHITFIELD), who has
worked tirelessly on these issues in the
Energy and Commerce Committee and
back home to try to address the pre-
scription drug problem in our State.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1725, the Na-
tional All Schedules Prescription Elec-
tronic Reporting Reauthorization Act,
as we call it, NASPER.

I introduced this legislation earlier
this year with my colleagues, Con-
gressman LARRY BUCSHON of Indiana,
FRANK PALLONE of New Jersey, and JOE
KENNEDY of Massachusetts.

I want to thank Chairman UPTON,
Ranking Member PALLONE, as well as
Subcommittee Chair PITTS, Ranking
Member GREEN, and Congressman
GUTHRIE for helping move this bill
through the committee and sub-
committee.

It has already been stated, the impor-
tance of this legislation to reauthorize
NASPER. Prescription drug overdose
death is reaching an epidemic propor-
tion. Tragically, it has increased in
America by fivefold since 1980, and
drug overdose now Kkills more Ameri-
cans than automobile accidents.

In my home State of Kentucky, more
than 1,000 individuals die each year
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from prescription drug overdose, which
is the third highest rate in the country.

Ten years ago NASPER was signed
into law to assist States in combating
prescription drug abuse through the
creation and improvement of prescrip-
tion drug-monitoring programs, which
experts agree are one of the most
promising clinical tools to address this
epidemic.

So today we come to the floor to re-
authorize this important legislation,
and I hope that we can continue our ef-
forts to obtain adequate funding from
the Appropriations Committee for
NASPER.

While there is no silver bullet to
solve the problem, we do have an op-
portunity to make a difference by ad-
vancing this reauthorization act. I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
that effort.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BUCSHON), a colleague, friend,
neighbor—our districts are joined on
the Ohio River—who is a physician who
understands these issues.

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today as an original coauthor of this
legislation, H.R. 1725. The reauthoriza-
tion of NASPER would allow SAMHSA
to provide grants to States for the es-
tablishment, implementation, and im-
provement of prescription drug-moni-
toring programs, or PDMPs, offering
timely access to accurate prescription
information for healthcare providers.

As a physician, I understand this is
critical to a provider’s ability to screen
and treat patients at risk for addiction.

The NASPER program also promotes
greater information sharing among
States by requiring grantees to facili-
tate these monitoring programs with
at least one bordering State while si-
multaneously protecting against unau-
thorized access to patient records.

This reauthorization language would
also encourage States to explore ways
to incorporate access to their PDMPs
into provider workflow systems, such
as electronic health records and e-pre-
scribing. Given the growing problem of
prescription drug abuse, this is a com-
monsense measure to protect the pub-
lic.

I want to thank Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr.
KENNEDY, and Ranking Member PAL-
LONE for their work on this legislation.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this important bill.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas.
Speaker, I have no further speakers.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I appreciate Mr. WHITFIELD, Dr.
BUCSHON, certainly Mr. KENNEDY, and
Mr. PALLONE for bringing this forward.
It is important. It is important to my
State, and it is important to our neigh-
boring States and citizens throughout
this country.

I urge my colleagues to vote for H.R.
1725.

Mr.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased
to support H.R. 1725, the “National All Sched-
ules  Prescription  Electronic  Reporting
(NASPER) Reauthorization Act,” which helps
States establish and maintain prescription
drug monitoring programs in order to combat
prescription drug abuse, a public health crisis
affecting communities across the country. |
have been a long-time champion of this bill
with my colleague Representative WHITFIELD
and | am pleased that Representatives KEN-
NEDY and BUCSHON joined our efforts this Con-
gress to reauthorize the NASPER program.

Prescription drug monitoring programs help
prescribers, pharmacists, and law enforcement
track and prevent the misuse of prescription
drugs. Forty nine states currently have laws
authorizing these programs and they are play-
ing a critical role in our efforts to combat the
opioid crisis. This bill, however, once passed
into law, will need funding and investment by
appropriators in order to be effective. | urge
Members to ensure that investment is met.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1725, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROTECTING OUR INFANTS ACT
OF 2015

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1462) to combat the rise of pre-
natal opioid abuse and neonatal absti-
nence syndrome.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1462

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Protecting
Our Infants Act of 2015°".

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds as follows:

(1) Opioid prescription rates have risen dra-
matically over the past several years. Ac-
cording to the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, in some States, there are as
many as 96 to 143 prescriptions for opioids
per 100 adults per year.

(2) In recent years, there has been a steady
rise in the number of overdose deaths involv-
ing heroin. According to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, the death rate
for heroin overdose doubled from 2010 to 2012.

(3) At the same time, there has been an in-
crease in cases of neonatal abstinence syn-
drome (referred to in this section as ‘“NAS”’).
In the United States, the incidence of NAS
has risen from 1.20 per 1,000 hospital births in
2000 to 3.39 per 1,000 hospital births in 2009.

(4) NAS refers to medical issues associated
with drug withdrawal in newborns due to ex-
posure to opioids or other drugs in utero.

(5) The average cost of treatment in a hos-
pital for NAS increased from $39,400 in 2000
to $53,400 in 2009. Most of these costs are born
by the Medicaid program.

(6) Preventing opioid abuse among preg-
nant women and women of childbearing age
is crucial.
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(7) Medically appropriate opioid use in
pregnancy is not uncommon, and opioids are
often the safest and most appropriate treat-
ment for moderate to severe pain for preg-
nant women.

(8) Addressing NAS effectively requires a
focus on women of childbearing age, preg-
nant women, and infants from preconception
through early childhood.

(9) NAS can result from the use of prescrip-
tion drugs as prescribed for medical reasons,
from the abuse of prescription drugs, or from
the use of illegal opioids like heroin.

(10) For pregnant women who are abusing
opioids, it is most appropriate to treat and
manage maternal substance use in a non-pu-
nitive manner.

(11) According to a report of the Govern-
ment Accountability Office (referred to in
this section as the “GAO report’’), more re-
search is needed to optimize the identifica-
tion and treatment of babies with NAS and
to better understand long-term impacts on
children.

(12) According to the GAO report, the De-
partment of Health and Human Services does
not have a focal point to lead planning and
coordinating efforts to address prenatal
opioid use and NAS across the department.

(13) According to the GAO report, ‘‘given
the increasing use of heroin and abuse of
opioids prescribed for pain management, as
well as the increased rate of NAS in the
United States, it is important to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of planning and
coordination of Federal efforts on prenatal
opioid use and NAS”.

SEC. 3. DEVELOPING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
PREVENTING AND TREATING PRE-
NATAL OPIOID ABUSE AND NEO-
NATAL ABSTINENCE SYNDROME.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services (referred to in this Act
as the ‘‘Secretary’’), acting through the Di-
rector of the Agency for Healthcare Research
and Quality (referred to in this section as
the ‘‘Director’’), shall conduct a study and
develop recommendations for preventing and
treating prenatal opioid abuse and neonatal
abstinence syndrome, soliciting input from
nongovernmental entities, including organi-
zations representing patients, health care
providers, hospitals, other treatment facili-
ties, and other entities, as appropriate.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor shall publish on the Internet Web site of
the Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality a report on the study and rec-
ommendations under subsection (a). Such re-
port shall address each of the issues de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (3) of sub-
section (c).

(¢) CONTENTS.—The study described in sub-
section (a) and the report under subsection
(b) shall include—

(1) a comprehensive assessment of existing
research with respect to the prevention,
identification, treatment, and long-term
outcomes of neonatal abstinence syndrome,
including the identification and treatment of
pregnant women or women who may become
pregnant who use opioids or other drugs;

(2) an evaluation of—

(A) the causes of and risk factors for opioid
use disorders among women of reproductive
age, including pregnant women;

(B) the barriers to identifying and treating
opioid use disorders among women of repro-
ductive age, including pregnant and
postpartum women and women with young
children;

(C) current practices in the health care
system to respond to and treat pregnant
women with opioid use disorders and infants
born with neonatal abstinence syndrome;

(D) medically indicated use of opioids dur-
ing pregnancy;
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(E) access to treatment for opioid use dis-
orders in pregnant and postpartum women;
and

(F) access to treatment for infants with
neonatal abstinence syndrome; and

(3) recommendations on—

(A) preventing, identifying, and treating
neonatal abstinence syndrome in infants;

(B) treating pregnant women who are de-
pendent on opioids; and

(C) preventing opioid dependence among
women of reproductive age, including preg-
nant women, who may be at risk of devel-
oping opioid dependence.

SEC. 4. IMPROVING PREVENTION AND TREAT-
MENT FOR PRENATAL OPIOID
ABUSE AND NEONATAL ABSTINENCE
SYNDROME.

(a) REVIEW OF PROGRAMS.—The Secretary
shall lead a review of planning and coordina-
tion within the Department of Health and
Human Services related to prenatal opioid
use and neonatal abstinence syndrome.

(b) STRATEGY TO CLOSE GAPS IN RESEARCH
AND PROGRAMMING.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall develop a
strategy to address research and program
gaps, including such gaps identified in find-
ings made by reports of the Government Ac-
countability Office. Such strategy shall ad-
dress—

(1) gaps in research, including with respect
to—

(A) the most appropriate treatment of
pregnant women with opioid use disorders;

(B) the most appropriate treatment and
management of infants with neonatal absti-
nence syndrome; and

(C) the long-term effects of prenatal opioid
exposure on children; and

(2) gaps in programs, including—

(A) the availability of treatment programs
for pregnant and postpartum women and for
newborns with neonatal abstinence syn-
drome; and

(B) guidance and coordination in Federal
efforts to address prenatal opioid use or neo-
natal abstinence syndrome.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Energy
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the findings of the review
described in subsection (a) and the strategy
developed under subsection (b).

SEC. 5. IMPROVING DATA ON AND PUBLIC
HEALTH RESPONSE TO NEONATAL
ABSTINENCE SYNDROME.

(a) DATA AND SURVEILLANCE.—The Director
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention shall, as appropriate—

(1) provide technical assistance to States
to improve the availability and quality of
data collection and surveillance activities
regarding neonatal abstinence syndrome, in-
cluding—

(A) the incidence and prevalence of neo-
natal abstinence syndrome;

(B) the identification of causes for neo-
natal abstinence syndrome, including new
and emerging trends; and

(C) the demographics and other relevant
information associated with neonatal absti-
nence syndrome;

(2) collect available surveillance data de-
scribed in paragraph (1) from States, as ap-
plicable; and

(3) make surveillance data collected pursu-
ant to paragraph (2) publically available on
an appropriate Internet Web site.

(b) PUBLIC HEALTH RESPONSE.—The Direc-
tor of the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention shall encourage increased utiliza-
tion of effective public health measures to
reduce neonatal abstinence syndrome.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1462,
the Protecting Our Infants Act of 2015,
introduced by my colleagues, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts and Mr. STIV-
ERS.

Over the past several years, opioid
addiction has risen dramatically in the
United States, reaching epidemic pro-
portions. The death rate for heroin
overdose doubled in just 2 years, from
2010 to 2012.

One of the issues that has arisen as a
result of this epidemic is neonatal ab-
stinence syndrome, known as NAS.

These are infants born addicted to
opioids and suffer medical issues asso-
ciated with drug withdrawal. Symp-
toms can last for weeks, keeping other-
wise healthy infants confined to the
hospital at the start of their lives.

NAS can result from the use of pre-
scription drugs or from the use of ille-
gal opioids. Sadly, over the past 15
years, a prevalence of NAS has tripled
in the United States. This is a rapidly
growing problem that needs to be ad-
dressed for the safety of our mothers
and children.

H.R. 1462 would address the increas-
ing problem of prenatal opioid abuse
and neonatal abstinence syndrome.
Preventing opioid abuse among preg-
nant women and women of childbearing
age is crucial in addressing NAS.

The Government Accountability Of-
fice has identified that more research
is needed in this area to help treat ba-
bies born with NAS and mothers ad-
dicted to opioids.

This legislation would help fill this
research gap by studying issues and de-
veloping recommendations for pre-
venting and treating prenatal opioid
abuse and neonatal abstinence syn-
drome.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 1462, the Pro-
tecting Our Infants Act, led by Rep-
resentatives KATHERINE CLARK and
STEVE STIVERS.

The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention has found drug overdose to
be the leading cause of injury death in
the United States.
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According to a recent study by the
New England Journal of Medicine, from
2004 to 2013, the incidence rate of neo-
natal abstinence syndrome, NAS, has
quadrupled.

NAS refers to medical complications
in newborns associated with drug with-
drawal due to exposure to opioids and
other drugs during pregnancy.

Babies born with NAS often require
weeks of hospitalization and can suffer
from seizures and other severe com-
plications.

There is an urgent need for further
research to facilitate the identification
and treatment of infants with NAS and
determine long-term health impacts.

The GAO and other experts identified
specific research gaps related to best
practices for treating pregnant women
with opioid use disorders, the long-
term effects of prenatal drug exposure,
and best practices in the screening, di-
agnosis, and treatment of NAS.

The Protecting Our Infants Act takes
proactive steps to help reduce the num-
ber of newborns born exposed to opioids
and other drugs and to improve their
care if they are exposed.

It will facilitate the development of
recommendations for treatment and
coordinate a national strategy to close
the known gaps in research and coordi-
nation. It will also help States improve
data collection and surveillance activi-
ties.

I want to thank Representatives
CLARK of Massachusetts and STIVERS
for their leadership. I also want to
thank Chairman UPTON, Ranking Mem-
ber PALLONE, Chairman PITTS, and my
colleagues on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee for advancing this
important legislation.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
1462. I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. JENKINS).

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, every day in hospitals across
the Third Congressional District of
West Virginia and the country babies
begin their lives going through drug
withdrawal because they were exposed
during pregnancy. As you have heard,
it is the diagnosis known as neonatal
abstinence syndrome, or NAS.

No baby—no baby—deserves to start
his or her life in withdrawal from her-
oin or other opioids. But, sadly, the
rate of babies born with NAS, again, as
you have heard, has skyrocketed na-
tionally.

Doctors, nurses, and caregivers are
providing innovative care for newborns
with NAS, but there are still gaps in
research and our understanding of how
best to care for our most vulnerable.

The Protecting Our Infants Act
makes significant strides in addressing
this nationwide gap and developing
these strategies, and I am proud to be
a cosponsor of this bill.

West Virginia has been at the fore-
front of this epidemic, with NAS rates
much higher than the national aver-
age.
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Our nurses and doctors are tirelessly
working to care for newborns with
NAS, and having additional resources
and research will only further their ef-
forts in providing the best possible
care.

I have met with caregivers through-
out my district to discuss their ap-
proaches to treating NAS, and I know
this legislation will help in their ef-
forts to treat these babies.

While we must continue to guarantee
that newborns receive the absolute
best care, we must also address the
issue of addiction in pregnant and post-
natal women.

This legislation will help identify
and develop treatment methods for ex-
pectant mothers with opioid addic-
tions, leading to healthier outcomes
for mother and baby alike.

NAS is a nationwide crisis, one that
impacts urban, rural, and suburban
areas. Nearly every district in America
has been touched by heroin and opioid
addiction. We must address the impact
this addiction has on our most vulner-
able in society, our newborn babies.

I commend Congresswoman CLARK
for her efforts on this important legis-
lation, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK), the co-
sponsor of the bill.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Texas for yielding.

Our Nation is experiencing a deadly
opiate epidemic, an epidemic that
knows no boundaries and destroys
lives, families, and communities.

Today 58 babies—one baby every 25
minutes—will be born suffering from
the same pain adults describe as the
worst pain of their lives. It is the pain
of drug withdrawal.

Neonatal abstinence syndrome, or
NAS for short, occurs when babies are
born dependent on opioids, and it is one
of the chief causes of the significant
surge of nmewborns in neonatal inten-
sive care units across the Nation.

Over the last decade, the number of
infants born dependent on powerful
drugs has grown nearly fivefold. In
States like Massachusetts, NAS is oc-
curring at a rate three times the na-
tional average.

NAS births are five times more cost-
ly than healthy ones. Costs have risen
to more than $1.5 billion a year, 80 per-
cent of which are paid for by Medicaid.

Because of this skyrocketing rise of
NAS cases and costs, doctors are des-
perately trying to find the most effec-
tive method of diagnosis and treat-
ment.
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There is little coordination of data
and best practices and protocols among
States, healthcare systems, and practi-
tioners; and no medications have been
approved by the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration for treating these ba-
bies.
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The Protecting Our Infants Act is the
first Federal bill to take proactive
steps in addressing the rise of NAS.
With broad bipartisan support in both
Chambers, this is an opportunity for
Congress to make a difference for ba-
bies suffering from opioid exposure and
the families struggling with addiction.

This bill directs the Department of
Health and Human Services to develop
the protocols for treating and pre-
venting NAS. The Protecting Our In-
fants Act helps babies suffering from
opioid withdrawal by making sure they
get the best care available.

This act will ensure that every hos-
pital has access to the best practices
and that States have the public health
data they need to address this crisis.
This is good for families, good for our
healthcare providers, and good for our
Nation’s bottom line.

I want to thank my colleagues in the
House and, in particular, Congressman
STEVE STIVERS for his partnership in
this bill. I am grateful for his deep
commitment to addressing this prob-
lem and crafting a solution. I am also
grateful to Senators MCCONNELL and
CASEY for sponsoring this legislation in
the Senate.

Today, we have a chance to help the
youngest of those suffering from the
opioid crisis.

I urge my colleagues to pass the bi-
partisan Protecting Our Infants Act.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STIV-
ERS), my friend.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to support a bill that my col-
league from Massachusetts, Represent-
ative KATHERINE CLARK, and I intro-
duced, H.R. 1462, the Protect Our In-
fants Act. I want to thank Representa-
tive CLARK for her leadership, her hard
work, and her commitment to pro-
tecting America’s children.

This bill has the support of 95 bipar-
tisan cosponsors. It is a targeted effort
to address a national epidemic of ba-
bies being born addicted to drugs.

Recent data has shown that this
issue, called neonatal abstinence syn-
drome, is sadly on the rise throughout
the country. A baby is born with neo-
natal abstinence syndrome every 25
minutes, and symptoms can last for
months and lead to weeks of hos-
pitalization and have a lifelong impact.

A report by the Journal of the Amer-
ican Medical Association showed that
the number of newborns diagnosed with
NAS tripled from 2000 to 2009. In my
home State of Ohio, the rate of neo-
natal abstinence syndrome grew over
600 percent between 2004 and 2011.

It has taken a heavy toll on Ohio’s
healthcare system and Ohio’s families.
Treating newborns with NAS was asso-
ciated with over $70 million in charges
and approximately 19,000 hospital
stays, and that was back in 2011. It has
been on the rise ever since.

This issue is especially devastating
to our families and especially dev-
astating to the youngest among us, the
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babies who are born addicted to drugs.
I recently heard from a grandmother to
three babies who were born with NAS.
She was pleading for help for her inno-
cent grandchildren, and she wanted to
make sure we did something about this
terrible disease.

I am proud to say that the response
in my district has been strong to our
bill. There is a healthcare system
called Adena Regional Medical Center
in Chillicothe, Ohio, and they actually
have an incredible program which was
piloted with a bunch of OB/GYNs, and
they started with just 15 pregnant
women who were addicted to drugs, and
they have served those women. Now,
they are on their second class to try to
get those women off of drugs before
they deliver.

I am happy to report that, because of
the support of the Adena Health Sys-
tem, none of the women in that group
delivered a baby with NAS. Due to the
success of the pilot, there is a perma-
nent program that is starting now, and
it already has a wait list, so I am real-
ly excited to say that there are people
out there showing real leadership.

Last week, I hosted my fourth annual
opiate roundtable in my district to
bring together a lot of issues, and we
talked about this bill and how impor-
tant it was, so I am so proud that it is
on the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support the Protecting Our Infants
Act, H.R. 1462, to help our Nation’s
most innocent citizens. Again, I want
to thank KATHERINE CLARK for her in-
credible leadership on this bill and her
commitment.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I have no other speakers, and
in closing, I encourage our colleagues
to support this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, during
the hearing in the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, one of the physi-
cians testifying, a neonatologist,
turned out to practice with my first
cousin, so I got to do research further
into what is moving forward in this
bill.

I learned even more from personal
stories about how important it is and
how critical this is and how sad it is
for children to be born addicted and
how the opportunity is for us to help.

I certainly appreciate my friend from
Massachusetts, Ms. CLARK, and my
friend from Ohio, Mr. STIVERS. I would
encourage all my colleagues to vote for
H.R. 1462, Protecting Our Infants Act of
2015.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | support H.R.
1462 the “Protecting Our Infants Act of 2015.”
This legislation would address the urgent need
for a comprehensive strategy for one of the
harmful outcome of our nation’s opioid epi-
demic. Neonatal abstinence syndrome, or
NAS, occurs in newborns who were exposed
to opioids, including pain killers, while in their
mother’'s womb. NAS is associated with nega-
tive health outcomes like preterm births and
low birthweight.
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I'm saddened to say that the opioid epi-
demic has resulted in a steep increase in the
occurrence of NAS over the past decade. H.R.
1462 would require HHS to develop rec-
ommendations for the treatment and preven-
tion of prenatal opiate abuse and neonatal ab-
stinence syndrome. It would also require the
collection of data to better monitor the prob-
lem.

| want to thank Representative KATHERINE
CLARK for her leadership on this issue and |
urge my colleagues to join me in supporting
this necessary legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1462.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
STEM CELL THERAPEUTIC AND
RESEARCH REAUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2015

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2820) to reauthorize the Stem Cell
Therapeutic and Research Act of 2005,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2820

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Stem Cell
Therapeutic and Research Reauthorization
Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE STEM CELL
THERAPEUTIC AND RESEARCH ACT
OF 2005.

(a) CORD BLOOD INVENTORY.—Section 2 of
the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 274k note) is amended in
subsection (h)—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘“$23,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2011 through 2014 and’’; and

(B) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘and $23,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2016 through 2020°’; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking 2011
through 2015° and inserting ‘2015 through
2020,

(b) NATIONAL PROGRAM.—Section 379B of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
274m) is amended by striking ‘2011 through
2014 and inserting ‘2016 through 2020°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?
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There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2820, the Stem Cell Therapeutic
and Research Reauthorization Act of
2015, introduced by my colleagues
CHRIS SMITH and DORIS MATSUI.

Bone marrow transplantation has
been used for more than 50 years to
treat blood-related diseases, such as
leukemia, different anemias, and
lymphoma. It is a rich source of blood
stem cells. In more recent years,
breakthroughs have been made using
blood stem cells from umbilical cord
blood in the treatment of those various
blood-related diseases and conditions.

It can be very difficult to find a bone
marrow transplant match, and in some
cases, cord blood can be used instead.
Bone marrow and cord blood donation
are critical to ensure those in need of
transplant can find a match. The need
for this lifesaving transplantation has
risen 25 percent since 2005.

H.R. 2820 reauthorizes the National
Marrow Donor Program and creates a
national network of public cord blood
banks. The legislation also provides
healthcare professionals the ability to
search for bone marrow and umbilical
cord blood units for transplantation.

H.R. 2820 also bolsters patient and ad-
vocacy services; provides for public and
professional education; and collects,
analyzes, and reports data on trans-
plant outcomes.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this important legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2820, the Stem Cell Therapeutic Re-
search Reauthorization Act. This im-
portant legislation is championed by
Representatives DORIS MATSUI and
CHRIS SMITH.

According to the Health Resources
and Services Administration, nearly
20,000 patients in the United States
need a bone marrow or cord blood
transplant each year. Stem cells from
both cord blood and bone marrow are
used to treat nearly 80 lifesaving dis-
eases, including cancers, blood dis-
eases, and immune disorders.

H.R. 2820 provides Federal support for
cord blood donation, the continuation
of the national bone marrow registry,
and critical medical research. This leg-
islation reauthorizes the C. W. Bill
Young Cell Transplantation Program,
which includes the National Marrow
Donor Program.

The program helps patients in need
of lifesaving transplants find matching
bone marrow donors or cord blood
units. It also includes a stem cell
therapeutic outcomes database, which
facilitates research to better under-
stand the matching process. This legis-
lation will give hope of access to pa-
tients and their families in need of a
curative transplant.

I want to thank Representatives
MATSUI and SMITH for their leadership
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on this issue. I also want to thank
Chairman UPTON, Ranking Member
PALLONE, Chairman PITTS, and my col-
leagues on the Committee on Energy
and Commerce for advancing this im-
portant legislation. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2820.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH), my good friend.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank
my good friend Mr. GUTHRIE for yield-
ing and for his support on this impor-
tant legislation.

Mr. Speaker, Maalik was diagnosed
with Hurler syndrome at 15 months old,
a rare and life-threatening metabolic
disorder. He had a curved spine, and he
could not walk.

After receiving an umbilical cord
blood transplant facilitated through
the Carolinas Cord Blood Bank, Maalik
is running around and is expected to
have a normal lifespan. His mother,
Krystal, said: “My son is extremely
happy now. He is energetic and more
independent. The transplant saved his
life.”

