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guided critical initiatives including regional
transportation planning, growth management
and economic development.

In his twelve years as Snohomish County
Executive, Bob successfully strengthened part-
nerships among the county, local govern-
ments, and other public and private entities to
create a shared vision for a prosperous com-
munity. Under Bob’s leadership and prudent
fiscal management, the county was able to
plan, design and fund several important coun-
ty facilities. In 2007, the county administration
building was named “The Robert J. Drewel
Building” in honor of Bob’s integrity, leader-
ship and ability to work across party lines as
County Executive.

In addition to his leadership at the PSRC
and as Snohomish County Executive, Bob is
the past President and CEO of Everett Com-
munity College and the former Chairman of
Sound Transit. Bob also helped build commu-
nity partnerships as a board member of the
Economic Development Council, Healthy
Communities Initiative, and United Way of
Snohomish County. Bob’s civic involvements
extend even further to include the Henry M.
Jackson Foundation, Rotary, Everett Area
Chamber of Commerce and numerous other
community organizations.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great honor that | rec-
ognize Bob Drewel. Bob personifies the ideal
of public service to his fellow citizens. | wish
him the best in his retirement.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF BRANDT
GROTTE

HON. JACKIE SPEIER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 3, 2013

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor
Brandt Grotte, who is retiring after eight years
of service on the San Mateo City Council, two
of them as mayor. Brandt has been a tireless
advocate for environmental sustainability. He
began his advocacy on the Planning Commis-
sion, where he served for five years, including
one year each as chair and vice-chair.

Brandt has many uncommon characteristics.
For example, his hand is always going up
when the question is asked, “Would anyone
like to. . .” During his years on the council,
Brandt Grotte served on the sustainability ad-
visory committee, the Measure C committee
that resulted in strengthening police and fire
services, and he was the city’s representative
to the City/County Association of Govern-
ments.

Brandt lives on the city’'s east side and
knows the challenges that confront those
neighborhoods. He took the lead in convincing
his neighbors to assess themselves to fix seri-
ous flooding issues. He is passionate about
his neighborhood, and thousands of homes
were removed from the flood plain as a result
of his leadership. Aside from homes no longer
being threatened with flooding, these neigh-
bors were relieved of the costs of paying for
flood insurance.

Even before he joined the city council,
Brandt was active in neighborhood issues,
starting in 1989. He is a founding member of
the Shoreview-Parkside Neighborhood Asso-
ciation and president of the San Mateo United
Homeowners Association. He is also a mem-
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ber of numerous committees, task forces and
organizations, among them the Citizens Com-
mittee on Social Service Providers, the Bay
Meadows Foundation, the City of San Mateo
Citizens’ Academy, and the Chamber of Com-
merce’s Leadership Program. Clearly Brandt
Grotte has a heart that is as big as the entire
city of San Mateo, and he is universally
viewed as a sincere, caring leader.

Brandt was born in 1956 and grew up in
communities all over the United States and
abroad because his father was in the Air
Force. It was this early international experi-
ence that he credits with teaching him sensi-
tivity to other cultures, a skill that has served
him well when developing policies and obtain-
ing consensus in the diverse communities of
San Mateo.

Brandt attended Leland High School in San
Jose and then earned his BA in Aquatic Biol-
ogy from UC Santa Barbara in 1979. He re-
ceived his Masters degree in Environmental
Management from USF in 1996. He works as
a global environmental safety and health man-
ager in the electronics industry.

Brandt is married to Kathy Shields and has
two stepsons, Aaron and Kyle. In his spare
time he enjoys reading.

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House of Represent-
atives to rise with me to honor Brandt Grotte
for his outstanding service to the residents of
San Mateo. In Brandt we have the personifica-
tion of the adage that still waters run deep.
His strategic thinking and consensus-building
skills will be missed, but his smile will always
be present as he continues in other roles
throughout our community.

———

OBAMA’S MORAL FAILURE IN
SUDAN

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 3, 2013

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | submit for the
RECORD a compelling open letter that Eric
Reeves, noted Sudan researcher and activist
and a professor at Smith College, recently
sent to President Obama expressing his dis-
may at the moral failure of the Obama admin-
istration in responding to “the continuing mass
atrocities perpetrated by the current regime in
Khartoum (Sudan). . .”

Reeves notes the contrast between
Obama’s outspoken rhetoric on Sudan as a
senator and eventual presidential candidate
versus the indefensible silence, appeasement
and moral equivalency which has marked his
administration’s posture toward a genocidal re-
gime.

