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This bill will encourage States and
schools to take small but meaningful
steps to protect schoolchildren from
anaphylaxis, a severe and potentially
fatal allergic reaction that can be trig-
gered by a food allergy, or even an in-
sect sting. According to Food Allergy
Research and Education, one in 13 chil-
dren has a food allergy—roughly two in
every classroom.

The bipartisan bill I introduced with
Congressman HOYER—and I want to
thank Congressman HOYER profusely
today. His staff and my staff worked
diligently on this bill to bring it to the
floor. This bill provides a preference
for asthma-related grants to States
that adopt laws to permit properly
trained school personnel to administer
epinephrine to a student reasonably be-
lieved to have an anaphylactic reac-
tion. To obtain preference, schools
would have to maintain a supply of epi-
nephrine and ensure trained personnel
are present to administer.

This legislation has been scored by
the Congressional Budget Office at no
cost to the taxpayer. Our bill simply
builds on an existing preference system
signed into law in 2004 that helped
make student self-administration of
epinephrine a reality in 49 States.

Anaphylaxis, however, is not always
predictable. An individual—adult or
child—could have a severe allergic re-
action even with no prior history of a
food allergy, and I've seen this many
times in my practice. Because anaphy-
laxis can cause deaths in just minutes,
it is essential that epinephrine, the
best treatment for anaphylaxis, be
readily available for treatment. In
most States, however, schools are not
required to keep epinephrine stocked
in case of emergencies. The result is
needless tragedies, like that of
Amarria Johnson.

Amarria was a T-year-old girl—the
same age of my granddaughter—who
lived in Chesterfield County, Virginia.
On January 2, 2012, she died from car-
diac arrest and anaphylaxis as a result
of eating a peanut. I had an oppor-
tunity to meet Amarria’s mother,
Laura Pendleton, at a briefing that Mr.
HoYER and I hosted on our bill. Her
story is absolutely heartbreaking.

As a father and a grandfather, I can’t
begin to imagine what she had to go
through. In response to her death, the
Virginia Legislature passed what has
become known as ‘“‘Amarria’s law,”
which required public schools in the
State to keep epinephrine on hand. But
while 28 States have laws allowing
schools to stock epinephrine, the
States requiring the same remain in
the minority.

A set of two epinephrine autoinjec-
tors costs about $150 and are good for a
year. With new competition in the
marketplace to produce what are com-
monly known as EpiPens, I'm con-
fident the price will come down even
further. The training required to use
an EpiPen is minimal. School per-
sonnel could be trained by an EMT or
a school nurse in a brief session. The
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autoinjectors themselves are safe and
very easy to use. The needle is covered
by a protective sheath and only comes
out when the EpiPen is pressed against
the leg.

To make sure that teachers and
other adults working at the school
don’t have to worry about a lawsuit for
doing the right thing, our bill requires,
as a condition of receiving preference
for asthma-related grants, that the
State attorney general reviews existing
civil liability protection laws and cer-
tifies that they provide adequate pro-
tection to the trained school personnel.

I thank the minority whip, Mr.
HOYER, who worked tirelessly on this,
for being an outstanding partner in
this process. His story with his grand-
daughter is a compelling one. This has
become a bipartisan process every step
of the way.

I would also like to thank Chairman
UPTON and Mr. WAXMAN and his staff
for helping advance this proposal. My
hope is that this bill gives the States a
little encouragement to ensure that
what happened to Amarria doesn’t ever
happen to another child.

I thank Mr. BUTTERFIELD, and I
thank Dr. BURGESS for allowing me to
be here this evening, and I encourage
my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1
don’t have any other speakers, and
with that I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, as a
physician, a parent and grandparent, I
share the same fears that we have
heard discussed this evening. I am wor-
ried that schools may not be prepared
to act quickly in an emergency. I am
pleased to support this legislation. I
urge everyone on the floor to vote in
favor of H.R. 2094.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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, H.R. 2094.

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.