In like manner, bone marrow dona-
tions provide lifesaving transplants for
a myriad of diseases. Clara was only 4
months old when she was diagnosed
with acute myeloid leukemia. John had
registered with the National Marrow
Donor Program Be The Match as a
bone marrow donor when Clara was
only 17 days old. It turned out it was a
perfect match for Clara. John’s dona-
tion saved Clara’s life. She is now
thriving at 2 years of age.

Mr. Speaker, not only has God in His
wisdom and goodness created a Dpla-
centa and an umbilical cord to nurture
and protect the precious life of an un-
born child, but now, we find He has left
a great gift behind. Immediately after
birth, something very special is left be-
hind, cord blood that is teeming with
lifesaving stem cells.

Breathtaking scientific break-
throughs have turned medical waste—
postbirth placentas and umbilical cord
blood—into medical miracles, treating
more than 80 diseases, including leu-
kemia, lymphoma, and sickle cell ane-
mia.

As a matter of fact, Dr. Joanne
Kurtzberg of Duke University and
president of the Cord Blood Association
told Chairman PITTS’ subcommittee on
June 25 that sickle cell anemia can be
cured with cord blood transplantation
and that it has become one of the most
optimal donor sources for patients with
sickle cell disease.

H.R. 2820, under consideration by the
House today, reauthorizes through 2020
the Stem Cell Therapeutic and Re-
search Act of 2005, a law I sponsored a
decade ago, joined by Artur Davis of
Alabama, legislation that cleared the
Senate with the incomparable help of
Senator ORRIN HATCH.

That law built upon the excellent
work of our distinguished late col-
league Bill Young of Florida to facili-
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tate bone marrow transplants and cre-
ated a brand-new national umbilical
cord blood donation and transplan-
tation program.

Special thanks, Mr. Speaker, to both
Chairmen UPTON and PITTS for their
outstanding leadership and help on this
bill, as well as the strong support by
Ranking Members PALLONE and my
good friend and colleague Mr. GREEN.

I am deeply grateful to our original
sponsors, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. JOLLY, and
Mr. FATTAH, for their contributions
and special thanks to Adrianna
Simonelli, Katie Novaria, and Megan
McCrum.

Today, Mr. Speaker, under the Na-
tional Cord Blood Inventory program,
contracts are awarded to cord blood
banks to collect cord blood units do-
nated after their mothers give birth.
These units are then made available
through the C. W. Bill Young Cell
Transplantation Program, also called
the Be The Match Registry.

The program provides a single point
of access, enabling those in need of life-
saving transplants to search for a
match via an integrated nationwide
network of bone marrow and cord blood
stem cells.

Americans willing to volunteer are at
the heart of the success of this pro-
gram. In reauthorizing it, we are grate-
ful for the adult donors willing to do-
nate bone marrow or peripheral blood
stem cells, as well as mothers who do-
nate their baby’s cord blood to public
cord blood banks.

There are 13 public banks contracted
through the NCBI, including the New
Jersey Cord Blood Bank in my home
State, which collects cord blood from
five participating hospitals.
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Mr. Speaker, it ought to be noted as
well that, in addition to treating more
than 80 diseases, cord blood units from
the NCBI banks are also available for
research on future therapies.

Indeed, Dr. Kurtzberg pointed out
that, “in addition to use in patients
with malignant and genetic diseases,
cord blood is showing enormous poten-
tial for use in cellular therapies and
other regenerative medicine. Cord
blood derived vaccines against viruses
and certain types of cancers are cur-
rently under development and in early
phase clinical trials. Cells, manufac-
tured from cord blood units are being
developed to boost recovery of the im-
mune system. Cells regulating
autoimmunity are also in clinical
trials. These approaches, which often
utilize cord blood banked in family
banks, may help patients with type 1
diabetes, as well as other diseases,” she
testified just a few months ago.

She also pointed out that ‘‘over the
past 6 years, we have initiated trials of
the patient’s own cord blood in babies
with birth asphyxia, cerebral palsy,
hearing loss’’; and she is doing some in-
credible work on an issue that I have
worked on for over 20 years, and that is
the issue and the disability known as
autism.
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Dr. Kurtzberg finally said, ‘“We've
learned that when a donor cells are in-
fused into one’s body, they go to the
brain and help heal the brain. When a
child has a brain injury around birth,
we can use their own cord blood cells
to correct the damage that’s oc-
curred.”

Dr. Jeffrey Chell, of Be the Match—
he is the CEO for it—noted that for
many diseases, including blood cancers
and sickle cell disease, cellular therapy
is the best hope for a cure.

Last year, Mr. Speaker, I visited
Celgene Corporation of Summit, New
Jersey, to learn of their extraordinary
efforts to use cord blood to heal dia-
betic foot ulcers, and they now have
turned amniotic membrane, an old pla-
centa, into wound management that
has now advanced—it is on the mar-
ket—past stage 3 clinical trials.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GUTHRIE. I yield the gentleman
another 30 seconds.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. H.R. 2820
authorizes $265 million over 5 years and
will ensure that thousands of present-
day and future patients benefit from
this exciting field of regenerative med-
icine.

We have only just begun. This legis-
lation furthers that work. And again, I
thank my colleagues for this bipartisan
support.

Mr. Speaker, Maalik was diagnosed with
Hurler Syndrome at 15 months old—a rare
and life-threatening metabolic disorder. He
had a curved spine and could not walk. After
receiving an umbilical cord blood transplant fa-
cilitated through the Carolina Blood Bank,
Maalik is running around and expected to
have a normal lifespan. His mother Krystal
told the Herald Sun newspaper in North Caro-
lina, “My son is extremely happy now . . .
He’s energetic, and more independent. The
transplant saved his life.”

In like manner, bone marrow donations pro-
vide lifesaving transplants to treat diseases
like blood cancer or inherited metabolic or im-
mune system disorders. Clara was only 4
months old when she was diagnosed with
acute myeloid leukemia. John had registered
with the National Marrow Donor Program
(NMDP) Be the Match as a bone marrow
donor when Clara was only 17 days old. It
turned out he was a perfect match for Clara.
John’s donation saved Clara’s life, she is now
a thriving 2 year old.

Valentina was 10 months old and only 13
pounds—and diagnosed with severe combined
immunodeficiency (SCID). Her doctor treated
her with chemotherapy followed by a cord
blood transplant. 5 months after the transplant
Valentina weighed 21 pounds and doctors
credited her strengthened immune system
from the stem cells in cord blood.

Jennifer, 45, was suffering from acute mye-
loid leukemia but unable to find a matched
bone-marrow transplant. Because of the high
rate of tissue type diversity among racial and
ethnic minorities it can be difficult to find a
matched bone marrow transplant, but umbilical
cord blood can be successfully used for treat-
ment with a less perfect match of tissue type.
After undergoing chemotherapy and radiation
she received a cord blood transplant, and is
now living cancer free.

The
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Not only has God in His wisdom and good-
ness created a placenta and umbilical cord to
nurture and protect the precious life of an un-
born child, but now we know that another gift
awaits us immediately after birth. Something
very special is left behind—cord blood that is
teeming with lifesaving stem cells.

Breathtaking scientific breakthroughs have
turned medical waste—post birth placentas
and umbilical cord blood—into medical mir-
acles treating more than 80 diseases including
leukemia, lymphoma and sickle cell anemia.

As a matter of fact, Dr. Joanne Kurtzberg of
Duke University and President of the Cord
Blood Association told Chairman PITTS’ Health
Subcommittee on June 25 that sickle cell ane-
mia can be “cured” with cord blood transplan-
tation and that “it has become one of the opti-
mal donor sources for patients with sickle cell
disease” because it doesn’t have to be per-
fectly matched.

H.R. 2820 under consideration by the
House today reauthorizes through 2020 the
Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of
2005 a law that | sponsored a decade ago
joined by Artur Davis of Alabama; legislation
that cleared the Senate with the incomparable
help of Senator ORRIN HATCH. That law built
upon the excellent work of our distinguished
late colleague Bill Young of Florida to facilitate
bone marrow transplants and created a brand
new national umbilical cord blood donation
and transplantation program.

Special thanks to both Chairmen UPTON and
PITTS for their outstanding leadership and help
on this bill, as well as the strong support by
Ranking Members PALLONE and GREEN. | am
deeply grateful to original cosponsors Ms.
MATSUI, Mr. JOLLY and Mr. FATTAH for their im-
portant contributions. And special thanks to
Katie Novaria, Adrianna Simonelli, and Megan
McCrum.

Today, Mr. Speaker, under the National
Cord Blood Inventory Program (NCBI), con-
tracts are awarded to cord blood banks to col-
lect cord blood units donated after mothers
give birth. These units are then made avail-
able through the C.W. Bill Young Cell Trans-
plantation Program also called the Be the
Match Registry. The Program provides a sin-
gle point of access, enabling those in need of
lifesaving transplants to search for a match via
an integrated nationwide network of bone mar-
row donors and cord blood stem cells. The
Program’s Bone Marrow and Cord Blood Co-
ordinating Centers makes information about
bone marrow and cord blood transplant avail-
able to donors and patients, and the Office of
Patient Advocacy helps support patients and
families dealing with a life-threatening diag-
nosis. And the Stem Cell Therapeutic Out-
comes Database tracks results.

Americans willing to volunteer are the heart
of the success of this program. In reauthor-
izing it we are grateful for the adult donors
willing to donate bone marrow or peripheral
blood stem cells, as well as mothers who do-
nate their babies’ cord blood through public
cord blood banks.

There are 13 public banks contracted
through NCBI, including the New Jersey Cord
Blood Bank in my home state, which collects
cord blood from 5 participating hospitals.

According to the Health Resources and
Services Administration (HRSA), every year
18,000 people in the U.S. are diagnosed with
illnesses for which blood stem cell transplan-
tation from a matched donor is their best treat-
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ment option. Of this number, only about 30%
have a sibling who can be the ideal matched
donor, so about 12,600 people annually de-
pend on the programs made available by this
law to find an unrelated adult marrow donor or
cord blood unit for treatment.

Cord blood transplants have accounted for
about one half of the growth in stem cell trans-
plants since NCBI was established in 2005.
More NCBI units have been released for
transplantation with each successive year
since the program’s inception.

In addition to currently treating more than 80
diseases, cord blood units from NCBI banks
are also made available for research on future
therapies. In groundbreaking research, Dr.
Kurtzberg of Duke University also testified last
June that “in addition to use in patients with
malignant and genetic diseases, cord blood is
showing enormous potential for use in cellular
therapies and regenerative medicine. Cord
blood derived vaccines against viruses and
certain types of cancers are currently under
development and in early phase clinical trials.
Cells manufactured from cord blood units are
being developed to boost recovery of the im-
mune system. Cells regulating autoimmunity
(Regulatory T cells) are also in clinical trials.
These approaches, which often utilize cord
blood banked in family banks, may help pa-
tients with Type 1 Diabetes, as well as other
diseases.”

Dr. Kurtzberg further testified that she and
others are developing uses for cord blood to
treat acquired brain disorders. “Over the past
six years” she said “we have initiated trials of
autologous (the patient’'s own) cord blood in
babies with birth asphyxia, cerebral palsy,
hearing loss and autism . . .”

Dr. Kurtzberg has also said “We’ve learned
that when donor cells are infused into one’s
body, they go to the brain and help heal the
brain. When a child has a brain injury around
birth, we can use their own cord blood cells to
correct the damage that's occurred.”

Dr. Jeffrey W. Chell, CEO of NMDP/Be the
Match noted that for many diseases including
blood cancers and sickle cell disease, cellular
therapy is the best hope for a cure. He told
Chairman PITTS’ subcommittee that the patient
population “rising the most quickly is the el-
derly population . . . growing by double digits
every year, and the reason for that is the med-
ical conditions for which transplant is often the
only cure tend to occur in older populations for
diseases like acute myeloid leukemia,
myelodysplastic syndrome, myelofibrosis and
others.”

Last year, Mr. Speaker, | visited Celgene
Corporation of Summit, New Jersey to learn of
their extraordinary efforts to use cord blood to
heal diabetic foot ulcers and how they've
turned amniotic membrane—an old placenta—
into wound management that has now ad-
vanced past stage 3 clinical trials to the ap-
proval and regulatory filings stage.

H.R. 2820 authorizes $265 million over five
years and will ensure that thousands of
present-day and future patients benefit from
the exciting field of regenerative medicine.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas.
Speaker, I have no other speakers.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close
with a quick story.

There is a good friend of mine. His
name is Philip Schardein, and I am

Mr.
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great friends with his family. He went
off to play golf in college—great ath-
lete. All of a sudden, he came down
with leukemia, and I remember that
there were some issues at first about
his sister being able to donate bone
marrow.

So my town, Bowling Green, Ken-
tucky, organized a bone marrow drive
to see if anybody could match Philip
Schardein. I have probably never been
more proud to call myself a resident of
the hometown of Bowling Green than
that day. I remember going three
times, and it was so overwhelmed with
volunteers trying to have their bone
marrow, the blood type, to see if they
matched, that it just overwhelmed the
system.

I remember finally getting through
late in the afternoon, and people wait-
ed all day to see if they could match
and help Philip Schardein. And God
bless, for whatever reason his sister
couldn’t donate, it turned out that she
could donate, and he is a healthy per-
son now with family and children, and
everything is going well.

But just about a year after that, I
was in Holiday World with my family.
I was having a day with them. My cell
phone rang, and it turned out I had
matched, because of going to get my
bone marrow tested, or my blood test-
ed, that I matched someone. The lady
got on the phone, and she told me what
it takes to be a donor and, Will you be
willing to move forward? I said, Of
course.

I remember the reason I said I was at
Holiday World was because I remember
standing there going, here I am with
my family having fun, laughing and
having a great afternoon, and there is
some family somewhere that is anony-
mous, not having the same experience,
probably trying to figure out if their
loved one is going to live or survive or
what is going to be the prognosis.

So I went through the process, and I
remember going through, having my
blood taken and several of the steps.
Just getting close to the actual time to
do the bone marrow transplant, for
whatever reason, we got notified that
it wasn’t going forward. It could do
that for many reasons. One, hopefully,
is the anonymous person was cured or
the prognosis was better, or maybe a
sibling or something matched like it
did for Philip Schardein.

But I've often wondered about the
life on the other end, because they
don’t tell you for reason of anonymity,
and it is just something that has al-
ways weighed on my mind. Even sit-
ting here and getting ready to close, I
was thinking about who was on the
other end, and I hope that they have a
good story, as well as Philip Schardein.

But what I want to stress is how im-
portant it is that families in need and
worry and wondering what is going to
happen with their loved ones, and the
loved ones themselves, and this is
something we can do. It was a little
thing that I was able to do, that we all
were able to do in my community, and
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people across this country can do to
try to help people live long and fruitful
lives.

Our prayers were answered with Phil-
ip Schardein, and this is an oppor-
tunity for us to come together, in a bi-
partisan way, as all the bills were.

I want to close with this. We have
been through four bills in the last
hour, and they are dealing with touch-
ing families, and every one of them has
been bipartisan. We have been able to
come together and find where we agree
and work together, that we can work
for infants, for families suffering with
leukemia and other blood disorders, for
infants with opioid addiction, for par-
ents who have children with early
hearing detection, and that is where we
have been able to come together and
work together.

I appreciate the effort of Ranking
Member GREEN in bringing us all to-
gether, and our subcommittee chair-
man, Mr. PITTS.

I look forward to voting for this bill,
and I urge my colleagues to vote for
H.R. 2820. I appreciate my friend, Mr.
SMITH, for bringing it forward.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 820, the
“Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Reau-
thorization Act,” would continue critical federal
support for the C.W. Bill Young Cell Trans-
plantation Program. This program includes the
Be the Match registry for bone marrow and
umbilical cord blood transplantation which con-
tinues to provide hope to people in need of a
lifesaving transplants.

Each year thousands of patients in need of
life saving transplants are unable to find a
match within their family and therefore require
a nonrelative donor. That is why the Be the
Match Registry and its nearly 12.5 million reg-
istered bone marrow donors and collection of
more than 209,000 cord blood units is so im-
portant. The Program also supports the collec-
tion and use of transplantation data to ad-
vance medical research.

I'd like to thank Representative DORIS MAT-
Sul for her leadership in this area and | urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 2820 to ensure
that the lifesaving Be the Match registry con-
tinues.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2820.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————
E-WARRANTY ACT OF 2015

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 1359) to allow manufacturers to
meet warranty and labeling require-
ments for consumer products by dis-
playing the terms of warranties on
Internet websites, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:
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S. 1359

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“E-Warranty
Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Many manufacturers and consumers
prefer to have the option to provide or re-
ceive warranty information online.

(2) Modernizing warranty notification rules
is necessary to allow the United States to
continue to compete globally in manufac-
turing, trade, and the development of con-
sumer products connected to the Internet.

(3) Allowing an electronic warranty option
would expand consumer access to relevant
consumer information in an environmentally
friendly way, and would provide additional
flexibility to manufacturers to meet their la-
beling and warranty requirements.

SEC. 3. ELECTRONIC DISPLAY OF TERMS OF
WRITTEN WARRANTY FOR CON-
SUMER PRODUCTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 102(b) of the Mag-
nuson-Moss Warranty—Federal Trade Com-
mission Improvement Act (15 U.S.C. 2302(b))
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘“(4)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph
(B), the rules prescribed under this sub-
section shall allow for the satisfaction of all
requirements concerning the availability of
terms of a written warranty on a consumer
product under this subsection by—

‘(1) making available such terms in an ac-
cessible digital format on the Internet
website of the manufacturer of the consumer
product in a clear and conspicuous manner;
and

‘(i) providing to the consumer (or pro-
spective consumer) information with respect
to how to obtain and review such terms by
indicating on the product or product pack-
aging or in the product manual—

‘“(I) the Internet website of the manufac-
turer where such terms can be obtained and
reviewed; and

‘“(II) the phone number of the manufac-
turer, the postal mailing address of the man-
ufacturer, or another reasonable non-Inter-
net based means of contacting the manufac-
turer to obtain and review such terms.

‘“(B) With respect to any requirement that
the terms of any written warranty for a con-
sumer product be made available to the con-
sumer (or prospective consumer) prior to
sale of the product, in a case in which a con-
sumer product is offered for sale in a retail
location, by catalog, or through door-to-door
sales, subparagraph (A) shall only apply if
the seller makes available, through elec-
tronic or other means, at the location of the
sale to the consumer purchasing the con-
sumer product the terms of the warranty for
the consumer product before the purchase.”.

(b) REVISION OF RULES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Federal Trade Commission shall revise the
rules prescribed under such section to com-
ply with the requirements of paragraph (4) of
such section, as added by subsection (a) of
this section.

(2) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE REQUIREMENT FOR
ORAL PRESENTATION.—In revising rules under
paragraph (1), the Federal Trade Commission
may waive the requirement of section 109(a)
of such Act (15 U.S.C. 2309(a)) to give inter-
ested persons an opportunity for oral presen-
tation if the Commission determines that
giving interested persons such opportunity
would interfere with the ability of the Com-
mission to revise rules under paragraph (1) in
a timely manner.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LOEBSACK) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the E-Warranty Act of
2015 modernizes current warranty re-
quirements by allowing manufacturers
to post product warranty information
online.

I certainly want to thank Senator
FiscHER and Congressman MULLIN for
crafting bipartisan legislation opening
a path for manufacturers to conduct
their business more efficiently in the
digital age.

This legislation will give consumers
better access to warranty information,
while retaining flexibility for sellers
and reducing costs for manufacturers.
The Energy and Commerce Committee
unanimously forwarded the companion
bill, H.R. 3154, to the House floor in
July after consideration by the Sub-
committee on Commerce, Manufac-
turing, and Trade.

The subcommittee has been studying
how the use of the Internet and other
advanced technologies is generating
great advances for consumers and cre-
ating jobs. Simple things like this will
create savings across multiple indus-
tries.

We will continue to look for ways to
roll back outdated regulations that
slow down our e-commerce, economy
and hurt jobs. This legislation does
just that by bringing warranty regula-
tions into the 21st century. I urge my
colleagues to vote for S. 1359.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of S. 1359, the E-Warranty Act of 2015.
I am pleased the House is considering
this bipartisan, bicameral legislation.
S. 1359 is identical to H.R. 3154, the E-
Warranty Act of 2015, which I was very,
very happy to introduce with my good
friend, the gentleman from Oklahoma
(Mr. MULLIN).

This commonsense legislation will
bring product warranties into the 21st
century by allowing warranty informa-
tion to be posted online. This solution
makes sense for both manufacturers
and consumers, as many of which pre-
fer the option of providing or receiving
warranty information in electronic
rather than paper form.

Not only will this bill reduce waste,
it will make it easier for consumers to
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find warranty information quickly and
easily, without worrying that it will be
lost or discarded.

I thank the committee for bringing
this bill forward, and I urge support for
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. MULLIN), the author of the
House-sponsored legislation.

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate Chairman BURGESS and the com-
mittee for allowing this bill to come to
the floor. This is one of those common-
sense bills that brings a regulation
that was put in place nearly 40 years
ago and brings it to today’s tech-
nology.

This bill has passed the Senate by
unanimous consent and is identical to
H.R. 3154 that Congressman LOEBSACK
and I introduced and which passed the
committee by voice vote. This bipar-
tisan E-Warranty Act of 2015 gives
manufacturers the option of fulfilling
their warranty notice requirements by
posting the information on the Web
site.

Our current Federal regulation, as I
stated earlier, was developed nearly 40
years ago. The world has changed since
then, and, like many regulations, this
has become outdated. Warranty re-
quirements ensure consumers get im-
portant information when they pur-
chase a product, and we need to make
sure the methods for delivering this in-
formation keep pace with innovation.

I urge all Members to vote ‘‘yes’ on
this commonsense bill.

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, it ap-
pears that I have no further speakers,
so I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I would
just simply add that I encourage all
Members to vote in favor of the legisla-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of S. 1359, the E-Warranty Act. And |
want to thank Mr. LOEBSACK and Mr. MULLIN
for their contributions to the bill.

The bill directs the Federal Trade Commis-
sion to amend its current rules on warranty
notice to allow the pre-sale notice require-
ments to be fulfilled by making warranty infor-
mation available online. While | support this
commonsense proposal, | would like to high-
light one point that the bill rightly acknowl-
edges—there are many consumers and small
business owners without Internet access.

This bill requires that contact information of
the product manufacturers be made available
SO consumers may obtain warranty information
by non-electronic means. To ensure that con-
sumers and small business owners without
Internet access are not disadvantaged, this
Committee expects the FTC to require that
consumers be provided with a toll-free phone
number and warrantors respond to non-Inter-
net requests for free and in a timely manner.

Moreover, | am confident that when the FTC
changes its rules pursuant to this bill, it will
maintain the protections that currently exist for
consumers and small business owners who do
not have Internet access, including requiring
manufacturers to ensure sellers can fulfill their
obligations under the bill and the rules.

This bill will help modernize the rules re-
garding pre-sale warranty notice by allowing
warranty information to be made available on-
line. |1 urge my colleagues to support this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, S. 1359.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 57 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

O 1832

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. WALORSKI) at 6 o’clock
and 32 minutes p.m.

———

E-WARRANTY ACT OF 2015

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on the motion to suspend
the rules previously postponed.

The unfinished business is the vote
on the motion to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (S. 1359), on which the
yveas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 388, nays 2,
not voting 43, as follows:

[Roll No. 490]

YEAS—388
Abraham Blackburn Cardenas
Adams Boustany Carney
Aderholt Boyle, Brendan Carson (IN)
Allen F. Carter (GA)
Amash Brady (TX) Cartwright
Amodei Brat Castor (FL)
Ashford Bridenstine Castro (TX)
Babin Brooks (AL) Chabot
Barletta Brooks (IN) Chaffetz
Barr Brown (FL) Chu, Judy
Barton Brownley (CA) Cicilline
Bass Buchanan Clark (MA)
Beatty Buck Clawson (FL)
Becerra Bucshon Clay
Bera Burgess Cleaver
Beyer Bustos Clyburn
Bilirakis Butterfield Coffman
Bishop (GA) Byrne Cohen
Bishop (MI) Calvert Cole
Bishop (UT) Capps Collins (GA)
Black Capuano Collins (NY)
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Comstock
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Curbelo (FL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSaulnier
DesdJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Doggett
Dold
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hahn
Hardy
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Honda
Hoyer
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)

Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Israel
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Marchant
Massie
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nugent
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Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Trott
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
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Valadao Wasserman Wilson (SC)
Van Hollen Schultz Wittman
Vargas Waters, Maxine Womack
Veasey Weber (TX) Woodall
Vela Webster (FL) Yarmuth
Visclosky Welch Yoder
Wagner Wenstrup Yoho
Walden Westerman Young (AK)
Walker Westmoreland Young (IA)
Walorski Whitfield Young (IN)
Walters, Mimi Williams Zeldin
Walz Wilson (FL) Zinke
NAYS—2
Benishek Jones
NOT VOTING—43
Aguilar Gutiérrez Mulvaney
Blum Hanna Poliquin
Blumenauer Harris Quigley
Bonamici Herrera Beutler Rangel
Bost Higgins Rohrabacher
Brady (PA) Huffman Roybal-Allard
Carter (TX) Hultgren Rush
Clarke (NY) Kelly (IL) Shimkus
Cramer Kildee Tiberi
DeFazio Kirkpatrick Torres
DeSantis Loudermilk .
Dingell Lummis Velazquez
Duckworth Maloney, Sean Walberg
Forbes Marino Watson Coleman
Grijalva McCollum
[ 1857
Mr. GARAMENDI changed his vote

from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Madam Speaker, | was
unavoidably absent in the House chamber for
votes on Tuesday, September 8, 2015. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea” on
rolicall vote 490 in support of the E-Warranty
Act of 2015.

