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IN RECOGNITION OF RUBY'’S
PLACE

HON. ERIC SWALWELL

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, October 10, 2013

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today to honor the tenacious and coura-
geous survivors of domestic violence as we
observe Domestic Violence Awareness Month.
In particular, | would like to recognize a spe-
cial organization in my district that makes life
possible again for these survivors and their
families.

Ruby’s Place in Hayward, formally known as
the Emergency Shelter Program, has helped
hundreds of survivors throughout my district
and across the East Bay. It is more than just
a support system, it has proven to be a lifeline
for so many in need.

The organization’s namesake, Ruby, a sur-
vivor, serves as a beacon of hope to many
who have faced the pain of abuse by some-
one they love.

Domestic violence impacts so many lives.
While the wounds may heal, scars are left be-
hind. Domestic violence affects the whole fam-
ily and, sadly, all of our communities. Support
services and resources are crucial to the sur-
vival of many of these individuals. That is why
we are so fortunate to have Ruby’s Place.

Domestic violence must stop, and with
strong, courageous, and passionate advocates
like those who grace Ruby’s Place, | know
that message is being heard loud and clear.
Change will come if we all take a stand to-
gether.

| offer Ruby’s Place my heartfelt gratitude
and my support as it continues to provide crit-
ical services to my constituents and people
throughout the East Bay.

———

COMMEMORATING TAIWAN’S 102ND
DOUBLE TEN DAY

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, October 10, 2013

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today, Octo-
ber 10, Taiwan celebrates their National Day.
This is Taiwan’s 102nd anniversary and it is
known as Double Ten day because it occurs
on the tenth day of the tenth month. Their na-
tional birthday, they celebrate it with the same
passion and pride with which Americans mark
the Fourth of July.

Taiwan has many reasons to celebrate their
nation’s history. Our friends in Southeast Asia
excel in a number of areas, one of the most
important being their national healthcare sys-
tem. Taiwan has an effective single payer sys-
tem, the National Health Insurance Program
(NHI), which provides healthcare for virtually
all Taiwanese citizens.

| have been fighting for a similar program in
the United States of America for the last 10
years. In February, | reintroduced H.R. 676,
“The Expanded and Improved Medicare For
All Act,” which would create a similar program
of high quality coverage for all Americans.

Taiwan also has a leading education sys-
tem, which reflects the important investments
that the nation has made in their children’s fu-
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tures. | too hope that Americans can learn
from their example, and begin to invest simi-
larly in the talents and capacity of our next
generation.

| congratulate my friends across the Pacific,
and | wish them a very happy 102nd Double
Ten Day. May they have as much to celebrate
next year as they have today.

————

LETTER TO NASA CLARIFYING
CONGRESSIONAL RESTRICTIONS
ON BILATERAL RELATIONS WITH
CHINA

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, October 10, 2013

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | submit a letter |
sent to NASA Administrator Charles Bolden on
Tuesday clarifying the statutory restrictions on
bilateral cooperation with China, which were
misrepresented by NASA Ames Research
Center staff and reported in a recent article in
the Guardian newspaper. | expect NASA to
immediately correct the record on its policies
and await a response from Administrator Bold-
en.
In the letter, | also raised the rationale for
congressional restrictions on additional col-
laboration with the Chinese government, in-
cluding its abhorrent record on human rights
abuses and its continued cyberattacks, espio-
nage campaigns and development of space
weapons to use against the U.S.

| also challenged Nobel Prize nominee Dr.
Geoff Marcy, who made public comments dis-
paraging statutory and NASA policies, to ad-
vocate for the 2010 Nobel Prize winner Liu
Xiaobo, a Chinese dissident who has been
jailed by Beijing since 2009, saying “It's an
ethical breach that is unacceptable. You have
to draw the line.”

Will Dr. Marcy similarly “draw the line” re-
garding China’s deplorable human rights
record and join the Nobel Committee in speak-
ing out for Liu Xiaobo? The Nobel Committee
took the unprecedented step of holding Liu
Xiaobo’s ceremony with an empty chair on
stage because he and his wife were not al-
lowed to leave China to receive the award.
Whether Dr. Marcy receives the award or
not—and | hope he does—he and the other
Nobel nominees should speak out for Liu
Xiaobo. This will be a real test for the science
community.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OCTOBER 8, 2013.
Administrator CHARLES F. BOLDEN, JR.,
NASA,
Washington DC.