In February 2012 | travelled to Yida refugee
camp in South Sudan. | heard devastating
firsthand accounts of the violence, terror and
starvation being brought to bear against the
Sudanese people by the regime in Khartoum.
| recall speaking with one woman who de-
scribed herself and her people as “forsaken.”
| specifically asked her if there was anything
she wanted me to tell President Obama. She
said the only thing she wanted was for Omar
Bashir, an internationally indicted war criminal,
to be arrested.

But rather than working to facilitate Bashir
being brought to justice, this administration
seems bent, in the words of Professor
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Reeves, “on throwing a political and economic
lifeline to the regime.”

| can’t help but wonder why the Obama Ad-
ministration views the Sudanese people as
any less deserving of a lifeline.

AN OPEN LETTER TO PRESIDENT OBAMA ON
THE BOMBING OF NORTH SHARAFA, EAST
JEBEL MARRA (DARFUR)

[From Eric Reeves, Nov. 30, 2013]

PRESIDENT BARACK OBAMA,
The White House, Washington, DC

DEAR PRESIDENT OBAMA: The moral failure
of your administration to respond to the
continuing mass atrocities perpetrated by
the current regime in Khartoum (Sudan)
grows daily, and has done so for the past five
years. Your refusal to condemn, in the
strongest terms, the continuing war crimes
and crimes against humanity committed by
the National Islamic Front/National Con-
gress Party tyranny stands in stark contrast
to your urgent words as a Senator, as a pres-
idential candidate, and as an elected Presi-
dent. As a senator in 2004, you called the
atrocities in Darfur ‘‘genocide.’” You said so
again as a presidential candidate in 2007 and
chided the Bush administration for its ac-
commodation of Khartoum. Invoking Rwan-
da and Bosnia as justification for humani-
tarian intervention in Darfur, you said, ‘‘The
United States has a moral obligation any-
time you see humanitarian catastrophes.”
You declared further,

“When you see a genocide in Rwanda, Bos-
nia or in Darfur, that is a stain on all of us,
a stain on our souls. . . . We can’t say ‘never
again’ and then allow it to happen again, and
as a president of the United States I don’t in-
tend to abandon people or turn a blind eye to
slaughter.” (Video recording available at:
http:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=QEd583-
fA8M#t=15; all emphases have been added)

And as President you again characterized
Darfur as the site of ‘‘genocide.”’

But despite such strong language, your ad-
ministration has come to substitute words of
appeasement, feigned ignorance of atrocity
crimes, and a grotesque moral equivalence
between Khartoum and its adversaries, one
that would put in balance the regime’s geno-
cidal destruction and the actions by the var-
ious rebel groups that have emerged to resist
Khartoum’s tyranny. Your first special
envoy to Sudan arrived declaring his strat-
egy for confronting the regime’s
génocidaires in words that have become syn-
onymous with diplomatic absurdity:

“We’ve got to think about giving out cook-
ies,” said [Scott] Gration, who was appointed
in March. ‘““Kids, countries—they react to
gold stars, smiley faces, handshakes, agree-
ments, talk, engagement.”” (Washington Post
[el-Fasher, Darfur], September 29, 2009)

In March 2009 the Khartoum regime ex-
pelled from Darfur thirteen of the world’s
finest humanitarian organizations, then pro-
viding roughly half the total international
humanitarian capacity for millions of peo-
ple. Your surrogate diplomatic representa-
tive—then-Senator and now Secretary of
State John Kerry—declared in the wake of
Khartoum'’s ruthless expulsions:

‘“We have agreement [with Khartoum] that
in the next weeks we will be back to 100 per-
cent [humanitarian] capacity,” said [Senator
John] Kerry. (Reuters [el-Fasher], April 17,
2009)

This was a cruel lie, as Kerry and everyone
within the humanitarian community work-
ing in Darfur well knew. Indeed, this was
such transparent mendacity that even now it
carries the stench of supreme expediency.

Your second special envoy, Princeton
Lyman, declared in late June 2011 that there
wasn’t enough evidence to support reports of
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massive, ethnically-targeted killings of Nuba
civilians in South Kordofan. But in fact,
overwhelming evidence was pouring out of
Kadugli (capital of the region) making all
too clear the nature of atrocity crimes,
which amounted to incipient genocide.
Again, this skepticism bears the stench of
unforgiveable expediency, the more so since
a UN human rights report on the events of
June 2011 in South Kordofan—based on evi-
dence gathered by UN human rights inves-
tigators on the ground at the time—con-
firmed what all sources were declaring with
increasing urgency throughout this terrible
month. Lyman’s disingenuous skepticism
worked to convince Khartoum that the U.S.
was not particularly concerned about a re-
prise of the genocidal campaign by this same
Khartoum regime against the people of the
Nuba in the 1990s.