Mr. TIBERI. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No.
490 (On Motion to Suspend the Rules and
Pass S. 1359), | was unavoidably detained
and did not cast my vote. Had | been present,
| would have voted, “yea” on this vote.

Mr. HULTGREN. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call No. 490, | was unavoidably detained (de-
layed flight—weather). Had | been present, |
would have voted “yes.”

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call No. 490, | was unavoidably detained. Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”

———

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA SPECIAL
OLYMPICS LAW ENFORCEMENT
TORCH RUN

Mr. CRAWFORD. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure be discharged from further
consideration of House Concurrent Res-
olution 70, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. R0OS-
LEHTINEN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 70

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring),
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SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR D.C. SPECIAL OLYM-
PICS LAW ENFORCEMENT TORCH
RUN.

On October 16, 2015, or on such other date
as the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration of the Senate may jointly des-
ignate, the 30th annual District of Columbia
Special Olympics Law Enforcement Torch
Run (in this resolution referred to as the
“event’””) may be run through the Capitol
Grounds to carry the Special Olympics torch
to honor local Special Olympics athletes.
SEC. 2. RESPONSIBILITY OF CAPITOL POLICE

BOARD.

The Capitol Police Board shall take such
actions as may be necessary to carry out the
event.

SEC. 3. CONDITIONS RELATING TO PHYSICAL
PREPARATIONS.

The Architect of the Capitol may prescribe
conditions for physical preparations for the
event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the
event.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
[ 1900

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE 2ND
ANNUAL FALLEN FIREFIGHTERS
CONGRESSIONAL FLAG PRESEN-
TATION CEREMONY

Mr. CRAWFORD. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure be discharged from further
consideration of House Concurrent Res-
olution 73, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 73

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR
FALLEN FIREFIGHTERS CONGRES-
SIONAL FLAG PRESENTATION CERE-
MONY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Congressional Fire
Services Institute and the National Fallen
Firefighters Foundation (in this resolution
referred to jointly as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, the 2nd
Annual Fallen Firefighters Congressional
Flag Presentation Ceremony (in this resolu-
tion referred to as the ‘‘event’’), on the Cap-
itol Grounds in order to honor the fire-
fighters who died in the line of duty in 2014.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on September 30, 2015, or on such other
date as the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Rules
and Administration of the Senate jointly
designate.
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SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make
such additional arrangements as may be re-
quired to carry out the event.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b),
the Capitol Police Board shall provide for en-
forcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, with respect to the event.

(b) USE OF FIRE EQUIPMENT.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Cap-
itol Police Board may allow the sponsor, as
part of the event, to use traditional, hand-
held fire equipment, such as axes and Pu-
laski tools, and any other fire equipment
that the Board determines can be used in a
safe manner and will not cause damage to
the Capitol Grounds or harm to any indi-
vidual.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR
EVENT TO COMMEMORATE
20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
LION MAN MARCH

Mr. CRAWFORD. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure be discharged from further
consideration of House Concurrent Res-
olution 74, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 74

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR
EVENT TO COMMEMORATE 20TH AN-

NIVERSARY OF MILLION MAN
MARCH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Million Man March, Inc.
2015 (in this resolution referred to as the
‘“‘sponsor’’) shall be permitted to sponsor a
public event on the Capitol Grounds to com-
memorate the 20th Anniversary of the Mil-
lion Man March (in this resolution referred
to as the “‘event’).

THE
AN
THE
MIL-
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(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on October 10, 2015, or on such other
date as the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Rules
and Administration of the Senate jointly
designate.

SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment, as may be
required for the event.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make any
such additional arrangements that may be
required to carry out the event.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions in section
5104(c) of title 40, United States Code, con-
cerning sales, advertisements, displays, and
solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as well
as other restrictions applicable to the Cap-
itol Grounds, in connection with the event.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3412

Mr. VEASEY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I be removed
as a cosponsor from H.R. 3412.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

MOMENT OF SILENT PRAYER FOR
ALISON PARKER AND ADAM WARD

(Mr. GRIFFITH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GRIFFITH. Madam Speaker, 1
would ask that members of the Vir-
ginia congregation join me here in the
well.

Madam Speaker, colleagues, along
with my fellow members of the delega-
tion from the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia, I rise today with a heavy heart.

On the morning of August 26, we were
shaken by a tragic incident during
which WDBJ7 journalists Alison
Parker and Adam Ward were killed in
an act of senseless, heartbreaking vio-
lence. Vicki Gardner, head of the
Smith Mountain Lake Regional Cham-
ber of Commerce, was seriously injured
in the shooting. She has recently been
discharged from the hospital and con-
tinues her recovery.

Alison Parker was 24 years old. She
graduated from Martinsville High
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School, attended Patrick Henry Com-
munity College, and went on to James
Madison University’s School of Media
Arts and Design. After she graduated,
Alison joined the news team at WCTI
12 in North Carolina before, last year,
landing a job reporting for the Mornin’
Show at WDBJ in Roanoke, where she
worked on the news team with Adam.
It is a TV station that broadcasts into
her hometown and into Adam’s home-
town.

Adam Ward was 27. He grew up in
Botetourt, but was described as ‘‘truly
a Salem Spartan, born and bred.” He
started attending school at Andrew
Lewis Middle School in the seventh
grade, later playing football for Salem
High. Adam fulfilled another dream by
attending Virginia Tech and becoming
a proud member of the Hokie Nation.

Alison and Adam were cheerful, hard-
working, exuberant, and much-loved
members of the WDBJ family who are
and will continue to be missed.

Our community is grieving and cop-
ing. We are asking for comfort and
healing. We are reflecting on Alison’s
and Adam’s lives while also praying for
Vicki’s ongoing recovery.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
to join me, my colleagues from the
Commonwealth, and our community in
a moment of silent prayer.

————

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN HONOR
OF FORMER REPRESENTATIVE
LOUIS STOKES

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, I rise
this evening to pay tribute to an his-
toric, distinguished former Member of
this Chamber—Louis Stokes of Cleve-
land, Ohio.

Congressman Stokes passed away on
August 18, at the age of 90, with his
loving wife of 55 years, Jeanette, by his
side.

On behalf of the people of Ohio and
the Ohio delegation, I would like to ex-
press our deep sadness and enduring
gratitude for the life of Liouis Stokes.

Growing up in Cleveland in public
housing, with his brother, Carl, and
their widowed mother, life was hard,
but Lou triumphed over hardship to be-
come a passionate voice for the less
fortunate. He gave his life to public
service, serving 3 years in the Army be-
fore using the benefits he earned under
the GI Bill to attend college and law
school; and, I might say, he served in a
segregated Army. He worked closely
with the NAACP and argued the land-
mark stop and frisk case, Terry v.
Ohio, before the U.S. Supreme Court.

In his 15 terms in Congress, he served
as an ever-present voice for people of
color and vulnerable communities
across this country, playing a role to
help found the Congressional Black
Caucus in 1971. He was a foundational
figure. His leadership was also historic,
as he was the first African American
Member of Congress ever elected to
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represent Ohio. Lou’s resume in the
House included stints as chairman of
the select committee that investigated
the assassinations of John F. Kennedy
and Martin Luther King, Jr., from 1976
to 1978; as chairman of the House Eth-
ics Committee; as a member of the
House select committee that inves-
tigated the Iran-Contra affair; and as
the first Black person to chair the In-
telligence Committee and serve on the
influential House Appropriations Com-
mittee and chair its Subcommittee on
Veterans, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Independent Agencies.

A month before his passing, Lou gave
an interview to the Cleveland Plain
Dealer. He said: ‘I was a very blessed
guy . . . I’ve been blessed with the op-
portunity to participate in history, to
rise to opportunities I never envisioned

. and to provide for people opportu-
nities that, in many cases, they would
have never had.”

We stand here today in the footsteps
of this historic champion. It is we who
are blessed to have worked alongside
Congressman Stokes; and our thoughts
and prayers are with his wife, Jeanette;
his beautiful daughters Angela, Shel-
ley, and Lori; son, Chuck; and seven
grandchildren. Our thoughts and pray-
ers are with all of them during this dif-
ficult time of loss.

Madam Speaker, on behalf of the
Ohio delegation, I ask that the House
observe a moment of silence in mem-
ory of the legendary, transformative
life of former Congressman Louis
Stokes, and I thank you all.

————————

IRAN NUCLEAR DEAL

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, this week, we will debate and vote
on one of the most consequential na-
tional security and foreign policy
issues that we have faced in quite some
time—the Iran nuclear agreement.

This deal allows Iran to continue to
enrich uranium and to Kkeep in place
nearly every Kkey aspect of its nuclear
program. It also provides an economic
lifeline to the Iranian regime, with bil-
lions of dollars in sanctions relief,
which will fund Iran’s support for ter-
ror and its other acts of belligerence in
the region.

This deal also lifts the arms embargo
on Iran, lifts sanctions on its ballistic
missile program, and lifts certain sanc-
tions on the Iranian Revolutionary
Guard Corps and its leader, like Qasem
Soleimani.

This is not a partisan or a political
statement—this is the grim reality of
the situation. This deal, as it has been
presented to Congress and to the Amer-
ican people, will not prevent Iran from
becoming a nuclear weapons state. As
such, it is incumbent upon us to reject
this weak and dangerous Iran nuclear
agreement this week.
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HONORING THE LIFE OF FORMER
REPRESENTATIVE LOU STOKES

(Mr. RYAN of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to just take a minute to
join with Congresswoman KAPTUR,
with Congresswoman MARCIA FUDGE,
and with Congresswoman JOYCE
BEATTY in honoring the life of Louis
Stokes.

We attended his funeral a few weeks
back, and I just want to say there were
so many great stories that came about
through his passing—from his family
and from his grandkids, who gave beau-
tiful eulogies, stories of their grand-
father.

This is just to say, when I first got to
the United States Congress as a young
Congressman of 29 years old, it was
Congressman Stokes who sat in my of-
fice, who gave me counsel, who was al-
ways there and was always in a good
mood, who was always joking and play-
ing around and having a good time; but
he took his job very seriously and took
being a Member of Congress very seri-
ously.

The striking and remarkable thing
about him was, no matter how high up
the ladder he moved, he always had
time. Whether it was for a young boy
or girl in Cleveland or a new Congress-
man from Youngstown, he had time. He
shared his advice, and he shared his
counsel. He was such a remarkable
man.

When you think of the word ‘‘gen-
tleman,” that was Congressman Lou
Stokes. He was a gentle man and, I
think, embodied the kind of character
we want our young men in Ohio to look
up to and aspire to be.

I wanted to take a minute here on
the House floor to thank him for all he
did for me and all he did for Ohio and
all he did for this country. He was a
great man, and he will be missed. Our
hearts and our prayers go out to him
and his family.

——————

VOTE FOR NEW AMERICAN
LEADERSHIP AND WORLD PEACE

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, this week,
the House will vote against the nuclear
arms race in the Middle East.

The House will vote against Mr.
Putin’s getting new missiles for Iran to
hit Europe—even America—with a nu-
clear bomb.

The House will vote against giving
Iran $50 billion to hand to ISIS, Hamas,
Hezbollah, and al Qaeda.

The House will vote for American
Christians held in jails in Iran. The
House will vote for the survival of our
greatest ally, Israel.

World peace needs American leader-
ship. The world has had 7 years of
America’s leading from behind.
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I ask my colleagues to join me in
voting for new American leadership
and world peace. Vote to disapprove of
President Obama’s deal with Iran.

———

ALL LIVES MATTER

(Mr. WILLIAMS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, in the
past year, our Nation has witnessed an
unspeakable tragedy—a rivalry of law
enforcement officers and the commu-
nities they work so hard to protect.

From riots in Ferguson and Balti-
more to, most recently, the individual
targeting and murdering of police offi-
cers, our Nation is at a crossroads.

We find ourselves asking:

When will the rule of law and those
who enforce that law, once again, be
respected?

How many more violent protests and
threatening chants will those who
bravely wear the badge have to put up
with?

How much more taunting under the
guise of a misleading slogan be toler-
ated before community organizers,
prominent African American leaders,
and Democrats at the city, State, and
national levels say enough is enough?

When will we hear in unison: ‘It is
not okay to kill police officers’?

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues and I are
here this evening to honor those in uni-
form who have fallen, but we are also
here to call for an end to this violence.
We are here to call for the restoration
of law and order. We are here to call for
the protection of the men and women
who put their lives on the line every
single day—the ones who chose a pro-
fession to help make their neighbor-
hoods safer.

These are not just police officers.
They are mothers; they are fathers;
they are husbands and wives; they are
sons and daughters. Mr. Speaker, their
lives matter, too, and all lives matter.

In God we trust.

0 1915

IRANIAN NUCLEAR DEAL

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, a
poll of my constituents in Pennsylva-
nia’s Eighth District, one of the true
swing districts in this House, shows
that they disapprove of the administra-
tion’s nuclear deal with Iran by a 2 to
1 margin.

These returns are in line with recent
national polls showing Americans, as a
whole, overwhelmingly disapprove of
the agreement by a similar count, and
they have every right to.

What we have learned about this deal
is that it does not go far enough to
achieve its ultimate goal, to prevent
Iran from getting a nuclear weapon. In
fact, it would allow just that when it
sunsets.
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In the meantime, ‘“anytime, any-
where’’ inspections of Iranian nuclear
sites were neutralized to provide up to
24 days’ notice prior to any inspection.

In addition, this deal precipitates a
nuclear arms race in the Middle East, a
reality we are already seeing, as na-
tions like Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi
Arabia have already begun building up
their nuclear infrastructure in re-
sponse.

The hundreds of billions of dollars in
sanctions relief provided by this deal
will no doubt be used to further fund
Tehran’s state sponsorship of terror.

A nation that has a nine-figure line
item in the budget to support ter-
rorism, like attacks that devastated
our Nation on September 11, 2001, is
hard to trust.

Unfortunately, what we have is a bad
deal, one that makes an already vola-
tile, unstable Middle East less safe,
clears the way for a nuclear Iran, and
gravely endangers allies like Israel.

I urge my colleagues to disapprove it.

—————

ANTI-TRAFFICKING LAWS MAKE A
DIFFERENCE

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, one
of the issues that I have been most pas-
sionate about is stopping the horrific
crime of sex trafficking and protecting
young victims.

Earlier this year Congress took ac-
tion and passed a package of bipartisan
bills, including one that I authored
aimed at combatting this crime. I said
at the time that this legislation would
save lives.

Madam Speaker, in the short time
since these laws have gone into effect,
we are already seeing results. Re-
cently, a provision in the legislation
that allowed local law enforcement to
coordinate their efforts with the U.S.
Marshals Service was used to help find
a kidnapped Tennessee teenager. The
14-year-old girl was rescued in Vir-
ginia, and her abductor, a known sex
offender, was taken into custody.

Madam Speaker, ending human traf-
ficking requires vigilance and a bipar-
tisan commitment to ensure that chil-
dren are safe from those wishing to ex-
ploit them. The actions we have taken
to combat this awful crime are making
a difference and saving lives.

HONORING ERNIE PELLOW

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise tonight to
honor the accomplishments of Ernie
Pellow, a man who dedicated his life
and career to his community of Frank-
lin and to its region’s housing industry.

Mr. Pellow was recently awarded the
Pennsylvania Builders Association’s
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Distinguished Achievement Award,
which has only been given to a handful
of that organization’s members over
the past two decades.

Madam Speaker, Ernie’s accomplish-
ments are extensive. He is the founder
of Builder Services, Incorporated, and
the creator of the Home Builders Show
in Venango County.

He has also received numerous
awards, including Builder of the Year
in 1996 and the Executive Office Service
Award from the Pennsylvania State
Senate.

Perhaps more importantly than all of
this, Madam Speaker, Ernie Pellow
served his Nation bravely and, since
then, has participated in more than
1,000 Honor Guard events.

Now, I am one of the many elected
officials who have relied on Ernie’s ad-
vice and support in the area of home
construction. I congratulate him on
this award and his continued service to
his community.

———

HONORING FIRST RESPONDERS

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker,
as you know so well, one of the top
issues that people in our districts are
discussing is national security. The
reason for that is because they are see-
ing the issues of national security, do-
mestic security, played out on their
streets.

I want to stand with my colleagues
who are going to do a Special Order in
just a few minutes to honor the work
that our first responders, that our men
and women in uniform, are doing every
single day to keep our community safe.

A police officer is tasked with not
just enforcing the law, which they do,
they are also tasked with protecting
the community.

Often they find themselves with the
duty to protect the community from
itself, whether that is to stop the mo-
torist who is driving recklessly in a
school zone or having to thrust them-
selves into the middle of a domestic
dispute and to restore order.

I will tell you, so many times, as I
talked to first responders as I was in
my district in the month of August,
they said there is no such thing as a
routine stop any longer. They know
they face danger. We thank them.

———

CELEBRATING H. CANYON’S
SUCCESS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, this August, the H.
Canyon facility at the U.S. Department
of Energy’s Savannah River Site near
Aiken, South Carolina, celebrated 60
years of service.

H. Canyon is America’s only hard-
ened nuclear chemical separations
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plant still operating, and its dedicated
staff play a vital role in our Nation’s
history and in the future.

During the cold war, H. Canyon was
vital for victory, promoting national
defense by peace through strength.
Today it continues to process nuclear
materials safely and securely and de-
livers fuels to the Tennessee Valley
Authority.

H. Canyon is also a pioneer for the
future, developing plutonium-powered
batteries for the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration for deep
space exploration. We saw the results
of this incredible technology this sum-
mer with the historic, close-range pho-
tographs of the most remote planet,
Pluto.

I am grateful to the Savannah River
Nuclear Solutions and the 800 employ-
ees for operating this remarkable facil-
ity. I am also grateful for SRNS Presi-
dent and CEO Carol Johnson, site man-
ager Jack Craig, and the support of the
partnering contractors: Fluor, Newport
News Nuclear, and Honeywell.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and may the President, by his actions,
never forget September the 11th in the
global war on terrorism.

———

IRANIAN NUCLEAR DEAL

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, one
of the most important votes we will
maybe ever do in this House will hap-
pen probably later this week. I am
talking about the Iran deal.

Indeed, the original premise of the
Iran nuclear deal was that Iran would
be a nuclear-free, nonmilitary nuclear
zone. That has already been conceded
to in the deal we will be voting on here
soon in the House and, I guess, over in
the Senate as well.

This is going to greatly affect the se-
curity of our allies like our good, solid
ally, Israel, as well as others we do
trading with in the Middle East.

And if you don’t think it affects U.S.
homeland, then why does the deal in-
clude provisions not only after 5 years
for being able to trade arms on the
open market for Iran, but for them to
have intercontinental ballistic missiles
within 8 years? What do you do with
ICBMs? I will guarantee it isn’t deliv-
ering forget-me-not bouquets to the
United States.

Our security is on the line in this
deal. Seventy-three percent of Ameri-
cans don’t even believe that we can
strike a deal with Iran and have them
keep their word.

The Associated Press—and this is the
real Kkicker—reported here recently
that Iran would be self-inspecting, self-
reporting on the deal. We can put no
faith that they will uphold this deal
and that they will adhere to any of the
provisions in it.

We need to vote ‘“‘no’ on this.
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HONORING FALLEN POLICE
OFFICERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
McSALLY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker,
before I begin, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous materials on the topic of my
Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker,
last Friday, August 28, 2015, a deputy
sheriff that protects my neighborhood
in Houston, Texas, Harris County Dep-
uty Sheriff Darren Goforth, was am-
bushed and brutally murdered at a gas
station that my family and I use regu-
larly and that I drive past every day.

I knew this good man. He was well
known to my neighbors and me as a
model citizen and as a model officer.

You could not ask for a Kkinder,
gentler, better law enforcement officer
than Darren Goforth. He was murdered
in cold blood, assassinated by someone
whose motives are mnot completely
clear yet.

In this atmosphere and this move-
ment of extremist people calling on in-
dividuals to attack law enforcement, I
wanted to call this Special Order. I
want to thank my good friend, Judge
TED POE, for organizing this Special
Order today.

We reserved this hour so that the
Members of the House can come down
here today and express our love and ad-
miration and appreciation for every
man and woman who wears the blue
and defends our peace, our liberty, our
property, and our safety on the streets
of America.

Deputy Goforth was a 10-year veteran
of the Harris County Sheriffs Depart-
ment. He was a loving husband and a
father of two precious children, ages 5
and 12. He was murdered for one rea-
son: Because he wore the uniform. Be-
cause he wore the blue to protect us
all, to preserve our liberty, to protect
our homes and our property, he was
murdered in cold blood.

I went to many of the prayer vigils in
the neighborhood. I went to a prayer
vigil at the gas station where he was
murdered, and I went to a service last
Friday. Our minister, Dr. Ed Young of
Second Baptist Church, conducted the
service. It was overwhelming emotion-
ally.

It was overwhelming and, also, en-
couraging to see the tremendous out-
pouring of support from the people of
Houston, from the people of Texas,
from people all over America, who
showed up to express their love and ad-
miration and support for the men and
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women in law enforcement who protect
us every single day. It was an out-
pouring of support like I don’t think
the people of Houston have seen for a
long, long time.

Dr. Young’s service was particularly
compelling as he pointed out that the
only prayer that Jesus taught us in the
brief time he was here with us on Earth
was the Lord’s Prayer.

Dr. Young pointed out that the
Lord’s Prayer concludes, as we all
know, with ‘‘deliver us from evil.” In
that ‘‘deliver us from evil,” as Dr.
Young pointed out, the word ‘‘deliver”’
actually means ‘‘shield’”’ in Greek.

Dr. Young pointed out that the tem-
ple priests in Christ’s time all wore
blue as a symbol of the protection that
they afforded to the temple-goers from
evil and that Christ’s robe was blue and
it was appropriate that the men and
women who protect us every day wear
blue and we need to remember that
they are there to shield us from evil.

There is no other job in America that
you can go to work and might not
come home because of the threat that
you face when you are willing to step
in front of a bullet or take that risk on
yourself in defense of your neighbors
and your friends.

As Dr. Young pointed out in that
service, the good thing to come from
this is that the people of Texas, the
people of Houston, really, the people of
America—and that is demonstrated by
my colleagues being here with us today
on the floor—have all stepped forward
to let the law enforcement community
know that we are there for them, we
love them, we are praying for them,
and that we have got their back.

In fact, one of the members of Second
Baptist told Dr. Young and his staff
that, shortly after this terrible murder
of Deputy Goforth, he spotted a law en-
forcement officer filling his gas tank at
a neighborhood gas station. As the offi-
cer was looking over his shoulder nerv-
ously, the member of Second Baptist
walked up to the officer and said,
“Don’t worry, Officer. I have got your
back.”

0 1930

A concealed carry permit holder—and
as so many of our constituents and
neighbors in Texas are concealed carry
permit holders—law enforcement
knows that a concealed carry permit
holder is their best friend.

The message that I want to make
sure that every law enforcement officer
in the country hears tonight from my-
self and my colleagues and from the
people of Texas and America, for every
law enforcement officer out there: We
love you. We are proud of you. We are
praying for you and your family, and
most of all, we got your back.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BISHOP), my
good friend and colleague.

HONORING MICHAEL BYRON TABB, SR.

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I want to commend the gen-
tleman and all of my colleagues for
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coming tonight in support of law en-
forcement.

The Good Book tells us that greater
love hath no man but that he lay down
his life for his friends. That is what our
law enforcement, our first responders,
our public safety personnel do for us
each and every day, 24/7, all across this
country. For that, we are so grateful.

They are Black; they are White; they
are young; they are seasoned; they are
male, and they are female. In my com-
munity in Columbus, Georgia, we have
had all of them to give their last full
measure of devotion in defense of our
communities, to keep us safe at night,
so I commend my colleagues for that.

I thank my colleague so much for al-
lowing me to invade this Special Order
to give a special tribute to one of my
constituents who passed away during
our break.

It is with a heavy heart, Madam
Speaker, and in solemn remembrance
that I rise today to pay tribute to a re-
spected community leader, an out-
standing citizen, Michael Byron Tabb,
Sr.

Sadly, Mike passed away on Monday,
August 17, 2015, and funeral services
were held Saturday, August 22, at 11
a.m. at the Milford Baptist Church in
Leary, Georgia.

Mike Tabb was born in Albany, Geor-
gia, and graduated from Baker County
High School. He earned a bachelor’s de-
gree in secondary education and
minored in biology at Valdosta State
College, now Valdosta State Univer-
sity.

He was a teacher and a coach from
1967 until 1974 and a farmer from 1974 to
1986. He then served as the managing
editor for the Camilla Enterprise from
1987 until 1993 and wrote the column
“Plantation Pete.”

