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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. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained and missed the first 
series of votes today. 

Had I been present, Mr. Speaker, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 
450, H.R. 1155, the National Association 
of Registered Agents and Brokers Re-
form Act of 2013. I would have voted 
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 451, H.R. 2747, 
Streamlining Claims Processing for 
Federal Contractor Employees Act. I 
would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 
452, S. 130, Powell Shooting Range 
Land Conveyance Act. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2775, NO SUBSIDIES WITH-
OUT VERIFICATION ACT 

Mr. BURGESS, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 113–206) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 339) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2775) to condition the pro-
vision of premium and cost-sharing 
subsidies under the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act upon a certifi-
cation that a program to verify house-
hold income and other qualifications 
for such subsidies is operational, and 
for other purposes, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
CERTAIN TERRORIST ATTACKS— 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 113–59) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROTHFUS) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of 
the United States; which was read and, 
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, referred to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. Consistent 
with this provision, I have sent to the 
Federal Register the enclosed notice, 
stating that the emergency declared in 
Proclamation 7463 with respect to the 
terrorist attacks on the United States 

of September 11, 2001, is to continue in 
effect for an additional year. 

The terrorist threat that led to the 
declaration on September 14, 2001, of a 
national emergency continues. For this 
reason, I have determined that it is 
necessary to continue in effect after 
September 14, 2013, the national emer-
gency with respect to the terrorist 
threat. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 10, 2013. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2109 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my 
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 2019. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

END SCHOOL VIOLENCE NOW 

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
just last week, the beginning of the 
school year, in Houston, Texas, we ex-
perienced an enormous tragedy in the 
loss of a young man due to school vio-
lence inside one of Houston’s Harris 
County high schools. 

I rise today to extend sympathy to 
the family of Joshua Broussard and his 
friends, teachers, parents, and adminis-
trators, for it is an unspeakable act to 
have an incident that causes children 
to fear the very place where they 
should be safe and secure. I and all of 
our elected officials and law enforce-
ment have already offered their com-
mitment and time to work with the 
young people to restore their faith in 
the sanctity and security of schools, 
but, more importantly, to speak to the 
issue of bullying, to speak to the issue 
of violence, and to work with the par-
ents to be able to say that violence in 
America’s schools must end. We must 
also end it in terms of knives and guns. 
Children must feel loved. 

And so to Spring ISD, we look for-
ward to coming to your school district 
and standing with the children to en-
sure that they know that there are 
those in the United States Congress 
like my good friend, Mr. HOYER, and 
others that have stood against school 
violence and will stand together to en-
sure that our children can learn and 
are safe. 

f 

SAFE CLIMATE CAUCUS 

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

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, 
the ‘‘Intergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change’’ report indicated that 
there are now dire new estimates for 

the rate of warming around the planet 
in the next century. The report rep-
resents the latest finding from the 
international scientific community 
that not only is the planet warming, 
but there is a 95 percent certainty that 
that warming is being caused by 
human activity. 

We’ve known for over 100 years how 
greenhouse gases work in the atmos-
phere to trap heat. It’s basic physics. 
We also know that atmospheric con-
centrations of heat-trapping gases have 
been rising, based on decades of direct 
measurements. As we directly track 
and measure the human activities that 
release heat-trapping gases, such as 
burning fossil fuels, we understand we 
are responsible. 

Unfortunately, there are some politi-
cians in this body that are content to 
ignore the overwhelming scientific 
consensus. That’s being done at the 
bidding of the oil and gas lobby. The 
House of Representatives has to listen 
to these experts and take action on cli-
mate change. 

f 

CONCERNS OVER FOREST FIRES IN 
THE WESTERN UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, as we come back after our Au-
gust district work period, there have 
been several major events that have 
happened and generally do happen in 
late summer in the western part of the 
United States. Those events generally 
revolve around forest fires. 

I’m joined on the floor tonight by a 
number of my colleagues from the 
western part of the United States in 
whose districts we’ve experienced some 
of these forest fires. But the reason we 
wanted to have this time, Mr. Speaker, 
is because this issue about forest man-
agement that I’m going to get into and 
my colleagues will be getting into has 
been building up for some time. 