It is difficult to escape the conclusion that
in the unseemly rush to secure continuing
cooperation from the Khartoum regime on
counter-terrorism intelligence, you and your
administration have repeatedly and willfully
ignored reports of the most conspicuous and
brutal crimes committed by this regime, or
at least decided not to speak publicly about
them in any meaningful or consistent way.
And here your almost total silence over the
deliberate bombing of civilians—even as
every such military action is a war crime,
and in aggregate constitute crimes against
humanity—is most shameful, and most per-
sistent.

Since 1999 the have been more than 2,000
confirmed reports of deliberate aerial at-
tacks on civilian and humanitarian targets
in greater Sudan; the actual number of at-
tacks is very likely many times this, and
continues to grow rapidly. This is unprece-
dented in the history of aerial warfare: never
before has a military power been able to
bomb with impunity its own civilians relent-
lessly, systematically, and deliberately dur-
ing a detailed and lengthy reporting period,
now extending over 15 years. While most of
the attacks have been by Antonovs, Khar-
toum has also deployed highly accurate mili-
tary jet aircraft, long-range missiles, and
helicopter gunships, which were used with
particular destructiveness in the early years
of the Darfur genocide. On any number of oc-
casions, helicopter gunships have fired on ci-
vilians with heavy machine-guns and rockets
from extremely close range.

I write on this occasion moved not by the
singularity of a particular bombing attack
that occurred yesterday, but rather by its
horrific familiarity. Radio Dabanga, an ex-
traordinarily important, indeed singular
source of news from Darfur, reports today
that on Friday, November 28, 2013:

[IIn North Sharafa in East Jebel Marra [in
the center of Darfur], an Antonov [‘‘bomb-
er,” i.e. retrofitted cargo plane with no mili-
tarily useful accuracy] bombed three farm-
ers, at about 5.30 pm on Friday [November 29,
2013]. The two men and a woman were riding
a horse cart from their farm to their homes
in Sharafa village. The three farmers and
their horses were Killed immediately. The
names of the three farmers are Hashim
Abakar Mohamed, Mustafa Eisa, and Hanan
Saleh Juma.

Such criminal bombings—directly vio-
lating a UN Security Council resolution as
well as international law—are a virtually
daily occurrence in East Jebel Marra, part of
a massif in central Darfur serving as strong-
hold for one of the rebel groups in Darfur,
now linked throughout Sudan in the form of
the Sudan Revolutionary Front. But Khar-
toum is not attacking military forces: it is
deliberately attacking civilians in an effort
to compel surrender or displacement or star-
vation of the remaining rebel forces. There is
no other conclusion to be reached, given the
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inherent inaccuracy of the Antonov ‘‘bomb-
ers,” which fly at very high altitudes and
simply roll crude, shrapnel-loaded barrel
bombs out the cargo bay without benefit of
any sighting mechanism. Such attacks con-
tinue occur throughout Darfur.

Antonovs are transparently instruments of
civilian terror and destruction—as they are
in South Kordofan and Blue Nile, areas
where bombing attacks are also continu-
ously reported, and with particular author-
ity from the Nuba Mountains of South
Kordofan. There a campaign of civilian anni-
hilation continues unabated as agricultural
production has been brought to a halt by the
fear of continued bombardment. A similarly
grim narrative is playing out in Blue Nile
and the result is some 300,000 refugees fleeing
to South Sudan and Ethiopia, leaving behind
more than one million civilians at acute risk
of disease and starvation according to UN es-
timates.

Where are the voices of condemnation?
Here I mean not the occasional generic con-
demnations issued by your administration,
typically qualified (and thus weakened) by
inclusion of some other issue. What prevents
your administration from condemning every
attack on civilians by military aircraft, per
se? The U.S. intelligence community cer-
tainly has the resources to confirm via sat-
ellite reconnaissance virtually every attack
reported by Radio Dabanga or Nuba Reports,
both of which are well known for their accu-
racy and ground-based reporting (many of
their findings have been confirmed by
Human Rights Watch, Amnesty Inter-
national, the Enough Project, journalists,
and intrepid humanitarians). Would it sim-
ply be too embarrassing to reveal just what
we and the rest of the international commu-
nity are tolerating? Would it be too shameful
to make clear that, on the basis of
geostrategic considerations, Syria is impor-
tant while the people of the marginalized re-
gions of Sudan are not?