———

COLLECTIBLE COIN PROTECTION
ACT

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2754) to amend the Hobby Protec-
tion Act to make unlawful the provi-
sion of assistance or support in viola-
tion of that Act, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2754

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 ‘‘Collectible

Coin Protection Act’.
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SEC. 2. PROVISION OF ASSISTANCE OR SUPPORT.

The Hobby Protection Act (15 U.S.C. 2101 et
seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 2—

(A) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘¢, or the
sale in commerce’” after ‘‘distribution in
commerce’’;

(B) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e) and inserting after subsection (c)
the following:

“(d) PROVISION OF ASSISTANCE OR SUP-
PORT.—It shall be a violation of subsection
(a) or (b) for a person to provide substantial
assistance or support to any manufacturer,
importer, or seller if that person knows or
should have known that the manufacturer,
importer, or seller is engaged in any act or
practice that violates subsection (a) or (b).”;
and

(C) in subsection (e) (as so redesignated),
by striking ‘“‘and (b)”’ and inserting ‘‘(b), and
(@

(2) in section 3—

(A) by striking “‘If any person’ and insert-
ing ‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—If any person’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘or has an agent’ and in-
serting ‘‘, has an agent, transacts business,
or wherever venue is proper under section
1391 of title 28, United States Code’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

““(b) TRADEMARK VIOLATIONS.—If the viola-
tion of section 2 (a) or (b) or a rule under sec-
tion 2(c) also involves unauthorized use of
registered trademarks belonging to a collect-
ibles certification service, the owner of such
trademarks shall have, in addition to the
remedies provided in subsection (a), all
rights provided under sections 34, 35, and 36
of the Trademark Act of 1946 (15 U.S.C. 1116,
1117, and 1118) for violations of such Act.”’;
and

(3) in section 7, by adding at the end the
following:

‘“(8) The term ‘collectibles certification
service’ means a person recognized by collec-
tors for providing independent certification
that collectible items are genuine.

“(9) The term ‘Trademark Act of 1946
means the Act entitled ‘An Act to provide
for the registration and protection of trade-
marks used in commerce, to carry out the
provisions of certain international conven-
tions, and for other purposes’, approved July
5, 1946 (15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. 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 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, H.R. 2754, the Collect-
ible Coin Protection Act, is a simple
bill with a simple purpose: to equip
honest merchants and collectors as
well as the Federal Government with
the tools needed to fight a new wave of
counterfeit coins and currency.

In recent years, the United States
Government has taken extraordinary
steps to make it difficult to counterfeit
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U.S. currency. Think how the $20 bill
and other denominations have been re-
designed over the last decade. As new
bills become more difficult to counter-
feit, some criminals have turned to
counterfeiting rare specimens of older
currency, which have none of the secu-
rity features that we now recognize.
Others have invested in counterfeiting
rare coins. Some people have gone to
great lengths to create realistic fakes—
using modern design software and 3-D
laser printers to make extremely close
replicas, and even purchasing the old
equipment used by the mint to strike
the original coins.

As you might have guessed, most of
the counterfeits are coming from
China—where else?

The criminals have also cleverly
taken advantage of the certification
system used by collectors to assure au-
thenticity, and they’ve turned it on its
head.

Grading services, also called collect-
ibles certification services, evaluate
the authenticity and condition of a
rare coin and then put it into a special
holder called a slab, encapsulating it
together with a description of the coin
and its condition. The slab is designed
to protect the coin, but it also protects
the integrity of the grading. If the slab
is tampered with, the grading is voided.

Some counterfeiters have now real-
ized they can counterfeit the slab and
the certificate as well. This has the ad-
vantage of making it harder to exam-
ine the coin since dealers are reluctant
to break open the slab to examine the
coin more closely unless they are abso-
lutely certain that it is a fake.

O 2015

H.R. 2754, the Collectible Coin Pro-
tection Act, amends the Hobby Protec-
tion Act to deal with these new prob-
lems. Under existing law, it is unlawful
to make in the United States or to im-
port into the United States an imita-
tion coin or other numismatic item un-
less it is plainly and permanently
marked with the word ‘‘copy.”

The Federal Trade Commission has
the authority to enforce the Act, and
there is also a provision allowing pri-
vate individuals to enjoin violations or
to recover damages for violations that
affect them.