I have the privilege to chair the 
House Natural Resources Committee. 
We have broad jurisdiction over all 
Federal lands, and that certainly in-
cludes our forested lands. And what I 
have observed in the time that I’ve had 
the privilege to be in this body is that 
our national forests are being badly 
mismanaged, particularly on Federal 
lands. They’re being badly mismanaged 
generally because of events and regula-
tions coming from the Federal Govern-
ment. We’ll talk about that a bit to-
night. But there is a solution to what 
we will be discussing tonight for the 
problems we’ve had in the western part 
of the United States with these forest 
fires—and that’s the Healthy Forest 
Act that we’ll have on the floor, hope-
fully, later on this month. 

As the chairman of the Natural Re-
sources Committee, I have always felt 
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that all Federal lands, unless otherwise 
designated, should be for multiple pur-
poses. That includes recreation, that 
includes commercial activity, and that 
includes whatever activity would be al-
lowed unless Congress otherwise des-
ignates. And those designations could 
be national parks, they could be wil-
derness areas, they could be national 
monuments. But unless Congress oth-
erwise designates, these areas should 
be for multiple purposes. In many re-
spects, that goes to the crux of the 
problem that we’ll be talking about to-
night: the high incidence of forest fires 
on our Federal lands. 

What we propose in the Healthy For-
est Act that I hope will be on the floor 
here later this month and has passed 
out of committee by a voice vote is 
that on Federal lands where there is 
multiple purpose, there should be tar-
get dates for harvesting timber. If one 
looks at timber like any other com-
mercial crop, the only difference is 
timber harvests happen in a longer pe-
riod of time—generally, 30 to 40 years. 
But you should still manage that crop. 
That means thinning and doing all the 
things you do with any other commer-
cial crop. This hasn’t been done. As a 
result, this has led to these cata-
strophic forest fires that we’ve had. 

I know there will be a chart on the 
floor later on that shows when you re-
duce harvests, the incidence of 
wildfires goes up dramatically. But it’s 
gotten to the point where it’s getting 
into the taxpayers’ pocket. It’s getting 
into the taxpayers’ pocket because 
when we were properly managing land 
some 30 years or more ago, for every 
dollar that the Federal Government 
spent on managing our forest lands, $2 
would come back in return, generally 
from the revenue that was realized be-
cause of harvesting. But now, Mr. 
Speaker, that ratio is exactly reversed. 
For every $2 spend, we only get $1 
back. 
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As a result, it is getting into the 
pocket of the taxpayer when we’re run-
ning these trillion-dollar deficits. 
Where we could have a positive cash 
flow, we don’t have a positive cash 
flow. 

So the response to that is to set tar-
get dates in various forests for how 
much timber should be harvested. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, this is not just on the 
Federal level where there would be a 
benefit. There is a benefit also to local 
communities within various counties 
that are heavily timbered on Federal 
forest lands. 

Back some 100 years ago, when we 
were looking at using these forests as 
national assets, there was a promise by 
the Federal Government to give local 
counties 25 percent of the revenue that 
they got for timber. This was their 
source of income, and it worked well 
for some 80 years. But because of the 
regulations that I mentioned in my 
brief opening remarks, and particu-
larly in the Northwest, and particu-

larly in Washington, Oregon, and in 
northern California, because of the En-
dangered Species Act—and specifically 
within the Endangered Species Act, the 
spotted owl—timber harvests have 
dropped off dramatically. That means 
these counties have lost their revenue. 
In fact, in Washington, Oregon, and 
California, in the last 20 years, timber 
harvest has fallen by 90 percent on Fed-
eral lands; and so, as a result, those 
counties that relied on the revenue 
from forest activity simply don’t have 
any other means of income. 

Unfortunately, that’s one of those 
issues that needs to be addressed. We 
do address that in the Healthy Forests 
Act by allowing counties to manage 
these Federal forests and get a return 
as they did—it started some 100 years 
ago—of 25 percent of the harvest. 