Perhaps you will say that the ‘“hybrid”
UN/African Union Mission in Darfur
(UNAMID) has the responsibility for report-
ing and condemning aerial attacks on civil-
ians. But this would only add to the dis-
ingenuousness of your administration in
speaking about Sudan. For as you are surely
aware, UNAMID is a complete failure as a
mission, particularly in fulfilling it primary
mandate of civilian and humanitarian pro-
tection: for some 2 million people have been
newly displaced since the mission took up its
mandate in January 2008—overwhelmingly as
a consequence of continuing violence, di-
rected particularly against civilians. You
touted your support for a UNAMID-like mis-
sion in 2007, revealing either ignorance or an
expedient desire to appear to be responding
to the crisis by handing it off to an ill-pre-
pared African Union Peace and Security
Council, which had no dedicated military
equipment or soldiers of its own.

Unsurprisingly, the poorly equipped and
poorly led UNAMID mission is routinely de-
nied access to scenes of atrocity crimes by
the Khartoum regime’s security forces, as
are humanitarian organizations, which
struggle to work within an increasingly lim-
ited range of operations. Because of uncon-
trolled insecurity, the highly trained expa-
triate component of what was once the
world’s largest humanitarian operation is
down to 3 percent. Your administration
issues only infrequent boiler-plate con-
demnations in response to serious violations
of a range of UN Security Council Resolu-
tions. Despite its elaborate website and
nominal reporting duties, UNAMID confirms
virtually no bombing attacks, no matter how
egregiously in violation of international law.
Additionally and symptomatically, UNAMID
has for years said virtually nothing about
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the epidemic of sexual violence directed
against girls and women in Darfur, despite
the fact that there have been tens of thou-
sands have been victims during the conflict,
now about to enter its twelfth year. Your ad-
ministration has been useless in highlighting
these terrible crimes, which continue to be
committed with total impunity.

UNAMID’s only virtue would appear to be
that it gives the semblance of an inter-
national presence approved by the UN—at
immense cost—and provides an excuse for
not responding in the way you as candidate
spoke about so passionately. UNAMID’s im-
potence, and its failure to deter aerial bom-
bardment of civilians, is illustrated by an-
other report of November 28, 2013 from Radio
Dabanga:

Ten people were killed in aerial bombard-
ments near Shengil Tobaya and Sharafa in
East Jebel Marra. One attack took place a
few kilometers from the UNAMID compound
in Shengil Tobaya, while a group of 15 people
was on their way to Shengil Tobaya after a
visit to the market of Tabit.

A Sudanese Air Force aircraft appeared
around 4pm on Friday, hitting the Toyota
Hi-Lux that was transporting the 15 people,
at Tangara, 3km west of the UNAMID com-
pound in Shengil Tobaya. Seven of them died
at the spot and eight were critically wound-
ed. Several of them could not be moved due
to their critical injuries. The relatives of the
victims asked UNAMID to act quickly and
transfer the severely wounded people to a
hospital and recover the dead bodies. Yester-
day evening it was unclear whether UNAMID
had helped out. The victims are Abakir
Yagoub Mohamed, Ali Ahmed Abdalla,
Mohamed  Ali Ahmed, Osman Adam
Mohamed and Zahra Ibrahim. (emphasis
added; the UNAMID compound at Shengil
Tobaya is a significant one)

Will you and your administration continue
to hide behind the diplomatic fig-leaf of
UNAMID’s putative ability to halt what has
become a grim ‘‘genocide by attrition’’? In
fact, the genocide proceeds apace in large
measure because your administration has de-
cided, as part of its larger Sudan policy, to
““‘de-couple’”” Darfur from the largest bilat-
eral issue between Khartoum and Wash-
ington: cooperation on counter-terrorism.
That a senior official of your administration
would use the term ‘‘de-couple’ in speaking
about Darfur and any aspect of U.S. Sudan
policy amounts to declaring that despite the
genocidal realities you excoriated as can-
didate and as president—when it was politi-
cally useful to do so—you and your adminis-
tration are willing to set aside, bracket, and
finally ignore this scene of unending human
suffering and destruction.