From 1993 to 2012, Mike worked at
the Camilla Housing Authority as
grant and public relations coordinator
and program coordinator. Following
his retirement, he continued to work
part time with Community Ventures, a
nonprofit corporation that serves the
community in various ways, including
building homes.

He was instrumental in obtaining
grants totaling nearly $15 million and
contracts with the department of
human resources to match welfare cli-
ents with employment opportunities.
He helped organize youth development
activities in 20 counties and acquired
funding to construct housing for low-
to-moderate-income citizens.

He was widely known by everybody
as a driving force in the community.
He served as chairman of the Baker
Commission, chairman of the Mitchell
County Children and Youth Collabo-
rative, chairman of the board of direc-
tors of the Mitchell-Baker Association
for Retarded Citizens, chairman of the
Baker County Historical Society, and
chairman of the Advisory Committee
for South Georgia Judicial Circuit In-
digent Defense Program.

He was also a member of the Mitchell
County Children and Youth Family
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Connection Corporate Board, Baker
County Family Connection, Mitchell
County Hospital Authority, and the
Southwest Georgia Workforce Invest-
ment Board.

He was instrumental in forming the
first volunteer Baker County EMS and
was an avid historian, playing a crit-
ical role in the publishing of the Baker
County history book and cemetery
book.

He was a resolute steward of Christ’s
message, and he taught Sunday school
for over 35 years at Milford Baptist
Church. His faith and spirituality al-
ways reminded those around him of the
power of love and fellowship through
Christ and the church.

Mike has accomplished much in his
life, but none of it would have been
possible without the love and support
of his wife, Karin; his children; grand-
children; and great-grandchildren.

Madam Speaker, my wife, Vivian,
and I, along with the more than 730,000
people of the Second Congressional
District, salute Mike Byron Tabb for
his dedicated service to his commu-
nity.

I ask my colleagues in the House of
Representatives to join us in extending
our deepest sympathies to Mike’s fam-
ily, friends, and loved ones during this
difficult time. We pray that they will
be consoled and comforted by an abid-
ing faith and the Holy Spirit in the
days, weeks, and months ahead.

I thank my colleague for yielding to
me. It was very special. I, again, com-
mend him for standing up and express-
ing our appreciation for America’s law
enforcement, the men and women who
protect us day in and day out.

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, SAN-
FORD. I know the State of Georgia loves
and admires law enforcement as much
as we do.

I am privileged to yield to my neigh-
bor and colleague from Texas, Judge
TED POE.

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
peace officers are really the last strand
of wire in defense between the fox and
the chickens. They are the ones that
stand between the lawful and the law-
less. They protect us from outlaws.
Sometimes, they do so without much
appreciation from the public.

Friday, about 11,000 people or more
gathered for the funeral of Deputy
Darren Goforth at the Second Baptist
Church in Houston, Texas. Many hun-
dreds of others couldn’t get in to any of
the service. It was televised live on all
four networks. Helicopters flew over
during the service. It was hot, and peo-
ple stood and gave appreciation to this
man.

He was married to Kathleen. They
had two children, Ava and Ryan. Ava is
5, and Ryan is 12. He had been a Harris
County deputy sheriff for 10 years. I
guess every member of the sheriff’s de-
partment was at that funeral.

There were police officers from all
over the United States there. There
were some from Canada and the United
Kingdom. I talked to a police officer
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from Connecticut who was in Houston
for this funeral. He was stunned in a
way of appreciation for the people and
other peace officers that came for this
man’s funeral.

It affected the whole community and
still does to a great degree for a lot of
reasons. In my other life, I was a pros-
ecutor and a judge at the criminal
courts building in Houston. I pros-
ecuted people who killed peace officers,
and I tried cases where peace officers
had been killed when I was a judge. It
is a grim thing that happens when a
peace officer is murdered in the line of
duty.

As my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON,
pointed out, Darren Goforth was get-
ting gasoline at a local gas station he
stopped at regularly and was filling up
his patrol car 2 weeks ago. An assassin
came up from behind him and shot him
in the back of the head.

He kept shooting. He finally emptied
his clip, and 15 times, Deputy Goforth
was shot in the back of the head. The
assassin fled but was later captured,
and a man is charged with capital mur-
der.

There seems to be an environment in
America that police officers are being
targeted. We will leave that for a dif-
ferent discussion. These are real peo-
ple. They do what most of us would
never do. They go out and protect and
serve us. Police officers have been re-
ferred to as the thin blue line.

As mentioned earlier, blue is a tradi-
tional color that peace officers wear.
They also wear a badge or a star, a star
in Texas for deputy sheriffs and Texas
Rangers, a badge for local police offi-
cers. They place that over their heart,
symbolic of the shield that protects us
from the lawless.

They do that all over the country.
That is why the badge or the star is
placed in that location. The badge, the
star, it really represents everything
that is good and right about law and
order and America.

When a person, a peace officer is
murdered, it affects all of us. It was en-
couraging to me and I think other
peace officers to see the community
support for Darren Goforth; his wife,
Kathleen; Ava; and Ryan.

A lot of stories were told about this
wonderful person. Being a police officer
was his second career. He loved work-
ing on cars. He wanted to make them
run, old cars—muscle cars, as we called
them in my day.

He had recently bought his son,
Ryan, a Captain America T-shirt, and
he bought himself one. They didn’t
have time to wear it, but at the fu-
neral, Ryan, his son, under his suit,
wore his Captain America T-shirt. Dep-
uty Goforth was buried in his, under-
neath his uniform. He was a marvelous
individual, a brave and good guy.

The community not only attended
the funeral and watched it on TV. As
the processional left the church, led by
I don’t know how many police officers
on motorcycles and then you had the
Patriot Guard motorcycle riders and
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other motorcycle groups at the end of
the parade going through the Houston
area to the cemetery, people stood on
the side of the road, put their hand
over their heart.

A lot of money has been raised for
Darren Goforth’s family. At the loca-
tion where he was murdered, a Chevron
station, people are still putting up
flowers and tributes.

As my colleague said, apparently, on
more than one occasion, peace officers
have been filling up their patrol cars—
and in Houston, patrol officers, Hous-
ton officers and county officers, travel
alone; there is not two in a car—but
while they have been filling up their
patrol cars, apparently, on more than
one occasion, some citizen has stopped,
come up to the officer, and said, ‘I got
your back,” and that was really the
message.

In our area, in the Houston area, we
are saddened by what happened to this
individual, but I think it is true that
the community, like that Connecticut
officer said, like no other place, is very
supportive of peace officers, their fami-
lies, and what they do and that we do
have their back. The community sup-
ports them.

We mourn with the family; we mourn
with all peace officers who have lost a
brother peace officer, but we are also
resolved and resilient that, in the fu-
ture, we are going to have their back
because respecting and upholding the
rule of law is what these men and
women do, and we should support them
in that effort.

And that is just the way it is.

Mr. CULBERSON. Dr. Young looked
at that young family and said: I want
you to know that your father, your
husband, did not die in vain because he
has steeled the resolve of this Nation
to stand behind every man and woman
in uniform that defends our liberty and
our safety on the streets of America.

I am proud to yield to my colleague
from Texas, Dr. BABIN.

Mr. BABIN. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas not only for
yielding, but for getting this Special
Order together on such a special issue.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to
honor the life of Harris County Deputy
Sheriff Darren Goforth and all of
America’s law enforcement officers. On
Friday, August 28, Deputy Goforth was
ambushed and murdered while refuel-
ing his patrol car in Houston, Texas.

I am proud to represent a portion of
the city. Deputy Goforth was a com-
mitted 10-year veteran of the police
force, a proud husband, and the father
of two.

Tragically, his life was cut short for
one simple reason: his uniform. It is
hard to express my outrage and my
contempt for those who have incited
this war of hatred and violence toward
our Nation’s law enforcement officers.

Police officers take an oath to pro-
tect and to serve, and it is time they
receive the same level of commitment
and protection in return.
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In August alone, we have lost five
other police officers. In 2015, we have
seen 24 law enforcement officers
gunned down. These brave men and
women put their lives on the line every
single day for our communities and for
the safety of our families. They deserve
our support and our respect, and it is a
travesty that this situation has gotten
to this point.

This is not an issue of whose life
matters most. This is a matter of right
and of wrong. And what we have seen
in recent weeks is absolutely wrong,
and it must end now.

Our community and elected leaders,
starting with the President of the
United States, must stand up for what
is right and denounce the hatred being
directed at our law enforcement per-
sonnel in this country.

I, personally, could not be more
thankful and proud of the men and
women who police our communities.
Last week, I was honored to join in a
community celebration of the men and
women in blue of Tyler County, Texas,
my home—and all over America, as a
matter of fact.

We also gathered together in Jasper
County, Texas, on Saturday to honor
and rally support for America’s first
responders; and this week, much of my
staff, while I am up here serving in
Congress, will be attending an event
recognizing the law enforcement per-
sonnel of Hardin County, Texas.

Our law enforcement officers have a
very difficult job, and it is a shame
that the violent rhetoric of a very few
are putting their lives at greater risk.

During this difficult time, I, along
with an overwhelming majority of
Americans, stand in strong solidarity
with our law enforcement officers and
offer them and their families our un-
wavering commitment, attention, and
support.

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, Dr.
BABIN.

Madam Speaker, I yield to my col-
league from California (Mr. VALADAO)
to speak on behalf of his constituents
and the people of California of their
love and respect for our law enforce-
ment officers.

Mr. VALADAO. I thank my colleague
from Texas for hosting this and allow-
ing me the opportunity to speak.

Madam Speaker, my background is,
as many of you know and I spoke of
many times, I am a farmer from Cali-
fornia. One of the things that I have
had the opportunity of—and sometimes
not always the best opportunity, but I
have had a lot of opportunities—is to
deal with law enforcement; metal
thieves, different folks breaking into
houses and doing different types of
things.

I remember one specific night where
we had a person trespassing, and I
showed up and it was dark, 10, 11 at
night. I drove up in the middle of the
field, had no idea if there was someone
behind me, someone coming up behind
me or on the side of me. It was just a
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really scary feeling to think that I just
drove up on this situation. How many
people are out here? What are their in-
tentions?

Now, obviously, I called 911, and
when the police showed up, they run
into these situations on a daily basis.

But the fear that I felt, knowing that
there were people out there close to me
who could have been there for a really,
really bad reason, looking to do some-
one harm, is something that I just
couldn’t imagine doing on a daily
basis.

My wife and I are friends with some
law enforcement folks in my district,
people I grew up with, as my wife did
as well. When you look back—and we
have had dinners with these folks—and
you talk to their spouse or you talk to
their kids, you know that their hus-
bands, their wives go into these situa-
tions on a daily basis. They have to run
out there, jump into a situation where
they know there is someone out there
that could have a gun, could have a
weapon, could look to do these people
harm. They are the ones that we al-
ways call for backup. They are the ones
that we always call when there is a
desperate situation. And these people
are the ones that are being threatened
now, today.

There are so many people out there
that put so much into their work. But
when you look at what our law enforce-
ment does for us, every time we dial
911, every time we call for help, every
time that we have got a situation that
is out of our control, they are the peo-
ple that step in, without any fear for
their own lives, and step up and do
what we need them to do.

To see what has happened, especially
now in Texas and other parts of the
country, where these people are being
ambushed, where our protectors, those
who keep our families safe, are being
attacked from behind, is just some-
thing that is unimaginable.

The fact that we have got a group of
Members here today, and I know so
many more, stepping up and supporting
those who do so much for us is some-
thing I am thrilled to be a part of, and
it is an honor.

So, again, I want to thank all of
those who put on the badge and step up
to protect us, each and every one of us
all throughout the country. So again,
thank you for what you do.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allow-
ing me this opportunity.

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, DAVID.

I think it is so important for each
and every one of us, if we get an oppor-
tunity, we run across a law enforce-
ment officer, just walk up and tell
them how much we love them and ap-
preciate them and that we have got
their back.

I am delighted to yield to my col-
league from northeastern Louisiana
(Mr. ABRAHAM) to express the feeling of
his constituents about law enforce-
ment.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Thank you, Con-
gressman, for having this Special Order
on such a somber occasion.
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Madam Speaker, I rise today to offer
my support and utmost respect for law
enforcement officers who put their
lives on the line to protect our commu-
nities, as well as to applaud these men
and women who take part in their self-
less actions every day.

We sleep safely at night because we
know the men and women who wear
the badges are on the streets looking
out for us. They look out for our fami-
lies. They look out for our commu-
nities, for our country, and words can-
not convey how grateful we are to
them.

This year, there have been too many
reminders that too many of our officers
are paying the ultimate sacrifice in the
name of service. They risk everything
to protect us, and they deserve our ut-
most respect.

Unfortunately, my State of Lou-
isiana has lost nine officers in the line
of duty this year, one of the most in
the Nation, according to the National
Law Enforcement Officers Memorial
Fund. This is a statistic I am not proud
of, and I will continue to do all in my
power to ensure that all officers in the
Nation are safe.

I want to thank those men and
women who have sacrificed for Lou-
isiana and for the Nation.

We must always remember that the
vast majority of law enforcement offi-
cers serve because they want to make
their community and their country
better places, and for that we are very
grateful.

We must always remember that these
officers step out each day in the face of
uncertainty. They never know what
situation they will encounter and when
a routine traffic stop could turn very
tragic.

Thank you, officers, for putting your
lives on the line for our safety. Thank
you for answering the call to serve and
to protect Liouisiana and the country.

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, it
is my privilege to yield to a colleague
from northeast Texas, Congressman
JOHN RATCLIFFE.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. I thank my friend
and colleague from Texas for holding
this Special Order and for yielding.

Madam Speaker, ‘‘to protect and
serve,” those words are much more
than just a slogan on the side of police
cars across this country. It is a prom-
ise, a promise that our men and women
in blue fulfill on a daily basis while
they serve to uphold the pillars of law
and order that our society depends on.
Without their work, without their sac-
rifice, our communities would be law-
less, and our families, our friends, our
neighbors, our loved ones would all be
in constant jeopardy.

Thousands of police officers go to
work each day knowing the danger,
knowing that they may have to pay the
ultimate sacrifice to provide us with
security. Officers like Deputy Goforth
of Texas have been targeted for execu-
tion and have paid the ultimate price
simply because they choose to protect
our communities.
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The recent wave of violence against
our peace officers simply because they
wear a uniform is outrageous. It is ap-
palling, and it must end.

Madam Speaker, I will continue to
stand with our law enforcement, and I
want to personally thank the men and
women in law enforcement in the
Fourth Congressional District of Texas
that I am privileged to represent.

I want to thank those Texas peace of-
ficers who have reached out to me per-
sonally to express their concerns on
this issue, like Mike Sullivan in Farm-
ersville, Otis Henry in Sherman, Terry
Garrett in Heath, Harold Eavenson in
Rockwall, Jay Burch in Denison, and
Daniel Shiner in Texarkana.

Thanks to you all. Thanks to all the
men and women who serve in law en-
forcement and serve our communities.
You are appreciated. We are grateful.

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, JOHN.

Madam Speaker, we are here from
every corner of the United States to
tell our men and women in uniform
who risk their lives every day to pro-
tect us and the safety of our families
and our homes how much we appreciate
them and love them and we are praying
for them and we have got their back.

It is a privilege to yield to my good
friend and colleague from Minnesota,
Congressman ToM EMMER.

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding and having this Special Order
tonight. It is important that we allow
time to acknowledge the brave men
and women who serve as police officers
throughout our country.

During the August district work pe-
riod, I had the opportunity to partici-
pate in an event to memorialize and
honor a fallen officer from Minnesota,
Officer Tommy Decker. Tommy was an
amazing individual who dedicated his
life to serving the Cold Spring commu-
nity in central Minnesota.

On Thursday, November 29, 2012,
while conducting a welfare check,
Tommy was ambushed and taken from
this world far too soon. At the young
age of 31, Tommy had already given 10
years of his life to serve his commu-
nity.

My predecessor, Michele Bachmann,
worked tirelessly to ensure that
Tommy received the recognition he so
greatly deserved, and 2 weeks ago we
dedicated the Cold Spring Post Office
in the name of Officer Tommy Decker,
a man who gave his life to the Cold
Spring community.

I was privileged to participate in the
ceremony on behalf of Minnesota’s
Sixth Congressional District and to
continue the great work that Michele
began. We now have this lasting re-
minder of Tommy, his service, and his
great heroism to his community.

We try to thank our military vet-
erans and the servicemen and -women
in uniform as much as possible for
their work and sacrifice to protect our
freedoms and keep us safe. We should
do the same for our men and women in
police uniforms.
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Police are courageous and selfless
servants in our communities. They pa-
trol our streets to keep us safe. Per-
haps now more than ever, they not
only deserve but need our acknowl-
edgement, support, and encourage-
ment.

Every day, police officers across this
country go to work not knowing what
they are going to encounter, all the
while knowing that, regardless, it is
their duty to, quite literally, serve and
protect.

Tommy and all of the men and
women who proudly wear their police
uniforms are looked up to by many,
and we all owe them so much.

Thank you to all of our police offi-
cers across the United States. We pray
for your safe return home tonight and
every night.

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, it
is important that the law enforcement
community know that, while we are
waiting to hear from the President of
the United States, the Members of Con-
gress are stepping forward tonight
from every corner of the country to ex-
press our love and support for our law
enforcement community.

I am privileged at this time to yield
to my colleague from California’s 25th
District, Congressman STEVE KNIGHT.

Mr. KNIGHT. Madam Speaker, I ap-
preciate Mr. CULBERSON putting this
together and allowing us time to talk
about our heroes on the street.

During your shift as a police officer
or as a sheriff’s deputy, you go into roll
call or you go into briefing and start
your day with info or assignments. You
check out your equipment. You go over
and you get in your car. You go to the
gas pumps and you fill up the gas. And
you might talk to some of the other of-
ficers or the other deputies about what
is happening on the street or what hap-
pened the night before, and you start
your day.

Your day might start off with talk-
ing to your partner and trying to find
out a little bit more about them if you
don’t know them, because that happens
on a day-to-day basis—new officers are
put in with officers every day—just
trying to find out what your thoughts
are, what your tactics are, what your
training is, and how you feel like you
are going to feel out these situations.
This is the start of a police officer’s
day.

For 18 years I was a Los Angeles po-
lice officer, and I served on the front
lines in a police car for 17 of those 18
years. So, as they say, I was out push-
ing the sled around for 12 hours a day,
snooping and pooping, looking for bad
guys, and protecting and serving. On
the side of my car, that is exactly what
it said, ‘‘to protect and to serve.” That
is what a police officer does.

It is not like the shows that you see
on TV. Some of it is boring time, some
of it is high adrenalin, but all of it is
service to the community. Every sec-
ond, every minute of your shift is serv-
ice to the community.

So if we are out there enforcing the
law, making a traffic stop, making an
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arrest, or just, as 1-Adam-12 used to do,
go and respond to a ‘‘see the man,”
‘“‘see the woman,” and help and just
serve, that is a day-to-day.

I didn’t know Deputy Goforth, but I
feel like he was a brother in arms be-
cause he was. He was someone who
went out and served his community,
served them with honor, served them
with integrity. And I am sure that the
community is better for his years of
service.
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I am sure over the next decade or
generations that they won’t forget
Deputy Goforth’s commitment to the
community. There will be a memorial.
There will be a yearly service. People
will talk about what he meant to the
community.

I was in the 990 class in LAPD. The
very first female officer who died in
the line of duty for LAPD was in the
590 class. Our class was taken out of its
normal duty of going and learning how
to be a professional law enforcement
officer, and we went to the service for
that officer.

Tina Kerbrat was the very first fe-
male officer who died in LAPD, and it
was very similar to Deputy Goforth. It
was basically a shooting, an assassina-
tion.

This will always stay with you when
you go to a law enforcement officer’s
funeral. You will never forget it. You
will see the thousands of people.

Just like many of the Members said
today, the thousands of people that
came from other departments all over
the country, all over the world, come
to pay their respects to the law en-
forcement professional who did every-
thing that they could to protect their
community.

My squadron leader in my academy
class died in Afghanistan. He was a law
enforcement officer with LAPD who
was a SWAT officer. He did his duty,
went to Afghanistan to fight for our
ideals and for our morals with the
United States Marine Corps. He died in
Afghanistan doing the same thing that
he would do on a 24-hour-a-day basis,
protecting what we believe here in
America.

I am honored to be able to stand and
talk about our heroes on the street,
talk about the people who protect our
community on a day-to-day basis, put
their lives on the line so that we can
live the life that we choose.

Mr. CULBERSON. STEVE, thank you
for your service to the people of Los
Angeles and California.

I think, as Congressman KNIGHT said,
it is so important to remember that
these young men and women are serv-
ing their community. They do it out of
the goodness of their heart and the
love for their neighbors, to help their
fellow man to try to make their com-
munities a better place.

God bless you. Thank you for your
service.

I am proud to have with us tonight
the congressman from the Ninth Dis-
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trict of North Carolina (Mr.
PITTENGER) to express the feelings of
the people of North Carolina that he
represents about law enforcement.

Mr. PITTENGER. Thank you. I am so
grateful that the gentleman from
Texas took the leadership in honoring
and paying tribute to those who defend
and protect us in our own commu-
nities.

Madam Speaker, tonight I can think
of Charlotte-Mecklenburg Police Offi-
cers Harlan Proctor, Ashley Brown,
and Scott Evett who, in the aftermath
of a horrific domestic violence homi-
cide and arson earlier this year, used
their own time and their own money to
purchase clothes and toys for the chil-
dren left behind. They never expected
to get any type of recognition.

Madam Speaker, I think of my friend
Detective Shane Page, who volunteered
for the Violent Criminal Apprehension
Team, who was shot and seriously
wounded while attempting to arrest a
dangerous suspect who was hiding out
in a quiet neighborhood.

Earlier this year I met Cornelius Po-
lice Lieutenant James Quattlebaum at
Carolinas Medical Center. He had just
been shot earlier that day while re-
sponding to a domestic disturbance.

And Charlotte-Mecklenburg Police
Lieutenant Nate King was conducting
routine police business last year when
a frantic mother drove up and placed a
lifeless baby in his arms. The 6-month-
old baby was choking to death. But
thanks to Lieutenant King’s lifesaving
efforts, the little girl made a full re-
covery.

Every day thousands of brave super-
heroes go to work to serve and protect
our children, our homes, and our com-
munities. The pay is low. The hours are
long. They are often screamed at. They
are hit. They are spit upon and even
bitten. Yet, they show back up for
work each and every day. Would we?

Madam Speaker, we should encour-
age greater dialogue between our local
police departments and the commu-
nity, and we should encourage the best
possible training. We should demand
accountability because no one is above
the law.

However, we should also teach our
children to have a healthy respect for
law enforcement and work hard to rec-
ognize the bravery and everyday good
deeds of America’s law enforcement.
We expect them to be at their best
when we are at our worst.

Thank you to America’s law enforce-
ment, who are truly committed to both
serve and to protect.

Mr. CULBERSON. ROBERT,
you very much.

We are still waiting, Mr. President,
for you to step up and tell America
how proud you are of our law enforce-
ment men and women and to hear you
condemn, Mr. President, this violent,
dangerous rhetoric that is encouraging
mentally unbalanced people to attack
our law enforcement officers, as Dep-
uty Sheriff Goforth was murdered in
Houston, Texas.

thank
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We are still waiting, Mr. President.
But while we wait, Members of Con-
gress are standing here on the floor to-
night to tell America how proud we are
of our men and women in uniform.

I am proud to yield to my colleague
and friend from Texas (Mr. OLSON).

Mr. OLSON. I thank my fellow Texan
from the Seventh Congressional Dis-
trict of Texas, Mr. CULBERSON.

My friends, America has a problem. I
have lived here for 52 years and I have
never heard the word ‘‘assassination”
in the same sentence as ‘‘police offi-
cer” or ‘‘sheriff’s deputy’ as I have in
the past 6 months.

Harris County Deputy Sheriff Darren
Goforth was assassinated a few weeks
ago doing his job. As my colleagues
mentioned, he was in uniform, pumping
gas at a service station in his sheriff’s
cruiser in a very nice neighborhood in
Houston, Texas, and gunned down in
cold blood, assassinated.

The shooter shot and shot and shot
and shot and shot and shot and shot
and shot and shot until Deputy Goforth
dropped dead protecting us.

He left behind a wife, Kathleen, and
two young kids who won’t have a fa-
ther walk them down the aisle when
they get married.

I want to go up there to the site of
the assassination and pray with fellow
Texans. I took this picture yesterday
at the Chevron gas station.

As you can see, there are flowers ev-
erywhere and notes and stuffed ani-
mals, little stuffed teddy bears. This
was replayed over and over and over.
That was just one day.

And right on the sidewalk are all
sorts of colored chalk with messages
for Deputy Sheriff Goforth. ‘‘Darren
Goforth, we love you,” ‘“‘Thank you,”
“Rest in peace.”

I felt rejuvenated about America at
that moment, but it got better.

I am coming home to Sugar Land,
Texas. That is my neighborhood. It is
at Alcorn Oaks Drive and Oakland
Drive in my hometown.

These are six amazing young Texans
with a lemonade stand for police. It
says ‘‘Blue lives matter.”” These kids
get it. They get it. They get it. We
should love and praise our officers and
thank them, thank them, thank them
for their sacrifice.