DEAR ADMINISTRATOR BOLDEN: Earlier this
year, I invited you to meet with an impres-
sive group of Chinese human rights activists
in my office. I appreciated your willingness
to sit with them and hear their stories. As
you witnessed, to a person, each loved their
country and were rightly proud of their her-
itage. But all sought fundamental change.
They longed to live in a land where they
could worship freely, speak openly and enjoy
the basic protections of a constitution
grounded in rule of law.

Their quarrel—and mine—is with the thin
layer of leadership at the helm of the Chi-
nese communist party that rules by fear and
oppression. China’s repression knows no
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boundaries: the government has been a
major arms supplier and source of economic
strength to the regime in Khartoum, Sudan,
headed by an internationally indicted war
criminal and architect of the genocide in
Darfur. The Chinese people know that such
leadership is destined for the ash heap of his-
tory, and they long for the U.S. government,
to find common cause with the Chinese peo-
ple not with those who persecute them.

Few in Congress have done more to advo-
cate for the Chinese people than me.

As co-chairman of the House’s bipartisan
Human Rights Commission, I have worked
closely with many victims of repression. I
have spent hours with countless Chinese dis-
sidents ranging from legal advocate Chen
Guangcheng, who escaped from house arrest
seeking asylum in the U.S. embassy, to
Uyghur Muslim activist Rebiya Kadeer, her-
self a political dissident, to house church
pastor and advocate Bob Fu, to former laogai
prisoner Harry Wu. I have traveled to China
to meet with human rights and religious
freedom activists oppressed by Beijing. In
1997, I slipped into Tibet with a trekking
group to meet with Buddhist monks and
nuns living under the repressive watch of
Chinese security agents. They showed me
forbidden pictures of the Dalai Lama. In 2008,
I returned to China the week before the start
of the Olympics to meet with a group of ac-
tivists and pastors—all but one was arrested
on their way to the meeting.

The Chinese people are good people who
yearn for freedom and the same universal
human rights that we in the West enjoy, in-
cluding freedom of speech and religion. In
contrast, the Chinese government is fun-
damentally corrupt and systematically
abuses the basic human rights of its own
people. We only need to ask the Catholic
bishop under house arrest, the house church
pastor languishing in prison, the Tibetan
monk willing to set himself aflame in des-
peration at the abuses suffered by his people
to know this is true.

Consider that at the same time that the
2010 Nobel Prize recipient Liu Xiaobo, a Chi-
nese dissident, was jailed, the 2009 Nobel
Prize winner, President Obama, was hosting
a state dinner for Chinese premier Hu
Jintao. No such welcome was afforded to the
Dalai Lama during his first visit to Wash-
ington during Obama’s presidency. Much like
Solzhenitsyn before him the Dalai Lama was
denied an audience with the president be-
cause the White House didn’t want to there
to be any impact on the president’s trip to
Beijing the next month.

These events, coupled with former Sec-
retary of State Hillary Clinton’s comments
during an early visit to Asia, in which she fa-
mously said that U.S concern with human
rights issues in China ‘‘can’t interfere with
the global economic crisis, the global cli-
mate change crisis, and the security crisis,”
have sadly set the tone for this administra-
tion. Too often, the Obama Administration
has willfully turned a blind eye towards
human rights abuses as well as systemic
Internet censorship, crackdowns on free
speech and protestors and prolific theft of in-
tellectual property all in the name of cur-
rying favor with the Chinese government.

In light of these realities, I have supported
efforts to limit new collaboration with China
until we see improvements in its human
rights record, as well as a reduction in its
well documented cyberattacks and espionage
efforts against the U.S. My record on this
has been clear and well publicized, especially
with regard to language I have included in
legislation affecting NASA and other agen-
cies. However, I was concerned to read an Oc-
tober 4 article in The Guardian that reported
on poor guidance about these policies with
regard to restrictions on Chinese nationals
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attending a conference next month at NASA
Ames Research Center. Unfortunately, the
article is riddled with inaccuracies, as is, it
appears, the guidance provided by NASA
Ames staff to the attendees.