So these are issues that we will be 
discussing tonight, some in more de-
tail, how they affect individual dis-
tricts. And we hope to have this bill on 
the floor, as I mentioned, later on this 
month. It did pass out of committee, 
by the way, on a voice vote. I think 
that is significant. I think more and 
more people are understanding the 
need to properly manage our forests. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to recog-
nize first a gentleman whose district 
was heavily impacted. We all heard 
about the forest fires surrounding Yo-
semite National Park. So, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to yield back my time but rec-
ognize the gentleman from California 
(Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair-
man HASTINGS for organizing this dis-
cussion and for his work on H.R. 1526, 
the Restoring Healthy Forests for 
Healthy Communities Act. This act 
takes on a poignant and crucial impor-
tance to my district in the Sierra Ne-
vada Mountains of California where the 
Yosemite rim fire continues to burn 
through nearly 400 square miles of 
forestland. 

For years foresters have warned us 
that the excess timber will come out of 
the forest one way or another. It will 
either be carried out or it will be 
burned out, but it will come out. For 
generations we carried the excess tim-
ber out of our forests through sound 
forest management practices, leaving 
room for the remaining trees to grow 
healthy and strong. We had far less fre-
quent and less intense forest fires, 
healthy trees that were disease resist-
ant and pest resistant, and a healthier 
watershed as well as a thriving econ-
omy. 

But today, extremist environmental 
regulations have driven that harvest 
down by more than 80 percent in the 
Sierras in the past 30 years. We now 
consign the forests to a policy of be-
nign neglect. And rather than har-
vesting a small percentage of the trees 
to keep our forests healthy and fire re-
sistant, we are watching more than 400 
square miles of Sierra Nevada inciner-
ated. If we had just harvested a small 

fraction of those trees, it’s quite pos-
sible that we could have spared the Si-
erras from the conflagrations that are 
now feeding on excessive fuels. It is 
also likely we could have snuffed out 
those fires almost immediately after 
they started. 

A generation ago, small harvesting 
crews operated throughout the moun-
tains and they moved along well-main-
tained timber roads. When a fire first 
broke out, it took no time for a crew 
with a bulldozer to get to that fire and 
stop it before it got out of control. 
Today, those crews are gone, the roads 
are in disrepair, and so fires that a gen-
eration ago consumed just a few acres 
now consume hundreds of thousands of 
acres. 

The result of these misguided poli-
cies is now clear and undeniable: eco-
nomically devastated communities, 
closed timber mills, unemployed fami-
lies, overgrown forests, overdrawn wa-
tersheds, jeopardized transmission 
lines, rampant disease and pestilence, 
and increasingly intense and frequent 
forest fires. That is the story of the 
towns throughout the Sierra Nevada— 
once thriving and prosperous commu-
nities that have been devastated by 
these policies. This is not 
environmentalism. True environ-
mentalists recognize the damage done 
by overgrowth and overpopulation and 
they recognize the role of sound, sus-
tainable forest management practices 
in maintaining healthy forests. 

If there is any doubt of the connec-
tion between the reduction of timber 
harvesting and the increase in acreage 
incinerated by forest fires, I ask you to 
look at this chart. It shows the board 
feet of timber harvested from our pub-
lic lands since 1983 and the forest acre-
age destroyed by fire. There is nothing 
subtle about these numbers. As the 
timber harvest has declined, the acre-
age destroyed by fire has increased 
contemporaneously and proportionally. 
It is either carried out or burned out, 
and at the moment it’s being burned 
out. 

They say there isn’t enough money 
for forest thinning, And yet we used to 
have no problem keeping our forests 
thinned and healthy when we sold com-
mercially viable timber. The problem 
is that if they take place at all, timber 
harvests are restricted to small diame-
ter trees with no commercial value. I 
mean, can you imagine a fishery or a 
wildlife policy limited to taking only 
the smallest juveniles of the species? 
Thus, the U.S. Forest Service, which 
once produced revenues through timber 
sales, now consumes revenues, and 
even that isn’t enough to maintain the 
acreage the government owns and con-
trols. The mountain communities that 
once thrived economically are now eco-
nomically prostrate, with unemploy-
ment levels that rival those of Detroit. 