I have to mention, too, my friend, I
bought a glass of lemonade there, the
most expensive one I have ever pur-
chased, close to $20.

In closing, these men and women pro-
tect us every single day from people
who want to hurt us and hurt our fami-
lies. They deserve our love, support,
and admiration, and to know that we
always have their backs.

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, PETE.

It is a privilege to yield to my col-
league representing the people of cen-
tral Indiana, the Congresswoman from
the Fifth District, Congresswoman
SUSAN BROOKS.

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. I want to
thank the gentleman from Texas for
holding this very important Special
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Order tonight because now, more than
ever, it is more important than ever
that we recognize and thank our Na-
tion’s law enforcement officers. These
are the loyal and selfless men and
women all across America who wake up
each and every day and serve our com-
munity.

Madam Speaker, police officers are
an integral part of our communities
and our neighborhoods, working every
day and at all hours to keep us safe.
From downtown city blocks to small
town squares, from country roads to
busy highways, our Nation’s law en-
forcement officers are always there, al-
ways ready to serve.

As we have heard, they are fathers
and brothers, mothers and sisters, hus-
bands, wives, sons, and daughters.
Some are friends. Some are neighbors.
Some are the strangers that we see
every day.

But we often don’t even see them.
They are on our morning commutes.
They are on our trips to the grocery
store. They are all around us.

They are fellow citizens who have an-
swered the call to serve and protect
and, in some cases, pay the ultimate
sacrifice for the safety and welfare of
those in their communities. They pro-
tect their families and loved ones, and
they protect the lives of complete
strangers day in and day out.

You may not know, but throughout
U.S. history, over 20,000 law enforce-
ment officers have made the ultimate
sacrifice. Last year four Hoosiers lost
their lives while upholding their vow to
serve and protect.

And, unfortunately, as we have seen,
this has been an incredibly deadly Au-
gust. Violence against police officers
has skyrocketed recently, with six offi-
cers being mercilessly gunned down by
individuals who neither respect law
and order nor the value of human life.
These officers’ sacrifices as well as that
of their families do not go unnoticed or
unappreciated.

In fact, this August the family of
Jake Laird, an officer who was gunned
down in August of 2004—and we have to
think about the families—held another
golf outing in order to raise money for
more protective vests for law enforce-
ment and more personal safety equip-
ment for firefighters.

These families—and I have seen
them. I have witnessed them firsthand.
They are remarkable families. They
display courage in the face of adver-
sity, compassion in the face of hard-
ship, and an undying commitment to
serve the communities in which they
live. We must thank them, the families
and the officers.

So today I salute the men and women
in uniform who every day head out to
the streets. They cover their beats.
They patrol their precincts. They take
up again without fail the call to serve
and protect.

We must be thankful for their service
and send our thoughts and prayers to
their loved ones because, without hesi-
tation, we must renew our appreciation
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for and our steadfast commitment to
the heroic men and women who are
part of that thin blue line. Please
thank a police officer.

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker,
may I inquire as to how much time is
remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 12 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. CULBERSON. At this time, it is
my privilege to yield to my colleague
and good friend representing the people
of North Carolina, Ms. FOXX.

Ms. FOXX. I want to thank my col-
league from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) for
organizing and conducting this Special
Order tonight to honor our law enforce-
ment personnel.

I do my best every time I see some-
one in law enforcement to say thank
you. I go out of my way to say thank
you.

I point out to them, whether they are
local, State, or national people in law
enforcement, that we owe to them and
to our military people the ability that
we have to move around this country
and do the things that we do every day
because of their willingness to serve
and to put their lives on the line every
single day of their lives.

We have seen, unfortunately, in the
past few weeks a spate of senseless
killings of our wonderful law enforce-
ment people. And I think it is wonder-
ful, again, that my colleagues are here
tonight to say thank you.

I want to encourage them, also—and
I know many do—to say thank you to
our law enforcement people every day
as they go about protecting us, our
families. I want to thank their fami-
lies, also, for the sacrifices they make.

Thank you, Congressman CULBERSON,
for your efforts.
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Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, it
is my privilege now to yield to the gen-
tleman from northern California (Mr.
LAMALFA), representing the First Dis-
trict.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you to my
colleague, Mr. CULBERSON. It is really,
really good and proper that you are
having this time here tonight, and I am
glad to be able to join you with that.

Madam Speaker, it is amazing to me
that we even have to have this con-
versation. It is always a good conversa-
tion to have to honor our officers that
put their lives on the line in so many
aspects of our lives, whether it is high-
way patrol or sheriff or city police,
park rangers, fish and game. All of
them out there have some level of risk
in order to maintain what it is we want
in a free society for our security.

What is so tragic about what is hap-
pening lately is it is coming down to a
racial issue, so much that the sides are
becoming much sharper and sharper as
to what America is or what Americans
are about. We need to get together on
this. The enforcement of the law, the
upholding of the law, the protection of
families, of homes, this cuts across all
lines.
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Indeed, I just saw a bit on the news a
few minutes ago here where a gen-
tleman in Florida—his name is George
Cooper, as I recall; he happens to be
Black. He came to the defense of an of-
ficer who happens to be White who was
being beaten in some type of an alter-
cation there where he was trying to do
his job.

There are examples where, as the
gentleman said in the interview, it
isn’t a race thing, it doesn’t matter
who is White or who is Black in this
thing, it is about upholding the law
and about having safe neighborhoods
for all of us for Americans to be able to
thrive.

It is tragic that so much is going on
trying to pit Americans against each
other. Yes, we have problems; we have
issues that need to be resolved within
how some may enforce the law, but we
have protocols for that. We need to
make sure that they are followed and
they are prosecuted, but it doesn’t
make the whole aura of law enforce-
ment somehow wrong.

Indeed, the effects we are seeing with
cities now where cops are backing off,
crime rates are going up, murders are
going up in some of these cities here
dramatically—I heard in one of the cit-
ies that it is 96 percent.

This is not what we want. It is not
good for the families, for the moms
that have to watch their kids go out
the door and wonder if they are going
to come back because there isn’t that
law enforcement.

I want to share with you a piece,
though, that I think really encap-
sulates this, by a great American, Paul
Harvey, from some years ago: What are
Policemen Made Of?

A policemen is a composite of what all men
are, mingling of a saint and sinner, dust and
deity.

Gulled statistics wave the fan over the
stinkers, underscore instances of dishonesty
and brutality because they are ‘‘new.” What
they really mean is that they are excep-
tional, unusual, not commonplace.

Buried under the frost is the fact: Less
than one-half of 1 percent of policemen mis-
fit the uniform. That’s a better average than
you’d find among clergy.

What is a policeman made of? He, among
all men, is once the most needed and the
most unwanted. He’s a strangely nameless
creature who is “‘sir’’ to his face and ‘‘pig”’ or
“fuzz’’ to his back.

He must be such a diplomat that he can
settle differences between individuals so that
each will think he won.

But . . . if the policeman is neat, he’s con-
ceited; if he’s careless, he’s a bum. If he’s
pleasant, he’s flirting; if not, he’s a grouch.

He must make an instant decision which
would require months for a lawyer to make.

But . . . if he hurries, he’s careless; if he’s
deliberate, he’s lazy. He must be first to an
accident and infallible with his diagnosis. He
must be able to start breathing, stop bleed-
ing, tie splints, and, above all, be sure the
victim goes home without a limp. Or expect
to be sued.

The police officer must know every gun,
draw on the run, and hit where it doesn’t
hurt. He must be able to whip two men twice
his size and half his age without damaging
his uniform and without being ‘‘brutal.” If
you hit him, he’s a coward. If he hits you,
he’s a bully.
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A policeman must know everything—and
not tell. He must know where all the sin is
and not partake.

A policeman must, from a single strand of
hair, be able to describe the crime, the weap-
on and the criminal—and tell you where the
criminal is hiding.

But . .. if he catches the criminal, he’s
lucky; if he doesn’t, he’s a dunce. If he gets
promoted, he has political pull; if he doesn’t,
he’s a dullard. The policeman must chase a
bum lead to a dead-end, stake out 10 nights
to tag one witness who saw it happen—but
refused to remember.

The policeman must be a minister, a social
worker, a diplomat, a tough guy, and a gen-
tleman.

And, of course, he’d have to be genius...for
he will have to feed his family on a police-
man’s salary.

This is just a sample of what officers
go through across this country where
they, giving of themselves in service
many times, especially in this present
environment, feel like they are some-
how made wrong for having done so.

We are here to uphold that tonight
and tell them: You are doing it right.
We support you and appreciate the thin
blue line.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, may
I inquire how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 5 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I
think that Congressman LAMALFA ex-
pressed it very well. Police officers are
expected to do their job perfectly every
time and in so many ways that we can-
not even imagine the work that they
do to help keep us safe, the work that
they do to improve our communities,
the sacrifices that they make on a per-
sonal level.

They are counselors; they are men-
tors; they are enforcers, and above all,
they are preservers and protectors of
our liberty because, without law en-
forcement, there is no liberty. That re-
sponsibility is vested in one person in
our Constitution. Only the President of
the United States is charged by our
Founders in the Constitution with
faithfully taking care that the law be
faithfully executed.

We are still waiting, Mr. President.
We are still waiting for you to step up,
as we are here tonight, to say how
proud you are of our men and women in
blue, who protect us every night and
every day and must do their job per-
fectly, as DouG LAMALFA just told us,
every man and woman who wears the
uniform, who would step in front of a
bullet for each and every one of us.

We are still waiting, Mr. President,
for you to condemn the vital rhetoric
that tell the men and women across
this Nation, who defend us every day
on the streets of America, how proud
you are, Mr. President. We need you to
step up and tell them, tell us all, how
proud you are of their sacrifice, of
their service, of their dedication, to
tell all the widows and the children of
Darren Goforth and all the other offi-
cers who have lost their lives that
their father’s loss, their mother’s loss,
their sacrifice was not in vain.
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As Dr. Ed Young told us all last Fri-
day at 11 a.m., the sacrifice that
Darren Goforth made galvanized the
people of Houston, the people of Texas.
We see it across the Nation from Cali-
fornia to Missouri to Indiana, to the
East Coast. The people of America
stand behind our law enforcement offi-
cers.

We are proud of you. We love you. We
respect you. We recognize what a sac-
rifice you have made for not enough
money to protect us. We know all that
you do. We understand the burden that
you and your family carry.

As Kathleen Goforth said
statement of her late husband:

There are no words for this. Darren was an
incredibly intricate blend of toughness and
gentility. He was always loyal, fiercely so.
Darren was ethical. The right thing to do is
what guided his internal compass.

She said:

Darren was good. If people want to know
what kind of man he was, this is it. Darren
was who you wanted for a friend, a colleague,
and a neighbor. However, it was I who was
blessed so richly, that I had the privilege of
calling him my husband and my best friend.

We are immensely proud of every
man and woman who wears the uni-
form, and we will not forget the sac-
rifice of Darren Goforth or all the
other men and women who preserve our
liberty and protect our lives and put
their lives on the line for us every day.
We are immensely proud of you.

If the President of the United States
won’t say it, we will here in this House,
that we stand behind you, we are proud
of you, we pray for you every day, and
we have got your back.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUCK). Members are reminded to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair and
not to a perceived viewing audience.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.J. RES. 64, DISAPPROVAL OF
AGREEMENT RELATING TO NU-
CLEAR PROGRAM OF IRAN; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Ms. FOXX (during the special order
of Mr. CULBERSON) from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 114-256) on the resolution (H.
Res. 408) providing for consideration of
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 64) dis-
approving of the agreement trans-
mitted to Congress by the President on
July 19, 2015, relating to the nuclear
program of Iran; and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

————
IRAN NUCLEAR DEAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank our Republican col-
leagues for reminding us that this Na-
tion is dependent upon those men and

in her
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women that serve as police officers, as
deputy sheriffs, and in other positions.

Certainly, the deaths that we have
seen and the murders that we have
seen in recent days are a tragedy, and
they cannot go without our notice. I
appreciate it.

I don’t, however, think it is the
President’s fault, so let us move on
here.

I want to talk about something that
is coming up here in the next couple of
days, an extremely important issue for
all of us. While violence in America
and violence against police officers are
important issues, this issue is also ex-
tremely important.

The Congress of the United States is
going to take up the issue of the Iran
deal, the nuclear deal between the
P5+1—China, Russia, Germany, France,
United Kingdom, and the TUnited
States—negotiated over the course of
2-plus years an agreement with Iran
that would block Iran’s ability to cre-
ate a nuclear weapon.

Prior to this agreement, the Iranian
Government, in secret, was rapidly
moving towards the development of a
nuclear weapon. They had created an
infrastructure that included the var-
ious centrifuges to concentrate the
uranium into low-enriched uranium
and then on into highly enriched ura-
nium, which is the uranium that is
necessary for a nuclear weapon.

They are also in the process of build-
ing a heavy water reactor that would
be capable of producing plutonium, the
other route to a nuclear weapon. This
was done in secret over many years,
dating back probably 15, maybe even 20
years.

For the last 10 years, the United
States has placed sanctions on Iran to
try to convince them that they should
not be developing a nuclear weapon,
that there would be significant eco-
nomic sanctions and other sanctions
imposed on the country.

Those sanctions did not go success-
fully. The Congress of the United
States added sanctions. I, together
with many of my colleagues here, 1
think almost unanimously on the floor
of the House voted to impose those
ever harsher sanctions, but it didn’t
work until the P5+1 got together.

Secretary Clinton at that time, 3
years ago, 4 years ago, worked with
those countries, persuading them to sit
down at the table together with the
United States to see if it was possible
to negotiate an agreement with Iran
that would prevent Iran from ever hav-
ing a nuclear weapon. This spring, the
agreements began to come together,
and in June, July, the agreements were
culminated.

I want to talk tonight about those
agreements and what they mean to the
United States, to the Middle East, and
to the world. The very short way of
saying this is that this agreement is
the most recent and the most signifi-
cant nonnuclear proliferation agree-
ment in the last decade, maybe even
longer.
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Iran was very, very close to a nuclear
weapon, so much so that it was be-
lieved that they could have a nuclear
weapon very soon. Perhaps in 3 to 5
months, they could have material for
perhaps nine weapons and be able to
perfect those weapons into a bomb that
could be delivered through their mis-
sile systems or through some mecha-
nism.

Where are we today? We are going to
vote. As I understand, I think there is
a rule that just came across the desk a
few moments ago that would put us in
line to vote up or down on the Iranian
agreement, and I understand that that
vote will be taking place on Friday of
this week—a very, very significant mo-
ment in the history of nuclear pro-
liferation or nonproliferation.

Let’s take a look at where we are.
First, the agreement came about as a
result of six nations, the largest econo-
mies in the world, sitting down and ne-
gotiating with Iran.

What did those countries think about
the deal that they signed onto?
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This isn’t just the United States.
This deal was signed onto by the
United Kingdom, France, Germany,
Russia, China, and the United States.

So, if the United States Congress—
the House and the Senate—were to
trash this agreement, what do those
countries think?

We don’t have to guess what they
think. They actually have said, cat-
egorically, their position on the deal,
and their position is clear. We signed
onto it, they said. We agreed to this
deal, and here is what we think if the
United States Congress negates this
deal.

Let’s start with the French. Frederic
Dore, the French Embassy Deputy
Chief of Mission, said this in meetings
with the United States Senate—and I
understand that we will be meeting
with the representatives of these coun-
tries later this week.

The position of the French is: World
powers have secured the best deal pos-
sible with Iran.

The best deal possible.

All right. How about Germany?

The German Government’s position
is—as stated by Philipp Ackermann,
the Acting German Ambassador to the
United States, before the U.S. Senate
and, again, in the Foreign Policy mag-
azine, on August 6, 2015—the prospect
of the rejection of a deal makes us
nervous. It would be a nightmare for
every European country if this deal is
rejected.

Then there is the United Kingdom,
again, in the Foreign Policy magazine,
on August 6, in words similar to this,
or, perhaps, these exact words were
said to the U.S. Senate a couple of
weeks ago:

If Congress rejects this good deal and
the U.S. is forced to walk away, Iran
will be left with an unconstrained nu-
clear program with far weaker moni-
toring arrangements than the current
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international consensus on sanctions,
and the current international con-
sensus on sanctions would unravel, and
international unity and pressure on
Iran would be seriously undermined.

The P5+1 all signed onto the agree-
ment, and all but the United States has
said categorically: Therefore, the
agreement. They are not looking to re-
negotiate, only the United States. So it
is up to us, the Members of Congress,
to decide whether to stay with the
agreement that was negotiated by the
United States Government and five
other countries and confirmed by the
European Union and the United Na-
tions.

So where do we go?

Let’s assume for a moment that the
Senate and the House reject the deal.
Will these countries come back to the
negotiating table?

The information we have from the
meeting with the United States Sen-
ators—and all of these countries were
there—was, no, they are not going to
go back to the negotiating table. I
think I said ‘‘all of these countries.” I
don’t think China and Russia were at
that meeting. Yet the word is that they
are not going to go back to the negoti-
ating table, so we would have to nego-
tiate by ourselves. Keep in mind that
we attempted to do that for many,
many years without any success. It was
only when all of these countries got to-
gether that the sanctions really hit
Iran in such a way that they decided to
come to the table and to make the
agreement which is now before the
Congress.

Let’s go about that deal. What is it?
This is basically what it is here.

The deal blocks for at least 15 years—
and, quite possibly, indefinitely into
the future—Iran’s ability to develop a
nuclear weapon.

I am going to come back to this
timeline, but I want to go here first.

So no deal. Without a deal. If the
United States Congress this week and
next week vote to do away with the
deal, then where are we?

Iran has sufficient low enriched ura-
nium and the ability to further enrich
that uranium to highly enriched ura-
nium—in other words, weapons grade
uranium—for approximately nine nu-
clear bombs. The number of centrifuges
that they presently have are some
19,000 centrifuges, and that would be
used to complete the enrichment proc-
ess. Then the time to produce a bomb’s
worth of material—highly enriched
uranium—is a couple of months, 2 or 3
months.

Presumably, under the present situa-
tion, with no deal, Iran would be able
to move forward, as they have been in
the past, for the full development of
nuclear weapons within a matter of
months. That is not a good situation.

However, with a deal, where are we?

Iran’s low enriched uranium and
what amount of highly enriched ura-
nium they have would be significantly
reduced to an amount that would be in-
sufficient to make even one nuclear



September 8, 2015

weapon, and there would be verifica-
tion procedures to assure that they
would not be able to make any addi-
tional nuclear weapons. The number of
centrifuges that they would be able to
have are old, antiquated, and would be
some 6,000-plus, and all four pathways
to a nuclear bomb are blocked. That is
the choice we have. That is the choice
we have.

Now, what does this mean over time?

Over time, for a long time—25 years
or more—the implementation of addi-
tional protocols, commitments to re-
process plutonium, and the non-
proliferation treaty obligations remain
in place indefinitely into the future—
way beyond 25 years. So, as for the
nonproliferation treaty, they have
upped it once more. They have agreed
to it again. Now, granted, they weren’t
paying attention to it in the past, but
now we have verification procedures.

Secondly, there would be continuous
surveillance of uranium mines and
mills so that we know what they are
doing. Are they mining uranium? What
are they doing with it? What are their
mills doing? That would continue for 25
years.

There would be continued surveil-
lance of centrifuge production for 20
years. Now, you don’t make highly en-
riched uranium in procedures other
than centrifuges unless you go to some
very, very advanced procedures, which
we do not believe Iran can do, and
those procedures that are currently
available to Iran and would be into the
future are monitored for 20 years.

The low enriched stockpile, which is
several thousand kilograms, would be
reduced and capped at 300 kilograms,
and there would be no further enrich-
ment for new highly enriched uranium
beyond a very, very small amount for
research purposes; and the heavy water
reactor that could produce plutonium
within a matter of a couple of years
would be, basically, decommissioned
and be unable to produce plutonium,
and that would go for the next 15 years.
In the short period of time, 10 years to
15 years, these other procedures that
prevent the operation of the cen-
trifuges would be in place.

This is how you block the path to nu-
clear weapons. All of these procedures
are in place. Scientists, physicists, gen-
erals, and others have all looked at
this and have all come to the conclu-
sion that, hey, this works. This will
block Iran from developing a nuclear
weapon for a minimum of 15 years,
probably 20 years, and assuming that
we are able to hold them to the agree-
ment, 25 years and beyond. That is the
nonproliferation treaty.

Now, all of this, of course, is depend-
ent upon verification. We don’t trust
Iran. We don’t need to trust Iran. In
fact, we should go into this not trust-
ing Iran. Therefore, do we have suffi-
cient verification procedures in place
to hold Iran to the deal?

The answer is yes.

The International Atomic Energy
Agency, the TAEA, is and has been for
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decades the United Nations’ watchdog
for the nonproliferation treaty. They
have been in Iran in the past. They
have observed cheating. They have ob-
served obfuscation. However, under the
new agreement, the doors are open to
all of the facilities that are known to
be involved in the nuclear production
and the nuclear bomb activities. There
is an additional procedure that, within
24 days, should there be an indication
of a site that is not now known to be
involved in nuclear activity, the IAEA,
the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy, would be able to observe what is
going on at that site. As for the other
sites—the secret sites of the past—we
would have the IAEA observing, moni-
toring, and verifying that the agree-
ment is being held to its standard.

We also have other methods of know-
ing what is going on in Iran. Nuclear
material leaves a radiation signature.
We have the capability of reading those
signatures and understanding in detail
what is going on at any particular
site—past, present, and into the future.

The verifications that are in this
treaty are built upon the fact that we
do not trust Iran, and, therefore, these
verification procedures are the most
robust, comprehensive, and extensive
in any proliferation treaty with Russia
or anybody else. So that is in place.

Now, what if they do cheat?

If they do cheat and if they do not
honor the agreement, we will know.
That is what the verification is all
about. It is agreed by the P5+1—that is
the United Kingdom, which is Britain;
France; Germany; Russia; China; the
U.N.; and the European Union—that
should there be a breach of the proce-
dures in this deal that the sanctions—
the toughest of them—would automati-
cally snap back into place and would
continue to apply the kind of eco-
nomic-social pressure on Iran that
brought them to the negotiating table
in the first place.

Can we trust these countries to snap
back?

I believe we can. It is an agreement
that they have made not just with the
United States but with each other.

Now, if they don’t, we still have our
own sanctions, which are tough, which
provide us with an ability to put a lot
of pressure on Iran, even though not as
much as the other countries together
with us could do; but, nonetheless,
those sanctions are always available to
us now and on into the future should
Iran renege in any way on this deal.

There are a couple of other things
about this that we need to consider.

There is a lot of talk that this deal
would free a vast amount of money
that Iran has had sequestered—having
been known to get their hands on a
vast amount of money. The numbers
bandied about are $150 billion. It has
been said by the Treasury Department
and by the Secretary of State that the
amount is actually closer to $100 bil-
lion. That is a lot of money. There is
great fear—and, I think, appro-
priately—that Iran would use that
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money to advance, enhance, and in-
crease its support of terrorism around
the world—specifically in the Middle
East—and against Israel.

0 2045

I suppose that is a possibility. But
when an analysis is done of that
money, about $40 billion of that $100
billion is owed to other countries and
other entities outside of Iran.

So as soon as that sanction is re-
moved and that money is available,
then $40 billion of the $100 billion is not
available to Iran. It is in some other
country’s hand.

The remaining money presumably
could be used for support of terrorist
activities. However, we should keep in
mind that Iran has been heavily hit by
the existing sanctions, so much so that
their economy is in terrible condition.

Their infrastructure, specifically in
the oil arena, is woefully old, inad-
equate, and not capable of significant
production. So they are going to need
to invest a lot of money in that and in
other infrastructure.

How much money would be available
for terrorism? Far more than we would
want. And, therefore, we need to be
certain that our support for those
countries that are fighting the ter-
rorist activity in the Middle East and
beyond have the full support of the
United States Government, people, and
our Treasury.

It is going to cost us some money,
but this is something we are going to
have to do. We must make certain that
Israel has whatever it needs to counter
whatever terrorist threats there may
be and whatever threats there may be
in the more conventional military
sense.

Already we are preparing to ship to
Israel our most advanced fighters, the
F-35, which is just now coming off our
production lines, and there will be a lot
of other equipment made available.

Certainly, with regard to intel-
ligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance, we will continue to work with
Israel very closely as we have for
many, many years, in fact, decades. All
of that is there.

We also need to be aware that the
other Gulf state countries and other
countries in the area that have been
subject to Iranian attacks and trouble
need our support.

We should also be willing, as we have
in the past and as we are committed to
now, to provide them with the support
that they need to push back not only
on terrorism, but on overt Iranian
military activity.

So here we are. Deal? No deal? No
deal. Is there a better deal? Highly un-
likely that the P5+1 will ever come
back together again to negotiate a bet-
ter deal.

So we would probably almost cer-
tainly have to do it by ourselves. We
have already proved in the past, before
the P5+1 went into existence, that we
were not successful alone negotiating a
deal with Iran.
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The sanctions by our country alone
were insufficient. But, as a global com-
munity, we were sufficient. And that is
where the P5+1 comes in. Listen care-
fully to what those countries are say-
ing about a renegotiation, ‘‘not like-
ly.”