According to the article: ‘“Chinese appli-
cants were told they could not attend the
conference in an email sent by Mark
Messersmith, a Kepler project specialist at
Nasa Ames. ‘Unfortunately . . . federal legis-
lation passed last March forbids us from
hosting any citizens of the People’s Republic
of China at a conference held at facilities of
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration. Regarding those who are already
working at other institutions in the US, due
to security issues resulting from recent Con-
gressional actions, they are under the same
constraints’ according to the email, seen by
the Guardian.”

As you know, the congressional provision—
which has been in place since early 2011—pri-
marily restricts bilateral, not multilateral,
meetings and activities with the Communist
Chinese government or Chinese-owned com-
panies. It places no restrictions on activities
involving individual Chinese nationals un-
less those nationals are acting as official
representatives of the Chinese government.
As such, the email from NASA Ames
mischaracterizes the law and is inaccurate.

I believe what Mr. Messersmith may have
been referring to was a temporary restric-
tion on Chinese nationals that you put in
place earlier this year after serious security
protocol flaws were brought to your atten-
tion by some in Congress, including me, spe-
cifically regarding violations at Ames and
Langley Research Center. You indicated at
the time that security policies for foreign
nationals for particular countries of concern
would be reevaluated and new accreditations
would not be approved until the security
process was vetted. However, any restriction
against Chinese nationals on NASA centers
is entirely an agency policy and not covered
under the statutory restriction. Further-
more, it was my understanding that NASA’s
temporary restrictions had been lifted after
a review of security protocols for foreign na-
tionals at all NASA centers.

As you know, NASA’s inspector general re-
cently produced a report documenting the
serious failures in the security process that
led to violations involving a Chinese na-
tional at NASA’s Langley Research Center. I
hope a copy of this report will soon be made
public. For these reasons, I supported
NASA’s policies that were put in place ear-
lier this year to ensure that these security
flaws had been dealt with. I continue to sup-
port every effort you deem appropriate to en-
sure that NASA centers are fully compliant
with laws and regulations governing secu-
rity.

However, it is clear the NASA Ames guid-
ance provided to conference attendees was
inaccurate and not reflective of the statu-
tory restrictions enacted by Congress. NASA
headquarters needs to send updated guidance
to both the conference attendees and to the
press to correct this misconception.

That said, I was struck by comments from
individuals quoted in the Guardian article
who indicated their intent to boycott this
conference. How many of these same people
are all too willing to participate in science
conferences in China that are hosted and
paid for by the autocratic Chinese govern-
ment, with its clear and undisputed record of
abuses and censorship? Which begs the ques-
tion, where then was their righteous out-
rage?

According to the article, ‘“‘Geoff Marcy, an
astronomy professor at the University of
California, Berkeley, who has been tipped to
win a Nobel prize for his pioneering work on
exoplanets, or planets outside the solar sys-
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tem, called the ban ‘completely shameful
and unethical.” In an email sent to the con-
ference organizers, Marcy said: ‘In good con-
science, I cannot attend a meeting that dis-
criminates in this way. The meeting is about
planets located trillions of miles away, with
no national security implications,” he wrote.
‘It is completely unethical for the United
States of America to exclude certain coun-
tries from pure science research,” Marcy told
the Guardian. ‘It’s an ethical breach that is
unacceptable. You have to draw the line.””’

Again, while the conference guidance pro-
vided by Ames was inaccurate, I hope Dr.
Marcy will draw a similar line when it comes
to cooperation with Chinese government
funded agencies and programs due to their
systemic human rights abuses. In fact, as a
Nobel nominee himself, has he publicly advo-
cated for the 2010 Nobel Prize recipient Liu
Xiaobo who to this day languishes in Chinese
detention?

In the powerful words of the Nobel Com-
mittee which asserted, in awarding the prize
to Liu, that ‘“‘there is a close connection be-
tween human rights and peace .. .” The
Committee continued, ‘‘The campaign to es-
tablish universal human rights also in China
is being waged by many Chinese, both in
China itself and abroad. Through the severe
punishment meted out to him, Liu has be-
come the foremost symbol of this wide-rang-
ing struggle for human rights in China.” Will
the international science community stand
with those who are struggling for human
rights in China? Will they take a similarly
public stand against the ‘‘shameful” and
“‘unethical” activities of the Chinese govern-
ment which our own State Department char-
acterizes as an ‘‘authoritarian state’ which
routinely engages in ‘‘repression and coer-
cion” and resorts to ‘‘extralegal measures
such as enforced disappearance, ‘soft deten-
tion,” and strict house arrest, including
house arrest of family members, to prevent
the public voicing of independent opinions’’?