H.R. 2754 extends the current law in
three ways. It makes it unlawful to
sell, as well as manufacture or import,
the counterfeit coin that is not marked
with the word ‘“‘copy.”

Second, the bill makes it unlawful to
provide substantial support or assist-
ance to a manufacturer, importer or
seller if the person providing assistance
knows or should have known that the
manufacturer, importer or seller is en-
gaged in any act or practice that vio-
lates the Hobby Protection Act.

Third, the bill provides additional
remedies for violations that involve
unauthorized use of registered trade-
marks belonging to a grading service.
The additional remedies are the same
that are usually provided for under the
Trademark Act.
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Mr. Speaker, this bill has no cost to
the taxpayer. It should deter some of
the counterfeiting practices that are
now rampant in the marketplace and
provide additional tools to deal with
unrepentant dealers who go ahead with
their schemes to defraud consumers.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight in support
of H.R. 2754, the Collectible Coin Pro-
tection Act. I introduced this bill with
the bipartisan support of Energy and
Commerce full committee Ranking
Member Mr. HENRY WAXMAN and Com-
merce, Manufacturing and Trade Sub-
committee Chairman Mr. LEE TERRY,
as well as three other colleagues, be-
cause the manufacture and sale of
counterfeit coins is rapidly increasing
across the country.

Manufacturing and selling imitation
coins is a little-known black market
industry here in the United States.
With the invention of 3-D printers,
anyone with a computer can now cre-
ate a fake coin with relative ease that,
for all intents and purposes, appears
genuine in size and in color and in
weight.

Unloading these imitation coins off
on unsuspecting collectors has become
big business and cuts to the very core
of our ability to control and regulate
the currency. By the time the collector
realizes that he has been scammed, it
is absolutely too late.

Current law, Mr. Speaker, makes it
illegal to manufacture or import imita-
tion coins meant for sale unless that
coin is plainly and permanently
marked with the word ‘‘copy.” Mr.
BURGESS made reference to that a mo-
ment ago.

My bill would extend current law and
make it illegal to sell an imitation
coin that is not conspicuously marked
with the word ‘‘copy.”

My bill would also make it unlawful
for an individual to provide substantial
support or assistance to anyone who
manufactures or imports or sells coun-
terfeit imitation coins in violation of
the law.

And this bill would also extend trade-
mark infringement protections avail-
able under the Trademark Act of 1946
for unauthorized use of a registered
trademark in connection with an un-
lawful sale or other violation involving
an imitation coin.

Mr. Speaker, my constituents in
North Carolina and Americans across
the country deserve to have the peace
of mind to know that they will receive
what they believe they are purchasing.

Individuals who sell fake products
have a real and significant impact on
our economy. The manufacture and
sale of counterfeit imitation currency
cannot be permitted to continue.

I'm confident my bill will provide
greater protection for our Nation’s cur-
rency and for those who collect it.
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And so I thank Mr. BURGESS, and I
thank all of my colleagues. I ask my
colleagues to support this piece of leg-
islation and vote ‘‘aye.”

Again, I ask my colleagues to look at
this and work with us, and let’s get it
passed and let’s stop this black market
that’s emerging in our country.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘aye’” on H.R.
2754.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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, H.R. 2754.

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.

REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONAL
WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM PRO-
GRAMS

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1300) to amend the Fish and Wild-
life Act of 1956 to reauthorize the vol-
unteer programs and community part-
nerships for the benefit of national
wildlife refuges, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1300

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

SECTION 1. REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONAL
WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM VOLUN-

TEER, COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP,
AND EDUCATION PROGRAMS.

Section 7(g) of the Fish and Wildlife Act of
1956 (16 U.S.C. 742f(g)) is amended by striking
“2011 through 2014 and inserting ‘2015
through 2017”°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include any ex-
traneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RUNYAN. I yield myself as much
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the legislation that I have, H.R. 1300,
which would reauthorize the volunteer
programs and community partnerships
at National Wildlife Refuges from FY15
to FY17.

Volunteers are the backbone of our
National Wildlife Refuge system. In
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