So where are we? I believe we have to
support this deal that was put together
by these six major countries, supported
by the European Union and the United
Nations. This is the path that would
block all paths to a nuclear weapon
that Iran might be able to pursue for at
least the next 15 years and beyond.

I ask my colleagues to look hard at
this. Unfortunately, a lot of the news-
papers are portraying this as a partisan
fight. I don’t believe it is. I know that
many of my colleagues on the Demo-
cratic side and certainly what appears
to be most Republicans, if not all, are
opposed to the deal. I am certain many
of them have their own reasons for
that opposition.

But I think, when you take a com-
prehensive look at this deal, when you
look at all of the elements, that is,
what happens if there is no deal and
Iran can immediately restart its nu-
clear weapons program, you go, ‘“‘Whoa.
That is not a good thing.”

On the other hand, if this deal holds,
then Iran will be prevented from hav-
ing a nuclear weapon for at least 15
years, quite probably 20 years.

Should they continue to honor the
nonproliferation treaty, then it would
go on indefinitely. That is a good
thing. And, therefore, I support this ne-
gotiated deal and I ask my colleagues
to do the same.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I have com-
pleted my time on the floor.

I notice that two of my colleagues
are here to speak to the passing of one
of our Members of this House who
served here for many, many years.

————

HONORING REPRESENTATIVE
LOUIS STOKES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for the
remainder of the hour as the designee
of the minority leader.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to extend deepest thanks to Con-
gressman GARAMENDI for sharing his
time with us and, also, to Congress-
woman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, who
has been waiting almost an hour to
share her memories of a very great
American.

We are here this evening, Mr. Speak-
er, and we rise to honor the illustrious
career of a dear friend and stellar col-
league, the late Congressman Louis
Stokes from Cleveland, Ohio.

Our hearts are heavy, but immensely
grateful for his path-breaking life and
legendary generous service. As the first
African American Member of Congress
elected to serve from Ohio, he wrote
new history for America, for Ohio,
every day of his life.
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Rising from +the public housing
projects of Cleveland, he and his broth-
er Carl became revered as they built a
more inclusive and representative
America. What courage and passion
that required.

A proud, personable, and gracious
man whose fashion and manner exuded
dignity, it was actually never his aspi-
ration to be a politician. He opted in-
stead to serve the local neighborhoods
of Cleveland, where he grew up, after
returning from 3 years of service in the
U.S. Army during World War II.

After using his GI benefits to go to
college, Lou served in the Veterans Ad-
ministration and the Treasury Depart-
ment before attending law school. He
loved the law. He loved being a lawyer,
and he loved writing laws here.

His enlightened Ileadership moved
America forward socially, economi-
cally, and legally. In Congress, his gen-
tlemanly demeanor and sharp intellect
allowed him to chair, again, as the first
African American, the Appropriations
subcommittee on Veterans, Housing
and Urban Development, and Inde-
pendent Agencies.

As a much newer, younger Member of
Congress, I had the great privilege of
serving under him as he chaired that
important committee.

He also chaired the House Select
Committee on Assassinations and
served on the House Select Committee
to investigate covert arms transactions
with Iran. His agile legal mind was evi-
dent in the investigations he con-
ducted.

The people of Cleveland and Ohio
have been blessed throughout his life
and hold abiding gratitude for his ex-
traordinary accomplishments and gen-
erous spirit. I can still hear his laugh.

I am privileged, actually, to have
served with Congressman Stokes for al-
most a quarter century and hold last-
ing memories of his deep love for his
wife, for his mother, for his brother, for
his children, and his grandchildren.

He had indefatigable and inspired ef-
forts to gain respect and equal justice
in the law for all of our citizens. And
he saw progress, great progress, in his
lifetime that we have so far to go.

I witnessed his perseverance in build-
ing America’s communities forward
and his dedication to meeting our Na-
tion’s obligations to veterans, to ad-
vance space science, and to catapult
Cleveland’s health and human services
to the top rung of national assets.

I have so many memories of Con-
gressman Stokes. I can remember one
time in a subcommittee he had the
head of Arlington Cemetery come up,
and he had these big volumes that he
brought with him of who were the vet-
erans who were interred there.

And Congressman Stokes pointed out
to the entire committee, ““Go down and
read the roster.” And the roster said,
“No name,” ‘“‘No name,” ‘“No name,”
“No name.” And Congressman Stokes
informed us that, in fact, those were
Africa Americans who had died in serv-
ice to our country, but they were bur-
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ied with no name at Arlington. And he
made sure that that area was espe-
cially recognized, and he was writing
history for America for the first time.

I thought, wow, this isn’t 1870. This
was in the 1980s and 1990s. He was a
great teacher.

I shall sorely miss his dogged deter-
mination, easy smile, keen and meas-
ured counsel, and persevering nature.

The last time we were together was
at a Fair Housing meeting in Cleve-
land, Ohio, just a few months ago.
Looking back on his generous attend-
ance at age 90 and looking in really
great shape, I think it was his way—he
hadn’t told anyone yet what was ailing
him, but I think it was his way of say-
ing good-bye.

What a gracious gentleman he was.
What a gifted leader has lived among
us.

I am going to place in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD a special story that was
in the Cleveland Plain Dealer entitled,
“Lou Stokes—The Congressman, Lead-
ing Lawyer, and Towering Political
Presence Has Died,” written by Brent
Larkin, Tom Diemer, and Sabrina
Eaton of the Northeast Ohio Media
Group.

Though I won’t read the entire arti-
cle into the record tonight, let me just
read a few sentences:

‘“We have been blessed as a family
with a legacy we can always be proud
of,” Lou Stokes said. ‘“Together with
Carl”’—his brother—‘‘we made a name
that stood for something. What greater
honor could have come to two brothers
who grew up in poverty here in Cleve-
land?”’

And he tells a story about his moth-
er. He would always get tears in his
eyes when he would talk of his mother.
She had become ill at one point, and he
went to visit her.

And he said, “I took her hands to
give her some comfort and, when I felt
those hard, cold hands from scrubbing
floors in order to give me an education,
I began to understand what her life was
about, what her life meant.”” And that
piercing memory Lou carried with him
every day of his life.

“Beginning in junior high school,
Stokes took jobs delivering the Cleve-
land News, shining shoes, and working
in a small factory that made canned
whipped cream.”

When he was 16, a man named Isadore
Apisdorf hired him to perform odd jobs
at his Army-Navy surplus store on
lower Prospect Avenue. Seeing some-
thing in the youngster, Apisdorf ig-
nored the risk to his business in those
days and hired Stokes as a salesman.

When speaking of his early years,
Stokes always remembered to mention
the kindness demonstrated to him by a
man ‘‘who sort of acted like a father to
me,” Congressman Stokes said.

Stokes graduated from Central High
School in 1943. And with World War II
raging, he joined the Army and was as-
signed to a segregated unit that re-
mained Stateside, mainly in the south.

Stokes recalled a layover his unit
once had in Memphis where a group of
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German prisoners of war in a train sta-
tion restaurant were treated better
than the Black soldiers.

Louis Stokes embodied so many
memories and so much progress that he
helped not just Cleveland, not just
Ohio, but our country and people ev-
erywhere to persevere, no matter what
the odds.

I shall miss him. What a gifted leader
has lived among us. I know all of the
people of Ohio join me, as do our col-
leagues, in saying: May the angels
carry him to a deserved, peaceful rest
close to the heart of God.

There are other Members that wish
to speak this evening. I just feel very
honored to be here. I can still see Lou
in the cloakroom in the back with his
good friend, Bill Clay, and some of the
guys. We weren’t included, as women,
in those conversations, but we re-
spected them.

And he was always cordial. He always
sort of stood halfway turned so he
could say hello to those Members going
by. He had a special gracious manner
about him.

[From Cleveland.com, Aug. 19, 2015]

Lou STOKES—THE CONGRESSMAN, LEADING
LAWYER AND TOWERING POLITICAL PRES-
ENCE HAS DIED

(By Brent Larkin)

CLEVELAND, OH.—Louis Stokes, whose
iconic career in public life assures him a
place as one of the most revered, respected
and powerful figures in Cleveland history,
died Tuesday night.

He was 90.

The older brother of former Mayor Carl B.
Stokes had an aggressive form of cancer, di-
agnosed in late June.

A proud, personable and gracious man
whose dress and manner exuded dignity,
Stokes never wanted to be a politician, as-
piring instead to become Cleveland’s leading
black lawyer.

But the reluctant officeholder who came to
Congress in 1969 left it 30 years later as a
towering political figure both in Washington
and at home.

Mayor Frank Jackson was one of dozens to
publicly mourn the death of his longtime
friend.

‘“‘Congressman Louis Stokes’ long career in
public life was a model of how to serve with
dignity, integrity and honor,” Jackson said.
‘‘His service paved the way for many who
would follow in both public and private ca-
reers. I know full well that, but for him, I
would have never had the opportunity to be-
come mayor.”’

For more than three decades, Stokes, his
brother, former Council President George
Forbes, and former Cleveland School Board
President Arnold Pinkney dominated every
aspect of black political life in the city.

Now, only Forbes survives.

“The four of us had parallel careers in pub-
lic life,”” Forbes said. ‘It was not unusual for
some of the things we did or said to be ques-
tioned. But not Lou Stokes. If he said it, or
did it, it was like a pronouncement from
Sinai. It was the gospel. It was the last word.
No one disagreed with him.”

Stokes’ resume in the House included
stints as chairman of the select committee
that from 1976 to 1978 investigated the assas-
sinations of President John F. Kennedy and
Martin Luther King Jr., chairman of the
House Ethics Committee, a member of the
House select committee that investigated
the Iran-Contra affair, and the first black to
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chair the Intelligence Committee and serve
on the influential House Appropriations
Committee.

In Cleveland, Stokes’ political muscle was
the 21st Congressional District Caucus, a po-
litical organization founded by his late
brother that became so powerful, its ability
to influence election outcomes sometimes
surpassed that of the Cuyahoga County
Democratic Party.

When Stokes and the caucus urged Demo-
crats in his district to vote against a sitting
Democratic president in the Ohio presi-
dential primary in 1980, they did just that,
supporting Massachusetts Sen. Edward Ken-
nedy over President Jimmy Carter by a mar-
gin of nearly 2-1.

Stokes never lost an election. Nor did he
forget where he came from.

And he never strayed from his commit-
ment to expand political and economic op-
portunities for minorities.

In an interview at his home just a month
before his death and days after he learned of
his terminal illness, Stokes emotionally
reminisced on his storybook life.

“I was a very blessed guy,” he began. ‘‘I’ve
been blessed with the opportunity to partici-
pate in history, to rise to opportunities I
never envisioned . . . and to provide for peo-
ple opportunities that, in many cases, they
would have never had.

‘“We have been blessed as a family with a
legacy we can always be proud of. Together
with Carl, we made a name that stood for
something.

‘“What greater honor could have come to
two brothers who grew up in poverty here in
Cleveland?”’

HUMBLE BEGINNINGS

Lou Stokes was born Feb. 23, 1925, the first
of two children born to Charles and Louise
Stokes. Carl was born a little more than two
years later.

Their father died when Lou was three, and
Louise Stokes took an $8-a-day job as a do-
mestic worker at homes in the eastern sub-
urbs. To help raise the young boys in their
small apartment on East 69th Street,
Louise’s mother moved to Cleveland from
Georgia.

Stokes spoke often and with great emotion
of his mother, and her repeated lectures on
the importance of an education.

‘““One night, she was lying in bed ill and I
went into her room and sat with her,”
Stokes recalled during an interview last year
at the Maltz Museum of Jewish Heritage.

“I took her hands to give her some com-
fort. And when I felt those hard, cold hands
from scrubbing floors in order to give me an
education, I began to understand what she
meant.”

Beginning in junior high, Stokes took jobs
delivering the Cleveland News, shining shoes
and working in a small factory that made
canned whip cream.

When Stokes was 16, Isadore Apisdorf hired
him to perform odd jobs at his Army-Navy
surplus store on lower Prospect Avenue. See-
ing something in the youngster, Apisdorf ig-
nored the risks to his business and hired
Stokes as a salesman.

When speaking of his early years, Stokes
always remembered to mention the kindness
demonstrated to him by a man ‘‘who sort of
acted like a father to me.”

Stokes graduated from Central High
School in 1943. With World War II raging, he
joined the Army and was assigned to a seg-
regated unit that remained stateside, mainly
in the South. Stokes recalled a layover his
unit once had in Memphis where a group of
German prisoners of war in a train station
restaurant were treated better than the
black soldiers.

After the war, Stokes attended Western
Reserve University on the G.I. Bill. He
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worked for a time for the Veterans Adminis-
tration and Treasury Department before
graduating from Cleveland State Univer-
sity’s Cleveland Marshall College of Law in
1953.

Stokes opened up a small law office on St.
Clair Avenue, and was later joined by his
brother. Carl also became a lawyer and, in
1962, became the first black Democrat elect-
ed to the Ohio House.

Around this time, Stokes drew the atten-
tion of Norman Minor, considered one of the
greatest lawyers in Ohio history and the
greatest black lawyer Cleveland ever pro-
duced.

“I tried to be like Norman Minor in every
way I could,” Stokes recalled in 2014. ‘‘Carl
loved politics. I didn’t have that love. I loved
being a lawyer.”’

MAKING HISTORY

On the night of Nov. 7, 1967, Stokes sat
with Martin Luther King Jr. in the Rocke-
feller Building just west of Public Square,
and experienced what he described as ‘‘a pio-
neering political event for America’—Carl
Stokes’ election as the nation’s first black,
big-city mayor.

In 1965 and again two years later, King had
made numerous trips to Cleveland aimed at
registering blacks to vote. Carl Stokes lost
the 19656 mayoral primary by about 1,700
votes. Two years later, he beat Republican
Seth Taft by about 2,500 votes.

Lou Stokes said King was ‘‘tremendously
helpful” to his brother in both those elec-
tions.

Less than a month after his brother’s win-
ning election, Stokes enjoyed his own first
moment of fame, arguing a case before the
U.S. Supreme Court.

The case involved John Terry, a Cleveland
man suspected of preparing to rob a Euclid
Avenue store downtown in 1963. Terry and
two others were stopped on the sidewalk by
a Cleveland policeman, who frisked Terry
and found a gun.

The landmark case of Terry v. Ohio upheld
the arrest, but allowed police to stop and
frisk suspects only when the officer has a
‘“‘reasonable suspicion’ the suspect is about
to commit a crime, and may be armed and
dangerous.

That same year, another landmark Su-
preme Court ruling known as ‘‘one man, one
vote” led to Carl Stokes and Gov. James
Rhodes collaborating in the creation of a
new, majority-minority congressional dis-
trict comprised of Cleveland’s East Side and
some eastern suburbs.

At his brother’s urging, a reluctant Lou
Stokes put his law career on hold and be-
came a candidate. In the Democratic pri-
mary, Stokes beat 13 opponents, including
George Forbes, Leo Jackson and George
White.

In January 1969, Stokes entered Congress
along with Shirley Chisholm of New York
and William ‘‘Bill”’ Clay of Missouri. Their
elections brought to nine the number of
blacks in Congress.

Stokes immediately began to make his
mark, becoming a founding member of the
Congressional Black Caucus a little more
than a year after taking office.

Always served well by his personality,
Stokes was a tall, hard-working man with a
loud, infectious laugh. His gentle nature
masked a steely commitment—and, at times,
he was viewed as a bit too thin-skinned. Nev-
ertheless, among his colleagues, Stokes was
always considered one of the body’s most
popular members.

When Tip O’Neill became speaker of the
U.S. House in 1977, Stokes’ career took off.
O’Neill’s respect for Stokes earned him pres-
tigious and powerful committee assign-
ments, which often translated into federal
spending on projects important to Cleveland.
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“We had a very special relationship,”
Stokes said of O’Neill during his July 14
interview. ‘“He used to call me ‘Louie, my
pal.” He gave me some very tough assign-
ments.”

In 1987, Stokes had a memorable back-and-
forth with Oliver North during the Iran-
Contra hearings, telling the Marine Corps
lieutenant colonel, ‘“While I admire your
love for America, I just hope you will never
forget that others, too, love America just as
much as you do—and . . . will die for Amer-
ica just as quickly as you will.”

THE POWER BROKER

Back in Cleveland, the 1971 decision by
Carl Stokes to leave town for a television ca-
reer in New York instead of seeking a third
term as mayor created a significant power
vacuum within the black political establish-
ment.

Stokes moved decisively to fill that vacu-
um, and Democratic leaders awarded him a
co-chairmanship of the county party. But
Forbes and Arnold Pinkney were becoming
powerful black political figures in their own
right.

For the next 10 to 15 years, the inevitable
tensions that arise with power-sharing led to
public disagreements and some angry private
moments—with Call and Post founder and
publisher W.0. Walker often serving as a me-
diator.

Over time, those strains disappeared. And
while Forbes would eventually cement a leg-
acy as the most powerful City Council presi-
dent in Cleveland history and Pinkney twice
waged competitive campaigns for mayor and
became a nationally recognized political
consultant, there was never any doubt who
owned the magic political name.

That name at times moved Stokes and the
21st Congressional District Caucus to part
ways with the Democratic Party. And
Stokes was not above using the caucus as a
weapon to punish and defeat candidates he
believed did not deserve black votes.

The caucus’ influence was often most pro-
nounced in down-the-ballot races for judge
and other offices. But in the 1977 election for
mayor, one of the most competitive and dra-
matic in the city’s history, support from the
Stokes brothers probably made the dif-
ference in Dennis Kucinich’s victory over
Democratic Party-backed Edward Feighan.

Tim Hagan served as Feighan’s de facto
campaign manager. Several months after the
election, he would become chairman of the
county’s Democratic Party.

“If Congressman Stokes was with you, it
gave you unquestioned credibility with the
people he represented,” said Hagan. ‘It made
the difference between winning or losing an
election. Lou’s endorsement was the most
important endorsement a candidate sought.”

There were a few stumbles, but none
major. And they did little or nothing to tar-
nish Stokes’ relationship with his constitu-
ents. [In 1983, following a late-night session
of Congress, he was convicted on a minor
charge of driving under the influence and
also of running a red light; Stokes said he
was overly tired but sober, but decided not
to appeal the jury verdict.] In the early
1990s, he had 551 overdrafts at the House
Bank, most for small amounts.

In 1993, Stokes reached the height of his
power in Congress, joining the prestigious
““College of Cardinals’ when he became chair
of the Appropriations subcommittee for the
Veterans Administration and Housing and
Urban Development. It was a position that
gave Stokes enormous say in how and where
tens of billions in federal dollars were spent.
The Louis Stokes Cleveland VA Medical Cen-
ter on East 105th Street is one of several
Cleveland buildings named in his honor.

But his enthusiasm for the job would soon
wane. In 1994, Republicans took control of
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the House. Two years later, at age 71, Stokes
had open heart surgery at the Cleveland
Clinic and a tumor removed from his vocal
cords.

When, in April 1996, Carl Stokes died of
cancer, Stokes lost his best friend.

THE DENOUEMENT

By 1998, after 30 years in office, Stokes de-
cided not to seek re-election.

On the day he announced his retirement,
Plain Dealer columnist Elizabeth Auster
wrote, ‘‘Stokes brought more than money
home from Washington. He also brought
laughter and inspiration and pride. And
sometimes those are harder to come by.”’

Then-Cleveland Mayor Michael White said
of Stokes, ‘“‘Someone will fill his seat, but I
don’t think anyone will ever fill his shoes.”

It was always a foregone conclusion
Stokes’ job would pass to Stephanie Tubbs
Jones, county prosecutor at the time. When
Tubbs Jones died unexpectedly in 2008,
Marcia Fudge became only the third person
to hold the seat.

In retirement, Stokes became senior coun-
sel at the Cleveland-based law firm of what
was then Squire Sanders & Dempsey. He
served on several corporate boards, including
Forest City Enterprises.

When asked in the July interview about
the lack of civility in Washington today,
Stokes said he was sometimes embarrassed
to be a former member of Congress.

‘I have members of Congress whom I see,
on both sides of the aisle, and they tell me,
‘Louie, you wouldn’t want to be here now.’
It’s a waste of your time and intellect to be
involved there now and see how difficult it is
to concentrate on doing what’s best for peo-
ple—considering you were sent there to help
people. That’s gone now.”

Stokes retired from the law firm in 2012,
and resigned from the Forest City board last
year. In recent months, he spent time assist-
ing his daughter, Cleveland Municipal Court
Judge Angela Stokes, who is contesting dis-
ciplinary charges filed against her by the
Ohio Supreme Court’s Disciplinary Counsel.

Besides Angela, he is survived by his wife
of 55 years, Jeanette (Jay); daughter Shelley
Stokes-Hammond, retired public affairs di-
rector at Howard University; daughter Lori,
a television news anchor in New York City;
son Chuck, editorial and public affairs direc-
tor at a Detroit television station; and seven
grandchildren.

Funeral arrangements are pending.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, who I
know was a very, very dear friend of
Congressman Stokes. I thank her so
much for joining us this evening.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to
join Congresswoman KAPTUR in sharing
some sentiments.

Mr. Speaker, I stand in recognition of
the late Congressman Louis Stokes, a
dear friend and a tremendous patriot,
who dedicated his life to serving our
great Nation. He was dedicated to ex-
panding political and economic oppor-
tunities for all Americans, and he was
determined to transcend the culture of
discrimination and injustice.

Louis Stokes rose from humble be-
ginnings in the local housing projects
of Cleveland, Ohio, to serve 30 years in
the U.S. House of Representatives. He
was first elected in 1968. Reluctant to
enter the political arena, Stokes was
persuaded to run for office by his
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younger brother, Carl B. Stokes, the
first African American mayor of a
major American city, elected in 1967.

Prior to serving in Congress, Mr.
Stokes served as a civil rights lawyer.
He was the first African American to
represent the State of Ohio in Congress
and was a founding member of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus. Throughout
his tenure in the House, he chaired sev-
eral congressional committees and was
the first African American to win a
seat on the House Committee on Ap-
propriations.

During his long tenure in Congress,
he headed and participated in several
major House investigations. In March
of 1977, he was appointed to lead the
Select Committee on Assassinations,
formed to conduct an investigation of
the circumstances surrounding the
deaths of President John F. Kennedy
and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

He also served as the chairman of the
House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence and became the first Afri-
can American Member of Congress to
head this committee.

He was the dean of the Ohio congres-
sional delegation. His work in the area
of health led to his appointment as a
member of the Pepper Commission of
comprehensive health care, and he was
the founder and chairman of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus Health
Braintrust. In 1981, he chaired the
House Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct.

When Louis Stokes retired in 1998, he
became the first African American in
the history of the U.S. Congress to re-
tire after 30 years of service. Following
his service in Congress, he became a
senior counsel at Squire, Sanders &
Dempsey, LLP, a global law firm, and
distinguished visiting professor at the
Mandel School of Applied Social
Sciences at Case Western Reserve Uni-
versity.

He also served as a vice chairman of
the Pew Environmental Health Com-
mission at the Johns Hopkins School of
Public Health and was appointed by
the former Health and Human Services
Secretary, Donna Shalala, as chairman
of the Advisory Committee on Minor-
ity Health.

As a founding member of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus, he engineered
a vehicle that would foster collabora-
tion and strategic alliances for genera-
tions. Because of his visionary leader-
ship, we all benefit from an organiza-
tion powerful enough to engage, em-
power, and excite generations of Afri-
can American leaders who influence
the political landscape, impact the out-
come of elections, and serve as strong
voices for those weakened by poverty,
discrimination, and lack of oppor-
tunity.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud and honored
to have had the privilege of serving
with this Congressman. I was inspired
by his intelligence, preparation, dig-
nity, generosity, and forward thinking.
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He leaves behind a legacy that inspires
not only those who served with him,
but a generation of future leaders.

I am grateful for this vision that he
had, his integrity, his grace, his friend-
ship, and his mentorship.

Ms. KAPTUR. Thank you, Congress-
woman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, a long way from Cleveland, for
your great service and for sharing your
memories of our beloved friend, Con-
gressman Louis Stokes.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. KAPTUR. I know others want to
enter material in the RECORD in mem-
ory of Congressman Stokes.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days within which to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on the subject of
this Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I also
wanted to mention that Congressman
Stokes’ beautiful wife, Jeanette, who
was at his side through all his years of
service; his daughters, Angela, Shelley,
Lori; his son, Chuck; and seven grand-
children.

What an amazing family—the Stokes
family has made many contributions to
Ohio and to our country, but I think
Jeanette and Congressman Stokes are
proudest of the children and grand-
children that they have raised. They
have represented the family well dur-
ing this most difficult time.

HONORING SPEAKER JIM WRIGHT

Ms. KAPTUR. I would like to turn to
a different subject, if I might, in the re-
maining time.

Mr. Speaker, several weeks ago,
there was a Special Order that was
given on Speaker Jim Wright, and I
was unable, because of duties in Ohio,
to join my remarks to those of his
friends and colleagues here in the Con-
gress. I rise tonight to honor him for
the leader and master of the legislative
process that Speaker Jim Wright of
Fort Worth, Texas, was.