Given the attention raised in the Guardian
article about the statutory restrictions on
bilateral relations with the Chinese govern-
ment, it is worth recalling why the Congress
has deemed it appropriate to put these provi-
sions in statute since 2011. In addition to the
myriad human rights and religious freedom
abuses described above, there are serious
concerns about widespread espionage against
the U.S., including NASA, as well as recent
developments in China’s space warfare pro-
gram.

Over the last year, there has been much
discussion about the unprecedented espio-
nage campaign run by the People’s Libera-
tion Army (PLA) against the U.S. govern-
ment—including NASA—and industry. The
director of National Security Agency re-
cently described Chinese espionage of U.S.
technology as ‘‘the greatest transfer of
wealth in history.”

Other senior U.S. military and intelligence
officials have become increasingly vocal
about their concerns about the scope of Chi-
nese espionage and cyberattacks. Defense In-
telligence Agency chief General Ron Burgess
testified last year that ‘‘China has used its
intelligence services to gather information
via a significant network of agents and con-
tacts using a variety of methods . . . In re-
cent years, multiple cases of economic espio-
nage and theft of dual-use and military tech-
nology have uncovered pervasive Chinese
collection efforts.”

The evidence of prolific Chinese
cyperattacks and espionage have become in-
creasingly clear with the release of the
Mandiant report in February as well as the
newspapers that have come forward to report
targeted attacks from China based on report-
ing critical of the Chinese government.
Then, in April, Verizon released its annual
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cyber report which found that ‘96 percent of
recorded, state-affiliated attacks targeting
business’ trade secrets and other intellectual
property in 2012 could be traced to Chinese
hackers.” These are just the latest reports in
a series of official documents that have built
a damning case against Chinese cyber espio-
nage against the U.S. government and indus-
try.

In late 2011, the Office of the National
Counterintelligence Executive released a re-
port for foreign spies in the U.S. Not surpris-
ingly, much of the report focused on China’s
espionage operations. According to the re-
port, Chinese espionage efforts ‘‘combine col-
lection of open source information, [human
intelligence], signals intelligence, and cyber
operations’ to ‘‘develop a competitive edge
over the United States.”” The report also ex-
plicitly notes that China views itself as a
“‘strategic competitor’ of the U.S. and is one
of the ‘“‘most aggressive collectors of U.S.
economic information and technology.”’

It is particularly notable that the presi-
dent’s strategy on mitigating the theft of
U.S. intellectual property specifically sin-
gled out core technologies that NASA devel-
ops, including ‘‘unmanned aerial vehicles,
and other aerospace/aeronautic tech-
nologies” and ‘‘civilian and dual-use tech-
nologies in sectors likely to experience fast
growth’ as information of the greatest inter-
est to Chinese espionage.

In response to the public attention to the
Chinese espionage threat, earlier this year
the White House released a white paper de-
tailing its strategy to mitigate the theft of
trade secrets. Notably, of the 19 trade secret
espionage cases that have been brought
under this administration, 16 of the 19 cases
involved Chinese nationals spying for Chi-
nese institutions. That’s 85 percent of all
DOJ espionage cases that have involved Chi-
nese espionage.

At the same time, the PLA—which runs
China’s space program—is developing space
weapons to use against U.S. satellites. Ac-
cording to a recent article from respected
national security reporter Bill Gertz, ‘‘China
last week conducted a test of a maneuvering
satellite that captured another satellite in
space during what Pentagon officials say was
a significant step forward for Beijing’s space
warfare program. The satellite capture took
place last week and involved one of three
small satellites fitted with a mechanical arm
that were launched July 20 as part of a cov-
ert anti-satellite weapons development pro-
gram, said U.S. officials familiar with re-
ports of the test.”

The article continued: ‘‘The official said
the satellites are part of China’s ‘Star Wars’
space weapon program that has been largely
ignored by the Obama administration over
concerns that pressing China to explain its
space weapons program would upset U.S.-
China relations. The ASAT program is a
‘real concern for U.S. national defense,” the
official said.”

There is good reason Congress is concerned
about providing the Communist Chinese gov-
ernment with additional opportunities to
work with the U.S. on space given their con-
tinued cyberattacks, espionage campaigns
and development of space weapons to use
against the U.S.