Indeed, it is difficult not to see a direct
connection between your silence about the
ongoing and widespread aerial bombardment
of civilians in Darfur and your decision to
‘‘de-couple” the region from what looms as
the defining feature of your Sudan policy: an
obsessive desire to retain access to the
counter-terrorism intelligence provided by
the regime that gave safe haven to Osama
bin Laden from 1992-1996, the years in which
al-Qaeda came to fruition. Let us recall also
that this same regime continued to assist al-
Qaeda long after bin Laden’s departure for
Afghanistan, providing funds, diplomatic
cover, and banking conduits.

Your administration’s calculations about
the value of counter-terrorism intelligence
provided by Khartoum have occasioned a
good deal of skepticism among Sudan ex-
perts outside of government; in any event,
these calculations are certainly made with
full knowledge of what the regime continues
to inflict on the people of Sudan. You and
your administration also know that dem-
onstrations beginning in late September of
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this year were met by the most brutal re-
pression imaginable, with security forces
given ‘‘shoot to kill” orders that resulted in
some 300 deaths (many Kkilled by bullet
wounds to the chest, back and head) and
some 2,000 arrests (many remain under arrest
without charge). Ordinary Sudanese are out-
raged at the economic shambles the regime
has created, and are demanding that these
hopelessly corrupt and cruelly self-enriching
men be removed from power. And yet your
administration seems to be bent on throwing
a political and economic lifeline to the re-
gime. Your former special envoy declared in
December 2011, after Khartoum’s military
seizure of the contested Abyei region (in vio-
lation of the Comprehensive Peace Agree-
ment) and subsequent military assaults on
South Kordofan and Blue Nile:

“Frankly, we do not want to see the ouster
of the [Sudanese] regime, nor regime change.
We want to see the regime carrying out re-
form via constitutional democratic meas-
ures.” (Princeton Lyman’s response to a
question by the respected Arabic news outlet
Asharq Al-Awsat concerning Sudan and the
“Arab Spring,” December 3, 2011)

It is the height of disingenuousness and ex-
pediency for your envoy to have suggested
that the National Islamic Front/National
Congress Party is in any way prepared to
“carry out reform via constitutional demo-
cratic measure.”” The regime’s response to
the September/October demonstrations and
political protests from all quarters provides
evidence that could hardly be more compel-
ling.

And yet at the very moment in which gross
mismanagement of the Sudanese economy
over the past 24 years, obscenely profligate
military spending, gratuitous war-making on
the marginalized peoples of the periphery,
and massive sequestration of national wealth
by the political elite has brought about eco-
nomic conditions that make democratic
change a real possibility, your administra-
tion seems intent on diminishing those eco-
nomic pressures that the U.S.—to its vir-
tually singular credit—has brought to bear
since 1997, both through Congressional and
Presidential action. Instead of tightening
the very sanctions that increasingly threat-
en the survival of a regime that has ex-
hausted its oil wealth in less than a decade
and has no access to international credit or
Forex reserves, we read that business be-
tween the U.S. and the regime is beginning
to boom.

The Sudan Tribune reports (October 10,
2013) that Foreign Minister Ali Karti, after
his meetings with U.S. Secretary of State
John Kerry, ‘‘pointed out that several U.S.
companies which applied for licenses to oper-
ate in Sudan were granted, which he said is
an indicator that investments and commer-
cial relations could overcome political dif-
ficulties.” And this would seem to be borne
out by a series of reports from the Sudan
Tribune and others:

White Nile Sugar Company announced on
Sunday (November 3, 2013) that it has signed
an agreement with the US-based General
Electric (GE) by which it will receive parts
and services for its billion-dollar sugar plant.
(Sudan Tribune, November 4, 2013)

In a revealingly frank statement, Sudan’s
foreign ministry undersecretary,
Rahmatallah Mohamed Osman, declared in
August 2013 that ‘““U.S. economic sanctions
on Sudan contain some loopholes which
could be exploited to boost the economy.”
Why haven’t those ‘‘loopholes,” if they exist,
been resolutely closed?

Typically of dubious reliability,
Khartoum’s state-controlled media recently
made a specific claim that should be unam-
biguously confirmed or disconfirmed:
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The managing director of [Sudan’s] Kenana
Sugar Company (KSC) has disclosed KSC is
currently dealing with 18 US companies li-
censed by Office of Foreign Assets Control
(OFAC) in the area of production, irrigation,
and harvesters despite the US economic
sanctions imposed on Sudan for 16 years. . .