He approached life with an eager and
courageous mission and a true demo-
cratic heart. He loved this House. He
just loved it. He just basked in its
glory and its power, and he had the
keenness of intellect, the balance of
knowledge, the intuition, the direction,
and the wisdom that comes from the
long years of experience that he had at
the level of Fort Worth and then the
State of Texas and then, obviously, fed-
erally.

He was a veteran of World War II and
had been a pilot and received the Dis-
tinguished Flying Cross. He was
truly—truly—a courageous hero for our
country and chose to serve then in
elected life.

What I will forever remember of him
was his dignity and his strength. His
personal ability to also forgive those
who sought to harm him and move on
was an amazing trait, and I think it re-
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vealed some of what he was able to
bring as a negotiator and a statesman
to the work here.

He was a passionate fighter for the
people of our country, especially those
of ordinary means who might not have
their voices heard, and when he got
into a topic that he loved, he was abso-
lutely unstoppable.

He was a gifted orator. He spoke with
all of his heart, and he elevated this
House and the people who served in it.
He loved Congress. He referred to it as
a heady place to be, where Members of
both political parties should cooperate
to make America a world leader and to
build and support a strong middle
class.

His early life growing up during the
Great Depression had a permanent im-
print on him, and he never forgot the
common person. His service in the
Army during World War II instilled in
him a life of service and a dedication to
help those less fortunate, but also a
passion for liberty.

His legislative achievements were le-
gion. He helped create the Clean Water
Act and the Interstate Highway Sys-
tem, and he helped guarantee benefits
for returning veterans. I remember
what a master he was. I believe he
chaired the House Public Works Com-
mittee and rose from there.

I can still see him making the case,
right at this podium here in the House,
for a modern transportation bill, clink-
ing dimes in a large glass bowl to say
that we have to pay our way forward
here. He understood what it took to
build and maintain a great nation’s
prosperity. He was a terrific, terrific
orator.

In foreign affairs, Speaker Wright
had a contribution that one could de-
scribe as profound. He was a peace-
maker. He visited the Middle East and
facilitated the meeting that led to the
accord between Israel and Egypt in
1977.

More than a decade later, he led a
successful push for a compromise that
would end the war between the Sandi-
nista government and the Contras in
Nicaragua. Over time, his approach
would lead to the end of U.S. military
financing and the start of democrat-
ically held elections there. How many
Americans can say they have ever been
involved in something of that mag-
nitude?

In his farewell speech before Con-
gress, Speaker Wright said: ‘““When
vengeance becomes more desirable
than vindication, harsh personal at-
tacks on one another’s motives, one
another’s character, drown out the
quiet logic of serious debate on impor-
tant issues, things that we ought to be
involved ourselves in, surely that is un-
worthy of our institution, unworthy of
our American political process. All of
us in both parties must resolve to bring
this period of mindless cannibalism to
an end. There has been enough of it.”

Speaker Wright returned to Fort
Worth where he donated his official pa-
pers to Texas Christian University’s li-
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brary and taught a TCU course called
Congress and the Presidents for more
than 20 years. His intention to keep the
class small was simply impossible, as
his enrollment grew at an increasing
rate every year.

Speaker Wright always treated me
graciously. Here I was from Ohio, a
completely different part of the coun-
try, but I appreciate the fact that he
assisted my efforts to seek a seat on
the Committee on Appropriations—it
took me over a decade to arrive there—
since no one from our part of Ohio had
ever served on it.

He saw the exclusion, and he helped
me. I am so grateful to him forever for
that and what I have been able to do to
help the country in that position.

He and I shared many experiences
and pursuits during our shared years in
Congress, but one of my favorite
memories is something we had in com-
mon, and that was a love of gardening
and roses. He was especially fond of a
gray-purplish variety of rose that he
had raised to perfection. He just loved
life.

Speaker Wright would often quote
Horace Greeley in saying: ‘‘Fame is a
vapor; popularity an accident; riches
take wings; those who cheer today may
curse tomorrow; only one thing en-
dures—character.”

Speaker Wright was certainly a man
of great character and great talent and
ability and great accomplishment.

We shall miss him greatly. May the
hearts of his loved ones, his beloved
wife, Betty; his four children; 15 grand-
children; 24 great-grandchildren; and
his sister Betty Lee Wright be warmed
by the light of his memory and the leg-
acy of liberty he bestowed upon us all
and the great affection we shall always
have for him in our hearts.

May God bless the Wright family.

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, Louis
Stokes rose from the local housing projects to
serve 30 years in the U.S. House, becoming
a potent symbol for his Cleveland-based ma-
jority-black district. Reluctant to enter the polit-
ical arena, Stokes was persuaded to run for
office by his prominent brother and by commu-
nity members he had served for decades as a
civil rights lawyer.

His accomplishments were substantive and
of historic proportions. The first Black to rep-
resent Ohio, Stokes chaired several congres-
sional committees (including the Permanent
Select Intelligence Committee) and was the
first African American to win a seat on the
powerful House Appropriations Committee.

He used his success to try to increase op-
portunities for millions of African Americans,
saying, “I'm going to keep on denouncing the
inequities of this system, but I'm going to work
within it. To go outside the system would be
to deny myself—to deny my own existence.
I've beaten the system. I've proved it can be
done—so have a lot of others.” Stokes contin-
ued, “But the problem is that a black man has
to be extra special to win in this system. Why
should you have to be a super black to get
someplace? That's what's wrong in the soci-
ety. The ordinary black man doesn’t have the
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same chance as the ordinary white man
does.”

Louis Stokes was born on February 23,
1925, in Cleveland, Ohio, to Charles and Lou-
ise Cinthy (Stone) Stokes. His father worked
in a laundromat and died when Louis was
young. Stokes and his younger brother, Carl,
were raised by their widowed mother, whose
salary as a domestic was supplemented by
welfare payments. Louis Stokes supplemented
the family income by shining shoes around the
Cleveland projects and clerking at an Army/
Navy store. He attended Cleveland’s public
schools and served as a personnel specialist
in the U.S. Army from 1943 to 1946. He re-
turned home with an honorable discharge, tak-
ing jobs in the Veterans Administration and
Treasury Department offices in Cleveland
while attending college at night with the help
of the Gl Bill. He attended the Cleveland Col-
lege of Western Reserve University from 1946
to 1948. Stokes eventually earned a J.D. from
the Cleveland Marshall School of Law in 1953
and, with his brother, opened the law firm
Stokes and Stokes. On August 21, 1960,
Louis Stokes married Jeanette (Jay) Francis,
and they raised four children: Shelly, Louis C.,
Angela, and Lorene.

He devoted himself to his law practice,
where he became involved in a number of civil
rights—related cases—often working pro bono
on behalf of poor clients and activists. He was
an active participant in civic affairs. Working
on behalf of the Cleveland NAACP, Stokes
helped challenge the Ohio legislature’s redis-
tricting in 1965 that followed the Supreme
Court’s “one man, one vote” decision.

The state legislature had fragmented the
congressional districts that overlay Cleveland,
diluting black voting strength. Stokes joined
forces with Charles Lucas, a black Repub-
lican, to challenge that action. They lost their
case in U.S. District Court, but based on
Stokes’s written appeal, the U.S. Supreme
Court agreed with the brief in 1967. From that
decision followed the creation of Ohio’s first
majority-black district. Later that year, in De-
cember 1967, Stokes made an oral argument
before the U.S. Supreme Court in Terry v.
Ohio, a precedent-setting case that defined
the legality of police search and seizure proce-
dures.

At his brother Carl’s behest Louis Stokes
made his first run for elective office in 1968.
He sought to win the seat in the newly created
congressional district that encompassed much
of the east side of Cleveland. Stokes was
hardly a typical newcomer to the political cam-
paign. First, his brother, Mayor Stokes, put the
services of his political network at Louis’s dis-
posal. Stokes won by a landslide. He won his
subsequent 14 general elections by lopsided
margins in the heavily Democratic district tak-
ing as much as 88 percent of the vote.

As a freshman Representative, Stokes re-
ceived assignments on the Education and
Labor Committee and the Internal Security
Committee (formerly the House Un-American
Activities Committee). He enthusiastically ac-
cepted the former assignment, believing Edu-
cation and Labor would be a prime platform
from which he could push the agenda for his
urban district: job training, economic oppor-
tunity, and educational interests. But Stokes
was less pleased with the Internal Security
panel, which had lapsed into an increasingly
irrelevant entity since its heyday investigating
communists in the 1940s and 1950s. (House
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leaders disbanded in the mid-
1970s.)

During his second term in the House,
Stokes earned a seat on the Appropriations
Committee. During more than two decades on
the committee, Stokes steered hundreds of
millions of federal dollars into projects in his
home state. He eventually became an Appro-
priations subcommittee chair, or “cardinal,” for
Veterans, HUD, and Independent Agencies.
Stokes was the second African-American “car-
dinal” ever (the first, Julian Dixon of California,
chaired the DC Subcommittee). Years later,
Stokes said of the Appropriations Committee,
“It's the only committee to be on. All the rest
is window dressing.” In addition to chairing an
Appropriations subcommittee, Stokes is one of
fewer than two dozen African Americans ever
to chair a House committee and one of just a
handful to wield the gavel on multiple panels:
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence (100th Congress), the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct (97th—98th Con-
gresses, 102nd Congress), and the Select
Committee on Assassinations (95th Con-
gress).

The growing ranks of black Members sought
to create a power base, realizing—in the
words of Representative William (Bill) Clay, Sr.
of Missouri they “had to parlay massive voting
potential into concrete economic results.”, As
freshman House Members, Stokes and Clay
quickly developed an enduring friendship and
became strong supporters of the formation of
the Congressional Black Caucus (CBC), to
promote economic, educational, and social
issues that were important to African Ameri-
cans. This strategy dovetailed with Stokes’s
perception of his role as an advocate for the
“pblack community” in his district. Stokes
served as chairman of the CBC for two con-
secutive terms beginning in 1972, after Chair-
man Charles Diggs, Jr., of Michigan resigned
from the post. A centrist, Stokes was widely
credited with shepherding the group away
from the polarizing politics of various black
factions toward a more stable and organized
policy agenda.

Using his position as CBC chairman and his
increasing influence on the Appropriations
Committee, Representative Stokes pushed a
legislative agenda that mirrored the needs of
his majority-black district. He earned a reputa-
tion as a congenial but determined activist for
minority issues, consistently scoring as one of
the most liberal Members of the House in the
Americans for Democratic Action and the
American Federation of Labor and Congress
of Industrial Organizations vote tallies. He ad-
vocated more funding for education (particu-
larly for minority colleges), affirmative action
programs to employ more blacks, housing and
urban development projects, and initiatives to
improve access to health care for working-
class Americans. In the 1980s, Stokes vocal-
ized black concerns that the Ronald W.
Reagan administration was intent on rolling
back minority gains made in the 1960s and
1970s. He described conservative efforts to
scale back school desegregation efforts and
affirmative action programs—as well as mas-
sive spending on military programs—as a “full
scale attack” on the priorities of the black
community. He also was an early advocate of
federal government intervention in the fight
against HIV/AIDS.

From his seat on the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence, Stokes was a par-

it entirely
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ticularly forceful critic of the Reagan adminis-
tration’s foreign policy. He gained national
prominence as a member of the House Select
Committee to Investigate Covert Arms Trans-
actions with Iran when he grilled Lieutenant
Colonel Oliver North in 1987 about his role in
funding anticommunist Nicaraguan Contras
through weapons sales to Tehran. At one
juncture he reminded North, “lI wore [the uni-
form] as proudly as you do, even when our
government required black and white soldiers
in the same Army to live, sleep, eat and travel
separate and apart, while fighting and dying
for our country.”

House leaders repeatedly sought to cap-
italize on Stokes’s image as a stable, trust-
worthy, and competent adjudicator—turning to
him to lead high-profile committees and han-
dle controversial national issues, as well as
the occasional ethics scandals in the House.
When Representative Henry Gonzalez of
Texas resigned as chairman of the Select
Committee on Assassinations, Speaker Thom-
as P. (Tip) O’Neill of Massachusetts tapped
Stokes to lead the panel, which was inves-
tigating the circumstances surrounding the
deaths of President John F. Kennedy and Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. In 1978, Stokes’s com-
mittee filed 27 volumes of hearings and a final
report that recommended administrative and
legislative reforms. While the panel found that
the King and the Kennedy murders may have
involved multiple assassins (James Earl Ray
and Lee Harvey Oswald have traditionally
been described as lone killers), it concluded
there was no evidence to support assertions
of a broad conspiracy involving domestic
groups or foreign governments—an assess-
ment that has been upheld for the past three
decades. The committee did suggest that Os-
wald may have had an accomplice on Dealey
Plaza, where Kennedy was killed in November
1963.

Stokes’s chairmanship of the Select Com-
mittee on Assassinations led to his appoint-
ment by Speaker O’Neill in 1981 as chairman
of the House Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct (often called the Ethics Com-
mittee). Stokes steered the panel through a
turbulent period that included investigations of
Members implicated in the Federal Bureau of
Investigation’s ABSCAM sting and a sex scan-
dal that involved two House Members and cur-
rent and former House Pages.

During the 1990s, Stokes’s seniority made
him an influential voice on the Appropriations
Committee. In 1993, at the start of the 103rd
Congress, he assumed the chairman’s gavel
of the Subcommittee on VA, HUD, and Inde-
pendent Agencies, which controlled one of the
largest chunks of discretionary spending in the
federal budget. Stokes prodded federal agen-
cies to hire and serve more minorities. Repub-
licans praised him for his nonpartisan leader-
ship of the subcommittee, but when the GOP
won control of the House in the 1994 elec-
tions, and Stokes became the Ranking Mem-
ber of the panel, he often found himself fight-
ing Republican efforts to trim federal spending
that involved cutting welfare programs, includ-
ing public housing.

In January 1998, Stokes announced his re-
tirement from the House, noting that he want-
ed to leave “without ever losing an election.”
Moreover, a new generation of rising black
politicians Cleveland was displacing those of
Stokes’s generation. Among his proudest ac-
complishments as a Representative, Stokes
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cited his ability to bring Appropriations Com-
mittee money to his district to address needs
in housing and urban development and the
opportunities that allowed him to set “historic
precedents” as an African American in the
House. “When | started this journey, | realized
that | was the first black American ever to hold
this position in this state,” Stokes told a news-
paper reporter. “I had to write the book . . .
| was going to set a standard of excellence
that would give any successor something to
shoot for.” After his congressional career,
Louis Stokes resumed his work as a lawyer.
He was a great American Hero—to be ad-
mired and remembered by us all.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to re-
member the life of a truly remarkable man—
former Congressman Louis B. Stokes, who
passed away last month at the age of 90.

It was my honor to meet with Congressman
Stokes when | was a staffer in the office of
Congressman Ron Dellums. | later had the
honor to serve with him as a member of the
House of Representatives as we worked to
secure funding for homeless shelters in my
district.

Congressman Stokes was a trailblazer.

Born in Cleveland in 1925, he loved his
home city and his home state of Ohio. And he
was determined to improve the lives of every-
one in his community. After serving in the mili-
tary, he returned home to become a civil rights
attorney and work on behalf of the poor and
disenfranchised.

Raised in poverty along with his brother
Carl, he dreamed of a more just and equal
world. He refused to allow prejudice or adver-
sity to slow him down.

Through his life, Lou showed an unwavering
commitment to the people of Cleveland, and
particularly the vulnerable and voiceless.

As the first African American member of
Congress from Ohio—and an original co-
founder of the Congressional Black Caucus
and founding chair of the CBC’s Health Brain
Trust—Congressman Stokes was a proud
voice for civil rights and equality.

And as the first African American to serve
on the House Appropriations committee—the
committee on which | now serve—Congress-
man Stokes worked tirelessly to bring re-
sources and opportunities to folks struggling
across the country.

In many ways, Congressman Stokes was
ahead of his time. He was one of the earliest
and most vocal supporters of addressing the
burgeoning HIV/AIDS crisis.

As a veteran, he fought to ensure every vet-
eran had the highest possible quality services
and care upon returning home. And as the
chairman of the Appropriations subcommittee
on Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban
Development, he worked to ensure agency
services reached communities of color.

His work to combat discrimination in every
form—housing, education, health care access,
economic opportunity and more—continues to
inspire me.

While Congressman Stokes will be greatly
missed, his legacy and work lives on.

By opening doors of opportunity, and inspir-
ing generations of leaders in Cleveland, Ohio
and beyond, Congressman Lou Stokes has
made our nation a more just and equal place.
He was a great man and a good friend who
will be greatly missed. My thoughts and pray-
ers are with his family and my deepest grati-
tude for sharing this great human being with
us.
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IRAN’S PAST BEHAVIOR IS AN IN-
DICATOR OF ITS FUTURE BE-
HAVIOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. RUS-
SELL) for 30 minutes.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, it is a
psychological fact of life that, when it
comes to human beings, the best pre-
dictor of future behavior is past behav-
ior, period, end of story.

Psychologists who study human be-
havior agree that past behavior is a
useful marker for future behavior, but
only under certain specific conditions.
For example, high-frequency, habitual
behaviors are more predictive than in-
frequent behaviors. Predictions work
best if done over short periods of time,
based upon these behaviors. The antici-
pated situation must be essentially the
same as the past situation that acti-
vated the behavior in the first place.
Also, the behavior did not change by
corrective or negative action or feed-
back. The person must remain essen-
tially unchanged in their consistent be-
havior. The person must be fairly con-
sistent in his or her behaviors over
time.

Forensic psychologists that observe
such behavior often use metaphor to
warn of serious danger by referring to
such individuals as ‘‘a ticking time
bomb” or as one ‘‘carrying a hand gre-
nade, and it is just a matter of when
the pin is pulled.”

What happens if we apply these same
criteria to Iran’s behavior? The result
is the same. Psychologically, there is
no reason to expect future behavioral
change, given Iran’s 36 years of bad be-
havior.

The record of history since 1979 is
clear with regard to Iran’s actions with
the West and, in particular, the United
States. For 30 of those 36 years, the
United States has declared Iran as the
most active state sponsor of terrorism
in the world.

For 36 years, Iran has brutally mur-
dered more Americans than any other
terror group or state sponsor of terror.
Their clerics have declared fatwas on
the United States; their leaders have
dubbed us the Great Satan and have
called Israel a one-bomb state, with
pledges to eliminate their existence.
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That brutal behavior earned them
treatment, and rightfully so, as a pa-
riah, shunned by global economy, di-
plomacy, and withholding inter-
national goodwill.

So what a fantastic time to accom-
modate a terrorist state and make a
deal.

Some, such as Secretary of State
John Kerry, dismiss all of Iran’s reti-
cence as posturing rhetoric. How in
God’s name can we be so naive at the
highest levels of our Republic to be-
lieve it?

How in God’s name can we judge
Iran’s actions worthy of fair treatment
and goodwill?
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Perhaps we should take the teachings
of Christ as a guide when he stated:

Every good tree bears good fruit. A good
tree cannot bear bad fruit, but a bad tree
bears bad fruit. Therefore, by their fruits,
you will know them.

Christ’s words, of course, are true.
Iranian deeds speak louder than words.
The problem is both word and deed are
reprehensible, which should cause us
even more alarm.

Don’t believe me? Here are the facts
of Iranian actions under this regime.

1979, hostage crisis. From the mo-
ment this regime came into being, the
first act was to overrun the United
States Embassy in Tehran, terrorizing
66 American hostages for 444 days,
most of them, and forcing abandon-
ment of our U.S. Embassy and con-
sulates.

1982-1992, Lieutenant Colonel William
Buckley, the CIA Station Chief and
Vietnam warrior, decorated for valor,
is tortured and brutally murdered.

David Anderson, a reporter of great
renown, was captured and held for 7
years.

American University President David
Dodge was captured and held for a
year.

1983, April 18, the U.S. Embassy in
Beirut is bombed, murdering 63, 17 of
them Americans. The entire CIA Mid-
dle East contingent is reportedly mur-
dered. The entire operation was di-
rected by Hezbollah and financed by
Iran.

October 23, the United States Marine
barracks in Beirut was destroyed by
the largest nonnuclear explosion deto-
nated on Earth by the hand of an Ira-
nian terrorist; 241 United States Ma-
rines are slaughtered, and 100 are
wounded.

During the same attack, the French
barracks are destroyed by another Ira-
nian terrorist bomb that murders 58
French paratroopers.

December 12, 1983, the U.S. Embassy
in Kuwait was bombed by Iranian ter-
rorists from Iranian-backed Hezbollah
and Dawa, murdering 5 and wounding
86. Seventeen members of the Dawa are
captured and arrested in connection.
Iranian-sponsored terrorist acts then
are perpetrated for years to come to
try to negotiate their release.

1984, September 20, United States
Embassy annex in Beirut is destroyed
by Iranian-backed Hezbollah terrorists,
murdering 22 civilians and 2 U.S. sol-
diers.

1985, June 14, Trans World Airlines
Flight 847 hijacked with 160 hostages.
Robert Dean Stetham, a United States
Navy diver, is forced to kneel in front
of an open aircraft door, shot in the
back of the head, and dumped onto the
tarmac. The remaining hostages are re-
leased, following terrorist releases
from prisons in Israel and Lebanon.

1989, July 13, Dr. Abdul Rahman
Ghassemlou, the Secretary General of
the Kurdish Democratic Party of Iran,
was assassinated by Iranian operatives,
along with two associates in Vienna,
where he was secretly meeting with en-
voys sent by then-Iranian President
AKkbar Hashemi Rafsanjani.
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1991, August 8, the assassination of
Shapour Bakhtiar, who was the last
Iranian Prime Minister prior to the Is-
lamic Revolution by Iranian
operatives. In a botched attempt on
Bakhtiar’s life in a Paris suburb before
in 1980, his assailants murdered a
French policeman and a female neigh-
bor.

1992, March 17, the Israeli Embassy
bombing in Buenos Aires, Argentina.
Iran’s terrorist proxy, Hezbollah, per-
petrated the suicide bomb attack on
the Israeli Embassy in Argentina,
which murdered 29 people and wounded
242 others, the great majority of which
were civilian bystanders in the vicinity
of the embassy.

On the 17th of September 1992, Kurd-
ish leader Dr. Mohammad Sadegh
Saeid Sharafkandi and three other Ira-
nian Kurds were assassinated at the
Mykonos Cafe in Berlin. German courts
linked the Iranian Government and
Minister of Intelligence, Ali Fallahian,
to the assassination.

1994, July 18, Iran was directly re-
sponsible for the Argentinian-Israeli
Mutual Association Jewish community
center bombing in Buenos Aires, Ar-
gentina, which murdered 85 and wound-
ed 300. The AMIA attack remains the
deadliest terrorist attack in Argen-
tina’s history.

In 2006, an Argentine court ‘‘declared
former Iranian President Hashemi
Rafsanjani and eight others fugitives
from justice in Argentina’ for their
role in the AMIA bombing.

1996, June 25, 14 members of the Ira-
nian-backed Saudi branch of Hezbollah
detonated a massive bomb in front of
the Khobar Towers, a U.S. military
housing complex in Saudi Arabia. The
terrorist attack murdered 19 Ameri-
cans and wounded 372 of our service
men and women.

The attackers detonated a parked
truck laden with the equivalent of
somewhere between 3,000 and 8,000
pounds of explosive in the Khobar Tow-
ers parking lot. The resulting explosion
‘“‘sheared the face off an eight-story
structure which housed U.S. Air Force
personnel.”

2003-2011, following the 2003 U.S. in-
vasion of Iraq, Iran undermined U.S.
operations by ‘‘consistently supplying
weapons, its own advisers, and Iranian
proxy Hezbollah advisers from Lebanon
to multiple residence groups, both
Sunni and Shia,” which targeted Coali-
tion Forces.

For the U.S., ‘‘concern revolved
around Iran’s role in arming and assist-
ing the Shiite militias.” In Iraq, ‘‘the
top killer of U.S. troops” were IEDs, or
improvised explosive devices, which
were primarily supplied by Iran. In
total, Iran’s support for Iraqi insur-
gents led to the death of thousands of
U.S. soldiers and others in Iraq.

In 2010, United States Ambassador to
Iraq James Jeffrey stated, “Up to a
quarter, or 1,200 of the American cas-
ualties, and some of the more horrific
incidents in which Americans were Kid-
napped can be traced without doubt to
these Iranian groups.”
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I should also personally note that
many were my friends, and all were my
brothers and sisters as fellow warriors.

2006-2015, Iranian support for the
Taliban against United States troops
in Afghanistan has been ongoing since
at least 2006. According to a RAND re-
port, ‘‘although Iran has traditionally
backed Tajik and Shia groups opposed
to the Taliban, its enmity with the
United States and tensions over the
nuclear program led it to provide
measured support to the Taliban.”

According to the Treasury Depart-
ment, ‘‘since at least 2006, Iran has ar-
ranged frequent shipments of small
arms and associated ammunition, rock-
et-propelled grenades, mortar rounds,
107 mm rockets, plastic explosives, and
probably man-portable defense systems
to the Taliban.”

A member of my own staff left limbs
in Afghanistan by these devices.