Returning to Ames, the misrepresentation
of NASA policy quoted in the Guardian arti-
cle is the latest in a series of questionable
actions taken by the Ames center leadership
that have resulted in criminal investigations
of export violations and inspector general re-
views of illegitimate contracts issued by the
center. I believe the center has become a
rat’s nest of inappropriate and possibly ille-
gal activities that appear to have occurred
with the concurrence of the center’s leader-
ship.
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In one troubling example, last month, The
Wall Street Journal reported on a Space Act
Agreement between Ames and Google’s ex-
ecutives to use taxpayer-subsidized airplane
fuel intended for military aircraft for per-
sonal travel by Google’s leadership. A dubi-
ous scientific data collection scheme appears
to have been developed as an excuse for this
preferential treatment for these executives.

According to the article, ‘“The main jets in
the fleet—a Boeing 767, Boeing 757 and four
Gulfstream V’s—have departed from Moffett
a total of 710 times since 2007, FAA records
show. The most frequent destinations were
Los Angeles and New York, but the planes
also flew 20 times to the Caribbean island of
Tortola; 17 to Hawaii; 16 to Nantucket,
Mass.; and 15 to Tahiti.” It would be difficult
for anyone to make the case that these tax-
payer-subsidized trips provided any credible
scientific value to NASA.

The article continued: ‘“In total, [the
Google aircraft holding company] has bought
2.3 million gallons of jet fuel since early 2009,
according to Pentagon records viewed by The
Wall Street Journal, paying an average $3.19
per gallon. ‘I don’t see how in the hell any-
body can buy it that cheap,’ said Fred Fitts,
president of the Corporate Aircraft Associa-
tion, a nonprofit that negotiates discounted
jet-fuel prices for 1,600 corporate flight de-
partments at airports around the U.S. Mr.
Fitts provided figures showing that CAA
members paid an average of $4.35 a gallon
across the U.S. over that period.”

Although the article noted that this ar-
rangement was recently terminated, the fact
that Ames leadership approved this sweet-
heart deal for the Google executives and al-
lowed it to continue for six years knowing
that there was no serious scientific merit is
unacceptable.

In addition to this troubling relationship, I
also have been outspoken about my concerns
that a number of Ames staff were inves-
tigated for a number of years by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation (FBI), the NASA Of-
fice of the Inspector General and other law
enforcement agencies relating to the alleged
illegal transfer of ITAR-controlled tech-
nology by individuals at the NASA Ames Re-
search Center. It is my understanding that
this illegal technology transfer may have in-
volved classified Defense Department weap-
ons system technology to foreign countries.

According to whistleblowers that con-
tacted Congress, large numbers of foreign na-
tionals were invited to work at NASA Ames
over the last six years and that federal infor-
mation and physical security safeguards may
not have been used or may have explicitly
been ignored on multiple occasions. Addi-
tionally, my colleagues and I were informed
that Ames staff may have traveled to foreign
conferences and disseminated information
about ITAR-controlled technologies in pub-
lic forums, with Chinese and other foreign
officials present.

In correspondence that I have seen, the
FBI believed it had a solid case that was
ready for prosecution and referred it to the
U.S. Attorney for the Northern District of
California. However, after a series of unex-
plained delays and the removal of at least
one assistant U.S. attorney working the
case, the charges ran up against the statute
of limitations, and the first charge expired
on December 15, 2012. The case was ulti-
mately declined by the Justice Department
for reasons that have never been explained to
the Congress or federal law enforcement. I
believe these inexplicable delays and ulti-
mate declination was a product of
politicization within the Justice Depart-
ment, and I have included language in the
FY 2014 Commerce-Justice-Science Appro-
priations bill further addressing this matter.

Nonetheless, it appears that federal law en-
forcement felt there was a solid case against
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certain Ames staff members involving export
violations. Yet there has been no account-
ability at Ames for these alleged criminal
violations. This is inexcusable.

Again, I hope you quickly correct the
record and take appropriate action to inform
the conference participants of NASA’s actual
policy regarding foreign visitors. I look for-
ward to your prompt response.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,
FRANK R. WOLF,
Member of Congress.