Lately, an American company has sub-
mitted a request to OFAC to import ethanol
from Sudan. Moreover, [the] U.S. has ex-
cluded gum Arabic from sanctions for its bad
need of this commodity in nutritional and
drug industry. US imports $40 million worth
of Gum Arabic annually either directly or in-
directly from Sudan. U.S. may want lift the
sanctions gradually for face saving. (Novem-
ber 9, 2013)

Certainly the account is accurate in point-
ing out the exemption in U.S. sanctions
made for gum arabic, an exemption secured
over a decade ago through duplicitous legis-
lative means by Robert Menendez, formerly
Congressional representative from the dis-
trict in New Jersey where virtually all U.S.
gum arabic processing occurs. Menendez is
now, of course, chair of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

The economic sanctions put in place by
previous administrations and the Congress
seem to have become irrelevant by means of
‘“‘technical adjustments” to the restrictions
supposedly enforced by the U.S. Office of
Foreign Assets Control (OFAC). The ques-
tion, President Obama, is why your adminis-
tration has allowed this to occur? Is Khar-
toum right in suggesting that ‘‘the U.S. may
want [to] lift the sanctions gradually for
face-saving”’? Or is the stealth lifting of
sanctions part of a larger quid pro quo with
the Khartoum regime? Is it of a piece with
the preposterous claim by special envoy
Lyman that this regime might preside over
the democratic transformation of Sudan?

But however enmeshed in the complexities
of U.S. diplomatic and political machina-
tions vis-a-vis Khartoum, the countless
bombing attacks against civilians such as
occurred yesterday near North Sharafa in
East Jebel Marra provide a certain stark
moral clarity. Again, one of the regime’s
Antonovs. . .

... bombed three farmers, at about 5.30
pm on Friday [November 29, 2013). The two
men and a woman were riding a horse cart
from their farm to their homes in Sharafa
village. The three farmers and their horses
were Killed immediately. The names of the
three farmers are Hashim Abakar Mohamed,
Mustafa Eisa, and Hanan Saleh Juma.

Your own refusal to condemn—regularly,
forcefully, and consequentially—such delib-
erate attacks on defenseless civilians brings
shame on our nation and makes it ever more
difficult to believe that our foreign policy is
guided by anything other than a ruthless Re-
alpolitik.

Sincerely,
ERIC REEVES,
Smith College,
Northampton, MA.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 3, 2013

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | was not
present during rollcall vote Nos. 612, 613 and
614, on December 2, 2013, due to a flight
delay. | would like the record to reflect how |
would have voted: On rollcall vote No. 612, |
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would have voted “yes.” On rollcall vote No.
613, | would have voted “yes.” On rollcall vote
No. 614, | would have voted “yes.”

———

RECOGNIZING UPPER DARBY HIGH
SCHOOL

HON. ROBERT A. BRADY

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 3, 2013

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to recognize Upper Darby High
School, the winner of Varsity Brands’ National
School Spirit Day. National School Spirit Day
is an annual celebration throughout the month
of October to recognize the impact that cheer-
leaders and dancers have in their local com-
munities—as mentors, community service
leaders, spirit raisers, and positive examples
to all.

In 2009, Varsity Brands began National
School Spirit Day as a way to spotlight the ef-
forts of cheerleaders and dancers throughout
the country who make a difference in their
schools and communities. Over the past five
years, cheerleaders and dancers have
pledged more than 500,000 community serv-
ice hours as part of National School Spirit
Day.

This year, the Upper Darby High School
Royals were selected as the national team
winner of the 2013 National School Spirit Day.
The Upper Darby Cheerleaders collected hats,
scarves, gloves, blankets, gift cards, and other
warm clothing items for women and children of
domestic violence and abuse throughout the
month of October. By the end of the month,
the cheer squad was able to turn over thou-
sands of items in support of victims of domes-
tic abuse.

In conjunction with National School Spirit
Day on October 11, 2013, Varsity Brands also
launched Cheer for a Healthier America. This
program aims to enlist high school student
cheerleaders, dancers, and athletes as stu-
dent ambassadors of their communities by
getting local elementary school kids more in-
volved in physical activities, and teach them
about making healthy lifestyle choices. Just
this summer, at over 1,000 Varsity camps
across America, over 400,000 enrolled camp-
ers learned about the program and are pre-
paring to initiate it this Fall, while students
from over 800 schools have signed up to par-
ticipate.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to please
join me in recognizing Upper Darby High
School and commending the work done by
youth across the country.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO

OF CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 3, 2013

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained and so | missed rollcall vote No.
612, regarding the “Space Launch Liability In-
demnification Extension Act” (H.R. 3547). Had
| been present, | would have voted “yes.”
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