This act is long overdue. By stream-
lining regulations and refocusing the 
Forest Service’s mission on sound for-
est management practices, H.R. 1526 
will mean environmentally healthy 
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forests and economically healthier 
communities. 

Ironically, just 2 weeks before the 
Yosemite rim fire broke out, Congress-
man NUNES and I hosted a public meet-
ing on a proposal by the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service that would add more 
restrictions on nearly 2 million acres of 
the Sierras. Our expert witnesses 
warned urgently of the fire dangers 
these policies have created, yet these 
warnings were actually ridiculed by 
leftist newspapers like the Sacramento 
Bee. How sad. Two weeks later, the Yo-
semite rim fire was burning out of con-
trol. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the people 
of my district, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Washington for this im-
portant reform. I only wish it had come 
in time to prevent the environmental 
devastation we are now suffering this 
summer in the Sierras. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
f 

SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. BISHOP) is recognized for 48 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
am pleased to be able to control this 
next 48 minutes as we explain how sig-
nificant this Secure Rural Schools fix 
is and how important it is that we do 
something on a program that, quite 
frankly, is not sustainable. 

So at this time I would like to recog-
nize, if not the father, the godfather of 
Secure Rural Schools, the gentleman 
from Oregon. His State is impacted sig-
nificantly by this program. It is a sig-
nificant issue to the school kids of Or-
egon. Mr. WALDEN of Oregon is some-
one who has talked about this for 
many years and knows the significance 
and the importance of this particular 
issue. So I gladly yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon to explain his take 
on the Secure Rural Schools issue. 

Mr. WALDEN. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman from Utah, the chairman of the 
Forestry Subcommittee, a sub-
committee that a number of years ago 
I had the great privilege and honor to 
chair when we passed legislation, as 
we’re going to do in this House once 
again, to not only make America’s 
great forests healthy, but also then to 
stop the devastation that we heard 
from the gentleman from California. 
We have so much work to do to con-
tinue the legacy of real 
environmentalism, which is healthy 
forests and healthy communities. 

When President Theodore Roosevelt 
created the great forest reserves back 
in 1905, thereabouts, he said they have 
to be in partnership with the commu-
nities and the communities have to be 
supportive of this. The great purpose of 
this creation of forest reserves, in a 
speech he gave in your home State, as 
a matter of fact, in Utah, I believe, was 
wood for woodmaking, for home-

building, water for agriculture, which 
means the preservation of healthy for-
ests, in the real term preservation— 
which is what I want—not what we’re 
seeing in Yosemite National Park and 
the surrounding areas, the focus of 400 
square miles of devastation, not what 
we saw in Oregon this summer where 
the smoke was so thick in the Rogue 
Valley that they had to cancel per-
formances at the Shakespeare Theater. 
The restaurants literally shut down. 
The people had to wear masks. I called 
into the call center of one of the phone 
companies and the attendant there said 
to me, he said, It’s smoky in here in-
side the building. 

This is not what we want out of our 
forests. It’s not what our taxpayers 
want. It’s not what the schoolchildren 
want. Because, you see, we’ve lost the 
jobs; we’ve lost the revenue from the 
jobs. We’ve got sheriffs in counties in 
my district that now have maybe one 
deputy. We had situations of violence, 
911 calls. A woman was being attacked 
and basically told by the 911 folks, We 
don’t have anybody to send. Can you 
tell him to go away? 

You can’t make this stuff up. 
I thank Chairman HASTINGS, Chair-

man BISHOP, and others for bringing 
this bill forward. Let me tell you what 
it means in a State like mine. 