———

HONORING THE SERVICE OF DEAN
AND JEAN NICHOLSON

HON. JIM COSTA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, October 10, 2013

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize Dean and Jean Nicholson for their
years of dedication and service to their com-
munity. Sanger, California is a better place
today because of the Nicholsons’ positive in-
fluence and compassion.

Dean and Jean met at Nebraska State
Teachers College in Kearney, Nebraska. Dean
was raised in Superior, and Jean grew up in
Fairbury. In 1941, Dean joined the United
States Military, and served in the Army for two
years. After Dean completed his service, the
Nicholsons moved to Sanger.

Dean was hired at Sanger High School, and
taught algebra, geometry, and trigonometry for
38 years. Students and faculty admired Dean
and his ability to teach, and for 20 years he
served as Chairman for the Math Department.
When Dean was not in the classroom, he
could be found on the court. He was the head
varsity basketball coach for 23 years. For five
of those years, he led his teams to the cham-
pionship. Dean also coached varsity golf and
tennis. In addition to his notable career at
Sanger High School, Dean also taught ad-
vanced algebra and trigonometry for 42 years
at Fresno City College. Coach Nicholson had
thousands of students in his classroom during
his long career as a teacher and he had a
profound influence on all of them.

Dean and Jean raised three children: Bob,
Cindy, and Tom; and they have six grand-
children. Jean was a stay-at-home mom with
three children, but most would agree that she
was a mother to countless individuals through-
out the community. Her kind and loving char-
acter makes it easy for people to go to her
when they need to hear caring words or sound
advice. Family and friends who are close to
the couple often say that, “you can hardly say
Dean without Jean.” They are an amazing
team who exemplify the meaning of true love.

Teaching and coaching have always been
important aspects of Dean and Jean’s lives
but above everything else is their faith. Since
1954, they have been members of the Pres-
byterian Church of Sanger. For 20 years,
Dean and Jean played a prominent role in the
Fellowship of Christian Athletes, and for the
last several decades they have both taught
Sunday school. Dean and Jean have posi-
tively impacted the lives of hundreds of stu-
dents with their guidance and leadership.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in recognizing Dean and Jean Nicholson for
their years of service to the community that
they love so dearly.
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RECOGNIZING THE POSITIVE COM-
MUNITY IMPACT OF PADS LAKE
COUNTY AND WISHING CON-
GRATULATIONS ON THE OPEN-
ING OF ITS NEW FAMILY CEN-
TER

HON. BRADLEY S. SCHNEIDER

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, October 10, 2013

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to congratulate PADS Lake County on the
grand opening of its new Family Center and to
recognize the incredible impact PADS has on
our local community.

PADS has been battling homelessness in
Lake County, lllinois for more than 25 years,
and in that time, they have offered a hand up
and a path forward to countless individuals
and families who fell on hard times. PADS’
mission can be summed up simply by their
guiding phrase: “Helping the Homeless Find a
Way.”

Through a broad variety of services, includ-
ing those specifically for veterans, families and
children, PADS Lake County not only offers
temporary support and shelter, but helps guide
their clients to a long-term, positive path for-
ward.

With the opening of this new Family Center,
PADS will be able to reach even more people
who are suffering from homelessness, particu-
larly important just a few years removed from
one of this country’s most severe economic
meltdowns. Just last year, PADS saw a 20
percent increase in the services it was able to
offer.

Those numbers translate to real families
and real lives touched—improved. Since 2009,
PADS increased the number of individuals
served by 96 percent. There are people who
need the assistance PADS offers, and through
the heroic work of its staff, the commitment of
its volunteers and the generosity of its sup-
porters, PADS can reach further than ever.

This new Family Center will expand PADS’
reach in the area and create a refuge for even
more struggling families in the community.

PADS stands for Providing Advocacy, Dig-
nity and Shelter. Through their hard work, they
have achieved these aims, and through their
example, they have inspired the community.

| congratulate PADS Lake County on this
ribbon cutting, and | thank them, the entire
community thanks them, for the work they
have done and will do.

HONORING SENATOR ROD GRAMS

HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, October 10, 2013

Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor a friend and colleague, long time
Minnesota Senator Rod Grams, who passed
away Tuesday night losing his fight against
colon cancer.

Rod Grams and | came to Washington at
roughly the same time. He served on the
Banking and Finance committees while |
served on the Agriculture and Government
Operations committees.

Everyone knew Senator Grams as being a
conservative member of the Republican Party.
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