Through ‘“‘Qods force materials sup-
port,” the report states, ‘“we believe
Iran is seeking to inflict casualties on
U.S. and NATO forces.” In 2010, mul-
tiple media sources reported Iran as
“paying Taliban fighters $1,000 for each
U.S. soldier they kill in Afghanistan.”
This is currently.

Over a 6-month period in 2010, one
“Taliban treasurer’” claimed to have
collected more than $77,000 from an Ira-
nian firm in Kabul as payment for kill-
ing Americans.

2011, October, U.S. authorities
thwarted a terrorist plot in this town,
Washington, D.C., which included ‘‘the
assassination of Saudi Arabian Ambas-
sador to the United States and subse-
quent bomb attacks on Saudi and
Israeli Embassies.”

U.S. Attorney General Eric Holder
stated that the plot was ‘‘directed and
approved by elements of the Iranian
Government and, specifically, senior
members of the Quds Force’—in this
town. The two individuals charged
were ‘‘Manssor Arbabsiar, a 56-year-old
naturalized U.S. citizen holding both
Iranian and U.S. passports, and
Gholam Shakuri, an Iran-based mem-
ber of Iran’s Quds Force.”

U.S. authorities arrested Arbabsiar
on September 29, 2011, with Shakuri re-
maining at large.

2012, in March, Azerbaijan. United
States and Israeli officials were among
those targeted for assassination by a
group of the Islamic Revolutionary
Guard Corps from Iran-linked terror-
ists. They were arrested in Baku, Azer-
baijan.

According to The Washington Post,
“United States and Middle Eastern of-
ficials now see the attempts as part of
a broader campaign by Iran-linked
operatives to kill foreign diplomats in
at least seven countries over a span of
13 months.”

How right they were.

13-14 February, New Delhi, India, the
wife of Israeli Defense attache and her
driver were wounded after a device at-
tached to their car exploded. The Delhi
police concluded that the suspects were
members of the Iranian Revolutionary
Guard Corps.
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A similar device was defused in
Tbilisi, Georgia, after being discovered
on the underside of an Israeli dip-
lomat’s car.

The following day, three Iranian men
accidentally detonated a cache of ex-
plosives—darn—in Bangkok, Thailand.
The explosives were intended to be
used to assassinate Israeli diplomats. A
multinational investigation has pro-
duced ‘‘the clearest evidence yet that
Iran was involved’’ in all three plots.

18 July, a suicide bomber destroyed
an Israeli tour bus in Burgas, Bulgaria,
murdering the bus driver and five
Israelis, and wounding more than 30
others. In an investigation in 2012, the
Bulgarian Government found Iran and

its proxy, Hezbollah, responsible for
the attack.
Behavior, behavior, 36 consistent

years. But now President Obama wants
to negotiate with terrorists to prevent
war.

Mr. Speaker, we are not the
attackers here. Threat of war only
comes from the United States when we
are bullied, cajoled, attacked, or
threatened. The President and Secre-
taries Kerry, Lew, and Moniz want us
to show goodwill for bad behavior.

The American people are against it,
as evidenced by the strong opposition
from the majority of Americans who
rightly deduce the deal would allow nu-
clear capacity for Iran and makes a
legal path to possess weapons of mass
destruction.

The President often makes political
speeches demanding we keep dangerous
firearms out of the hands of those with
psychological problems, yet, under
identical behavioral criteria, he would
give nuclear capacity to Iran.

While public multiple-victim shoot-
ings are horrific, imagine an Iran with
a nuclear capacity. Given Iran’s pro-
lific use of every form of weaponry and
export of terror, are our leaders so
naive to think Iran’s behavior would be
any better than putting a weapon in
the hands of a psychologically con-
sistent and dangerous individual?

Past behavior is the best predictor of
future behavior. Any psychologist or
criminologist will tell you this, yet the
President is selling us on the deluded
hope that this is somehow the right
and only path to take. Nonsense.

No alternative you say? How can that
be?

Our own administration does not
even realize that Iran’s interpretation
of this very deal and ours are separated
by a fairly problematic gulf.

In the last month, even the last few
days, Iran’s President Rouhani and his
foreign ministry have made public
statements that declare the following
regarding this good deal. According to
Iran and its statements from its lead-
ers, here is what they think they have
agreed to:

Iran can pursue the development of
missiles without any restriction.

They can violate the U.N. resolutions
without violating the agreement. Iran
says it is not a treaty but binding.
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Iran can violate the U.N. Security
Council Resolution without violating
the JCPOA, or the agreement.

Iran intends to violate the United
Nations Security Council Resolution
restrictions on weapons sales and im-
ports. In fact, they are already negoti-
ating with Russia for the sale of SS-300
and —400 missiles.

O 2130

And Iran also has not agreed to in-
spect Parchin itself, but it will refuse
to let anyone else inspect it.

These are from their own statements
in recent days. Iran’s public state-
ments declare, Mr. Speaker, that all
sanctions will be lifted.

Under Iran’s interpretation and even
in the stated language of the agree-
ment, this includes those, such as the
Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps—
they are in the agreement; they are
listed—and the Quds Force, the same
organization that we just itemized all
of these terrorist acts, both of these
groups. Two of the most reprehensible
terrorist organizations in the world are
in this agreement for sanctions to be
lifted. Read them. Annex II sanctions
list. I have.

This flies in the face of our Presi-
dent’s own statements and reassur-
ances. Under Secretary of Treasury
Szubin assures us that sanctions on
these organizations will be maintained.

Secretary of Treasury Lew even goes
further and has stated recently that,
“We will not be providing any sanc-
tions relief to any of these lines of ac-
tivity and will not be delisting from
sanctions the Islamic Revolutionary
Guards Corps, the Quds Force, or any
of their subsidiaries or senior offi-
cials.”

Then, why are they in the deal? Ac-
cording to the agreement and even
Iran’s recent public statements, they
believe that they will be lifted.

Terrorists Soleimani, A.Q. Khan, nu-
merous organizations that I have had
to fight on battlefields, now we will re-
ward their bad behavior with goodwill.

The Islamic Revolutionary Guards
Corps and the Quds Force are both list-
ed in this agreement and have sanc-
tions against them lifted, according to
interpretations of its terms. What a
great deal. There is none better. This is
the best we can do.

President Hassan Rouhani declared
last month, ‘“‘After the agreement is
implemented, the economic sanctions
will be immediately removed, meaning,
financial, banking, insurance, trans-
portation, petrochemical sanctions. All
economic sanctions will be removed.”

Congratulations, Mr. President, on
that good deal and that goodwill.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation is in grave
danger. We are trusting a psycho-
logically fanatical and terrorist State
with 36 consistent years of bad behav-
ior to now behave well.

Perhaps the only thing missing to
shore up the President and Secretary
Kerry’s reassurances is perhaps an air-
plane on the tarmac with an open door
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with our United States leader waving a
document in his hand, declaring,
‘“Peace in our time.”

The power of this Nation only rests
with the consent of the people. That is
where the Congress, both parties, this
august body, comes in.

But now our President even wants to
find a political way to strip the Amer-
ican people from a vote by their duly
elected representatives to avoid the op-
tics of an opposition.

I guess he and President Hassan
Rouhani of Iran do have something
very much in common after all: not al-
lowing a vote in their respective legis-
lative bodies. One would expect that
from a fanatical, unstable, religious
dictatorship, but not in the United
States of America.

Mr. Speaker, the President is outside
his constitutional authority. No other
President in the history of our Nation
has ever cobbled together sanctions
provisions meant to prevent nuclear
capacity, to provide a de facto treaty
with a foreign rogue State and give
them what the sanctions were intended
to deny.

The President has acted without the
consent of the people. Therefore, Mr.
Speaker, the people, through their duly
elected Representatives, will now act
without the consent of the President.

Article I, Section 8, of the United
States Constitution, a document I have
defended since I was 18, states that the
power to regulate commerce with for-
eign nations rests in the Congress of
these United States.

Article II, Section 2, states that the
President can only make a binding
treaty with a foreign nation upon two-
thirds consent with the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, the President states
that this is not a treaty. We agree.
And, therefore, constitutionally, we
are not bound to abide by it. Neither
are the States.

The Supremacy Clause does not
apply here. It is not a treaty. Not hav-
ing the effect of treaty law, the States
are free to act. And today they are and
will. And we will.

I call upon my colleagues, people
that have taken an oath to support and
defend this republic, to stand with me.

We will declare the lifting of sanc-
tions of terrorists as laid out in the
agreement as null and void. It is illegal
under past U.S. sanctions law.

We will uphold United States sanc-
tions law against executive fiat action.
We will make explicit the sense of Con-
gress in upcoming State actions both
legally and economically.

We will prevent the lifting of sanc-
tions on scores of those listed in the
agreement, thereby violating section 37
of Annex II of the Iran deal.

We will send a strong message to Iran
that the power of this republic does not
rest with its President. It rests by the
consent of the people. We are bound to
uphold that trust as our constitutional
duty.

Mr. Speaker, I also call upon Ameri-
cans to stand with me. Pound the
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White House with calls and emails.
Support State legislative actions and
sanctions. Support your representa-
tives, both State and assembly, and
your U.S. Representatives in this fight.

We ask the people to support us in
this fight, not shoot us in the back, re-
gardless of political party with anger
and cynicism, leveling blame on those
who oppose this deal rather than on the
one who has created it.

Then, if we do this, what will the fu-
ture look like? It will look like an Iran
contained, not an Iran accommodated.
It will look like a Nation that led rath-
er than cowered.

It will have a United States that
stands firm when Iran, a signatory to
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty,
does—if they ever do—decide to go
rogue, will be like North Korea, when a
previous administration assured us
that, if we reached out to them with
the TAEA and lifting of sanctions and
easing, that they would come around.

They abandoned it. We should have
known it. Their bad behavior was con-
sistent. That future was predictable.
They have nuclear weapons, and we
knew it. We said we could trust them
in a similar agreement.

But our country will stand for free
people and free economies on this
globe. It is what we do. And if we fail
in that task, who will take our place?

How we fight today determines how
we shape tomorrow. Accommodating
terrorists and nations with 36 con-
sistent years of bad behavior is not the
best deal we have. If Iran, like Libya,
displays good behavior first, then we
will have a basis for discussion and fol-
low-on goodwill, which we saw in that
case.

Until then, the power of the republic
rests with its people, not with its exec-
utive. Let us never waiver from that
position. As long as we treasure this
republic and its Constitution, this will
defend.

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

——

REMEMBERING FORMER
CONGRESSMAN LOUIS STOKES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER)
until 10 p.m.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise re-
gretting that I was unable to be here
when MARCY KAPTUR, the gentlewoman
from Ohio, was talking about Rep-
resentative Louis Stokes.

Congressman Stokes and I were very
good friends. I had the opportunity to
serve with him for many years. And I
wanted to take this time, Mr. Speaker,
to thank Ms. KAPTUR for leading the
special order.

On August 18, we learned of the pass-
ing of our friend, former Representa-
tive Lou Stokes.

He was a reluctant candidate, Mr.
Speaker, who went on to serve his con-
stituents for three decades. I have had
the honor of serving here for 34 years.
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But when I first came here, of course,
I thought Lou Stokes had been here
forever. I don’t really think I have been
here forever.

But he was a friend to all, respected
by his colleagues on both sides of the
aisle and beloved by his constituents.
For three decades, he served here and
left a lasting imprint on a State, our
Nation, and, indeed, the world.

Lou Stokes was the first African
American to represent Ohio and the
first to chair the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence. He was
chairman as well of the Black Caucus
and a tireless campaigner for civil
rights and equality.

Moreover, he was also the first Afri-
can American to serve on the Appro-
priations Committee, where he and I
were colleagues. I sat just two chairs
from him for almost a decade along
with Ms. KAPTUR for a number of years.

He chaired the Appropriations Sub-
committee for Veterans Affairs and
Housing and Urban Development. That
chairmanship reflected Representative
Stokes’ longstanding mission to ad-
dress the unmet needs of millions of
Americans living in inner city neigh-
borhoods, like many of those in Cleve-
land who sent him to Congress.

Having been raised in a housing
project himself along with his brother,
former Cleveland Mayor Carl Stokes,
he made it his mission to ensure that
Congress was paying attention to the
important issues of affordable housing,
access to jobs, healthcare delivery, and
crime prevention.

As a veteran, Representative Stokes
never wavered from his determination
to make certain that Congress was
meeting its responsibility to those who
had served our Nation in uniform.

I was saddened to learn of his pass-
ing. In his 90 years, Representative
Stokes lived a very rich and full life.
He was full of life and a deep and abid-
ing love for his family, this House, the
State, and Nation that he served so
ably.

Lou Stokes was a gentleman and a
gentle man. He was a giant in integrity
and in intellect, committed to common
sense, courage, and seeking the right
answers for his people, for his State,
and for his country.

It is a testament to him that his four
children all followed him into careers
that helped better their communities
and our country.

One is an administrator at Howard
University. Another is a well-respected
journalist and news anchor in New
York. The third is a Cleveland munic-
ipal court judge. And the fourth is an
editor and public affairs director for a
television station in Detroit.

He was extraordinarily proud of his
children and of his grandchildren.
They, like all of us in this House who
served with him, Mr. Speaker, were and
are extraordinarily proud of Congress-
man Louis Stokes.

I join in extending my condolences to
them, to their mother, Representative
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Stokes’ wife of 55 years, Angela, and to
the seven grandchildren that Rep-
resentative Stokes so cherished.

The House of Representatives was
made a better body by having Lou
Stokes serve in this hall. A grateful
Nation thanks him and his family for
sharing his life with all of us who had
the honor and privilege and joy of serv-
ing by his side in this revered House of
the people that he loved and who loved
him.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Ms. McCoLLUM (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of funeral
in district.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (at the request
of Ms. PELOSI) for today.

————

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 267. An act to authorize the transfer of
certain items under the control of the Omar
Bradley Foundation to the descendants of
General Omar Bradley; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

S. 1362. An act to amend title XI of the So-
cial Security Act to clarify waiver authority
regarding programs of all-inclusive care for
the elderly (PACE programs); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means; in addition, to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

S. 1576. An act to amend title 5, United
States Code, to prevent fraud by representa-
tive payees; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

S. 1596. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
2082 Stringtown Road in Grove City, Ohio, as
the ‘“‘Specialist Joseph W. Riley Post Office
Building’’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

S. 1826. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
99 West 2nd Street in Fond du Lac, Wis-
consin, as the Lieutenant Colonel James
‘““Maggie’” Megellas Post Office; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

————

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HARRIS, on
Thursday, August 6, 2015.

H.R. 212. An act to amend the Safe Drink-
ing Water Act to provide for the assessment
and management of the risk of algal toxins
in drinking water, and for other purposes.

H.R. 1138. An act to establish certain wil-
derness areas in central Idaho and to author-
ize various land conveyances involving Na-
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tional Forest System land and Bureau of
Land Management land in central Idaho, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 1531. An act to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide a pathway for tem-
porary seasonal employees in Federal land
management agencies to compete for vacant
permanent positions under internal merit
promotion procedures, and for other pur-
poses.

H.R. 2131. An act to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 83 Meeting Street in Charleston,
South Carolina, as the ‘“J. Waties Waring Ju-
dicial Center”.

H.R. 2559. An act to designate the “PFC
Milton A. Lee Medal of Honor Memorial
Highway’’ in the State of Texas.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on July 31, 2015, she pre-
sented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following
bill:

H.R 3236. To provide an extension of Fed-
eral-aid highway, highway safety, motor car-
rier safety, transit, and other programs fund-
ed out of the Highway Trust Fund, to provide
resource flexibility to the Department of
Veterans Affairs for health care services, and
for other purposes.

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
further reported that on August 6, 2015,
she presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills:

H.R. 25659. To designate the “PFC Milton A.
Lee Medal of Honor Memorial Highway’’ in
the State of Texas.

H.R. 15631. To amend title 5, United States
Code, to provide a pathway for temporary
seasonal employees in Federal land manage-
ment agencies to compete for vacant perma-
nent positions under internal merit pro-
motion procedures, and for other purposes.

H.R. 2131. To designate the Federal build-
ing and United States courthouse located at
83 Meeting Street in Charleston, South Caro-
lina, as the ‘“J. Waties Waring Judicial Cen-
ter”.

H.R. 212. To amend the Safe Drinking
Water Act to provide for the assessment and
management of the risk of algal toxins in
drinking water, and for other purposes.

H.R. 1138. To establish certain wilderness
areas in central Idaho and to authorize var-
ious land conveyances involving National
Forest System land and Bureau of Land
Management land in central Idaho, and for
other purposes.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker,
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 45 minutes

I move

p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, September 9, 2015, at 10

a.m. for morning-hour debate.
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EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the second and
third quarters of 2015, pursuant to Public Law 95-384, are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JANICE ROBINSON, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 17 AND JULY 21, 2015

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Janice Robi mni 7/21  France 1,840.00 i 1,734.00 3,574.00
Committee total .........cccoovvmmmimiiemiiiricicicees e 1,840.00 oo 1,734.00 3,574.00

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
JANICE C. ROBINSON, July 28, 2015.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO UKRAINE, GEORGIA, AND IRELAND, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 28 AND JULY 6, 2015

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency? currency? currency? currency 2

Hon. Peter Roskam 6/29 72 Ukraine 1,106.97 (@] 1,106.97
Hon. David Price .. 6/29 12 Ukraine 1,106.97 (3) 1,106.97
Hon. Tom Rice 6/29 12 Ukraine 1,106.97 (3) 1,106.97
Hon. Rob Woodall ........coovveeveereereeeeee e 6/29 12 Ukraine 1,106.98 (3) 1,106.98
Hon. Dina Titus 6/29 112 Ukraine 1,106.98 () 1,106.98
Hon. LIS CaPPS .oovuveverrrerereesensessessissssesssssssanns 6/29 12 Ukraine 1,106.98 () 1,106.98
Justin Wein 6/29 112 Ukraine 1,106.98 () 1,106.98
Michael Shapiro 6/29 112 Ukraine 1,106.98 () 1,106.98
Hon. Peter Roskam 112 /5 Georgia 915.00 (3) 915.00
Hon. David Price . 112 /5 Georgia 915.00 () 915.00
Hon. Tom Rice 112 /5 Georgia 915.00 () 915.00
Hon. Rob Woodall ........ccoooveeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeenne 112 1/5 Georgia 915.00 (3) 915.00
Hon. Dina Titus 112 /5 Georgia 915.00 () 915.00
Hon. L0iS CapPS ...ccocuumrrrveeermerrevesmsecnsrevsisesennees 112 /5 Georgia 915.00 (3 915.00
Justin Wein 112 /5 Georgia 915.00 () 915.00
Michael Shapiro 72 /5 Georgia 915.00 () 915.00
Hon. Peter Roskam 1/5 7/6 Ireland 236.93 (3) 236.93
Hon. David Price .. /5 7/6 Ireland 236.93 () 236.93
Hon. Tom Rice 7/5 1/6 Ireland 236.93 (3) 236.93
Hon. ROD WOOHAI! .ovvvvveeceererniveverenreeecesessniniienes /5 /6 Ireland 236.93 () 236.93
Hon. Dina Titus /5 7/6 Ireland 236.93 () 236.93
Hon. L0iS CapPs ....ovvveeecveveeeieeeceeessieesesesssii 1/5 1/6 Ireland 236.93 (3 236.93
Justin Wein 715 /6 Ireland 236.93 () 236.93
Michael Shapiro /5 /6 Ireland 236.93 ®) 236.93
Committee total .......cooooovverrcereercirciiree v 18,071.20 18,071.20

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3Military air transportation.
HON. PETER J. ROSKAM, July 28, 2015.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO LITHUANIA, FINLAND, POLAND, AND IRELAND,EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 26 AND JULY 5, 2015

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. John Boehner 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 (3) 824.00
Hon. Dan Lipinski 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Hon. Greg Walden 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Hon. John Shimkus 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Hon. Mike Simpson .. 6/21 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 (3) 824.00
Hon. Mike Kelly 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Hon. Susan Brooks 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Hon. Ann Wagner . 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 (3) 824.00
Mike Sommer: 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
David Stewart 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Michael Ricci 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 (3 824.00
Ann Loupone 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Tom Andrews 6/27 6/29  Lithuania 824.00 () 824.00
Hon. John Boehner 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. Dan Lipinski 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. Greg Walden 6/29 1 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. John Shimkus 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. Mike Simpson ... 6/29 1 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. Mike Kelly 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. Susan Brooks 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. Ann Wagner . 6/29 11 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Mike Sommer: 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 Q] 584.00
David Stewart 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Michael Ricci 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Amy Loupone 6/29 1 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Tom Andrews 6/29 71 Finland 584.00 () 584.00
Hon. John Boehner 71 72 Poland 303.00 () 303.00
Hon. Dan Lipinski 71 112 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. Greg Walden 1 112 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. John Shimkus 71 72 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. Mike Simpson ... 71 112 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. Mike Kelly 71 72 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. Susan Brooks 71 712 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. Ann Wagner . 1 112 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Mike Sommer: 71 72 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
David Stewart 71 72 Poland 237.00 @) 237.00
Michael Ricci 71 72 Poland 237.00 @) 237.00
Amy Loupone 71 112 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Tom Andrews 71 72 Poland 237.00 () 237.00
Hon. John Boehner 72 715 Ireland 1,040.00 () 1,040.00
Hon. Dan Lipinski 712 715 Ireland 341.00 @) 1,595.00 1,936.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO LITHUANIA, FINLAND, POLAND, AND IRELAND,EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 26 AND JULY 5, 2015—

Continued
Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Greg Walden ..... 112 /5 Ireland 934.00 (3) 934.00
Hon. John Shimkus 12 1/5 Ireland 934.00 (3) 934.00
Hon. Mike Simpson ... /2 /5 Ireland 934.00 () 934.00
Hon. Mike Kelly 12 /5 Ireland 934.00 (3 934.00
Hon. Susan Brooks 712 /5 Ireland 934.00 () 934.00
Hon. Ann Wagner . 112 /5 Ireland 934.00 (3) 934.00
Mike Sommers 12 1/5 Ireland 934.00 (3) 934.00
David Stewart 72 /5 Ireland 934.00 () 934.00
Michael Ricci 12 1/5 Ireland 934.00 (3) 934.00
Amy Loupone 112 /5 Ireland 934.00 () 934.00
Tom Andrews 112 /5 Ireland 934.00 (3) 934.00
Committee total .......coooveerveircriiirices s 33,106.00 oo 1,595.00 34,701.00

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3Military air transportation.
HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER, Aug. 5, 2015.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2015

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent

v partu currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Ann Kirkpatrick ......o..eevveeeveeeesriesseissssii 41 4/2 Ethiopia 398.04 5522 s 141.03 s 594.29
4/2 4/3 Tanzania 573.00 538.10 1,111.10
4/3 4/3 Burundi 64.05 64.05
473 4/4 Spain 95.00 95.00
Hon. Jim Costa 5/5 511 Germany 715.00 o 162.08 oo 328.86 v 1,205.94
Hon. K. Michael Conaway ...............ccoeevveemrevrssrennns 5125 5/26  Germany 343.16 343.16
5/26 5/27  Estonia 249.40 23649 .. (1130 L — 552.05
5/27 5/28  Czech Republic 372.38 88.47 460.85
5/28 529 R i 257.00 257.00
5/29 529 ltaly 24.00 24.00
5/29 5/30  Spain 160.12 160.12
Jackie Barber 5/25 5/26  Germany 331.97 331.97
5/26 5/27  Estonia 226.87 23649 .. (130 L — 529.52
5/27 5/28  Czech Republic 372.37 88.47 460.84
5/28 529 ltaly 12.00 12.00
5/29 5/30  Spain 97.70 97.70
Committee total ... e 422801 oo 1,469.37 i 602.21 6,299.59

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, Chairman, July 30, 2015.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2015

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Sam Farr 4/9 4/12  Panama 949.00 1,948.33 0.00 2,897.33
Hon. Barbara Lee 4/9 4/12  Panama 949.00 2,487.60 222.09 3,658.69
Hon. David Joyce . 5/2 5/3 Africa 336.31 214.63 550.94
5/3 5/5 Africa 604.00 131.40 735.40
5/5 5/7 Europe 769.50 209.62 979.12
5/7 5/9 Europe 71500 s L 490.95 1,321.83
5/9 5/10  Europe 138.00 201.25 339.25
Hon. David Valadao ..........cccccooveerevmriererenieris 5/7 5/9 Europe 357.50 490.95 848.45
5/9 5/10  Europe 138.00 201.25 339.25
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeeveemceiiciens ceereeeenns 6,493.30 6,493.30
Hon. Betty MCCOUM ... 512 53 Qatar 114.00 62.00 176.00
5/3 5/5 Afghanistan 112.00 12.00 124.00
5/5 5/6 Kuwait 105.00 52.00 157.00
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeeeveeececiciens ceevreeenns 9,332.55 8,332.55
Committee total ....oeeeveeeeeemmreressssseicicicees v 5287.31 20,377.66  ..coovvrrrree 228814 e 27,953.11

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. HAROLD ROGERS, Chairman, July 30, 2015.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2015

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