In 2012, the Oregon Department of 
Forestry, in collaboration with other 
State and Federal agencies, issued a re-
port to Oregon Governor John 
Kitzhaber stating that, over the 20- 
year period from 1980 to 2000, wildfires 
in eastern Oregon burned approxi-
mately 553,000 acres, with an average 
fire size of 26,000 acres. Over the last 10 
years, in that same area, it has burned 
1 million acres, averaging 93,000 acres 
in size. That means wildfires have tri-
pled in size in the last 30 years. Not all 
of those are in forests. Some of them 
are grasslands. But the point is it’s out 
of control and it’s very, very deadly 
and expensive. And it’s unacceptable. 

The Oregon Forest Resources Insti-
tute reported that, since 1990, the tim-
ber harvest from Federal forestlands in 
the great State of Oregon has dropped 
by more than 90 percent—90 percent re-
duction since 1990 in harvested timber 
off Federal lands. In fact, 60 percent of 
Oregon’s forestland is owned/con-
trolled—but not really managed—by 
the Federal Government. It now con-
tributes less than 12 percent of the 
State’s total timber harvest. Sixty per-
cent owned by and controlled by the 
Federal Government, 12 percent of tim-
ber harvest. 

What does that mean for timber de-
pendent communities? Counties that 
have like 50, 60, 70 percent Federal 
ownership, my friend who taught 
school knows you don’t have a tax 
base, and now you don’t have jobs be-
cause now you’re not doing harvest. 
You can’t turn and entice some big 
company to come in. This is a forested, 
rural area, a long way from freeways in 
most cases but not all. 

So what does that mean? Nine out of 
20 counties I represent face double- 

digit unemployment today. Sixteen of 
the 20 counties I represent have more 
than 14 percent of their populations 
living in poverty in America. 

Here’s a chart that shows what’s hap-
pening. It shows mill closures in Or-
egon over the last 30 years. We’ve lost 
three-fourths of our mills and 30,000 
mill jobs. Just recently, we lost an-
other in. One Josephine County, the 
Rough & Ready mill closed after nearly 
100 years. The owners were ready to in-
vest $2 million in upgrades, and they 
said, We can’t count on a timber supply 
off the Federal ground that surrounds 
them. There went 87 jobs. 

I want to show you another picture. I 
have used it before over the years. It is 
indicative of what happens in a fire. 
This is Kaleb and Ashley after the 
Egley fire, which burned 140,000 acres 
in Harney County, 2007. It just shows 
the devastation, these young children 
out there. 

And what does it mean for our kids? 
The chairman asked about that. The 
Oregon Department of Education says 
60 percent of the schoolchildren in the 
county where this fire occurred are eli-
gible for free and reduced lunch. 
There’s poverty all over the West, and 
there’s a way to end that and produce 
jobs and revenue and have healthy for-
ests rather than what we see today. 

The chairman’s bill would require 
foresters to look at the sustainable 
yield a forest could produce and then 
only seek to harvest half of that, of the 
sustainable yield, and only on land 
that is suitable for timber harvest. It 
says, if you’re going to appeal a plan, 
you had to at least be involved in the 
process. We put that in the Healthy 
Forests Restoration Act that passed 
this body overwhelmingly and I think 
passed the Senate—huge support— 
signed by then-President Bush into 
law. It had great effect, but limited in 
terms of what we need to do. But it had 
that provision in there. It strikes a bal-
ance. You need to participate in the 
process in order to have a right to ap-
peal. 
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It includes a 1-year bridge payment. 
This gets your schools issue for the 
counties who currently have lost or 
will lose their funding for emergency 
services, for roads, and for schools in 
the Secure Rural Schools side. This is 
a bridge to put people back to work in 
the woods when coupled with active 
management. This is balance—this is 
balance. 

The bill also has an Oregon-specific 
provision. Not everything I would nec-
essarily do if I could write it on my 
own, but do you know what? You don’t 
get that process here. We’ve put to-
gether a good plan with Representa-
tives DEFAZIO and SCHRADER. We’ve 
worked through our differences. We 
forged a balanced plan that would cre-
ate thousands of new jobs. Creators 
saved up to 3,000 jobs in Oregon in 
these very unique lands called the O&C 
Lands. It ensures the health of these 
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