July 23, 2014

there is no respect, dignity, or protocol
as relates to the commercial flights
and international airway.

That, first of all, for all countries,
must be abhorrent and outrageous. And
then, we must take knowledge of the
atrocious behavior of Russia. And it
should not be silenced; their behavior
is outrageous.

It is inappropriate because Mr. Putin
is a head of State. Bodies of another
sovereign nation lay in a field, many
sovereign nations. Mr. Putin did abso-
lutely nothing to avoid the desecration
and the insult and the indignities given
to those lost souls.

I am reminded of crashes over the
years when countries or airlines were
able to take the family members, with-
in days, to the site for prayer or ac-
knowledgment, giving them added
comfort.

So I think it is important to under-
stand, and I refer my colleagues to an
article, yes, in The Wall Street Jour-
nal, on why Putin is taking major risks
in Ukraine. He is still living in the
world of the Soviet Union.

But it is imperative to know that we
have something that we can offer, be-
sides a request of peace, reconciliation,
and international investigation unfet-
tered. We have something that we can
acknowledge.

Even the Transportation Secretary
indicated that energy resources, nat-
ural gas, oil and gas, natural gas, LNG,
are resources that we can utilize to
substitute for the despotic hold that he
has over Europe.

The Secretary of Transportation in-
dicated it is a creator of jobs. But we
need to start having Europe turn to the
United States to ensure the oppor-
tunity for freedom and ceasing this
atrocious hold on Europe.

Let me state, just for a moment, to
acknowledge a tragedy and the ter-
rorism of Boko Haram. I will go to the
Nigerian Embassy today, Madam
Speaker, to acknowledge that the girls
in captivity have been held for almost
100 days.

I will look to introduce legislation
that will use some of the seized Nige-
rian assets that have been seized
through criminal activity to establish
a real victims funded, even though I
congratulate President Jonathan for
creating one, but there has been no
money given to these victims.

And I will say that we need to watch
this place because Boko Haram has
now seized a whole town in the North-
ern State, the very State we were in
when we went to Nigeria and spoke to
the Governor. Now, a whole city, like
New York or Chicago or Houston, has
been seized.

We have elements that we can do
something about: Russia and its mis-
behavior, mistreatment of lost souls,
and the terrorists and terrorist activi-
ties of Boko Haram.

I implore my colleagues to work to-
gether to find a solution so that souls
may be buried in dignity and never
have this happen to them again and, as
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well, so that Boko Haram, is in es-
sence, brought to justice.

ANOTHER EXAMPLE OF AMERICAN
EXCEPTIONALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to
a truly extraordinary and exceptional
American, a man by the name of John
Kanzius, and to recognize a major mile-
stone in John’s dream to find a better
way to treat cancer: that is the com-
pletion of the Kanzius Cancer Research
Foundation’s mission.

When I first came to Washington, I
was absolutely amazed by the number
of academicians, researchers, thinkers,
and intellectuals that work and reside
in our Nation’s Capitol. You know, you
listen to these people and you say, my
goodness, we are so blessed, as a coun-
try, to have this great wealth of knowl-
edge and the sheer brain power, the
collection of brain power around here
is incredible.

Then you learn about something even
more incredible and even more remark-
able, and it happens right in your own
home district and in a town that you
represent. And you say, wait a minute.
In Erie, Pennsylvania, a guy named
John Kanzius recognized that there
had to be a better way to treat cancer.

Now, John is truly an inspiration,
not just to me and to his family, but to
the entire country and, especially, to
the cancer community.

Let me tell you a little bit about
John. John was born in Washington,
Pennsylvania, in 1944. John made a liv-
ing as a radio and TV engineer, and
was a onetime station owner.

When he retired, John and his wife,
Marianne, they had already completed
their successful professional life and
had raised two adult children. They
headed to Florida like a lot of Ameri-
cans do to enjoy their retirement. But
that is not what was in store for John.

In 2002, John was diagnosed with ter-
minal leukemia and had undergone
countless treatments of toxic chemo-
therapy. And this is the worst kind of
luck that put John on a new path, and
a miraculous path, because it gave
John the idea that maybe you could
use radio waves to kill cancer cells.

Now, while John didn’t have a med-
ical background, he did understand
radio waves. And when he was diag-
nosed with terminal leukemia in 2002,
his knowledge of the deficiencies in
modern cancer treatment became first-
hand.

But it wasn’t John’s sickness that
motivated him. It was the sad and
helpless eyes of all those children he
would see in the cancer ward when he
went in for his chemo and he would see
these kids sitting there, their hands
bandaged up, their frail bodies, know-
ing that they couldn’t go outside and
play the way other children did.
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He looked at that and said, there has
got to be a better way to treat this hor-
rible disease. And that is what moti-
vated him.

Now, I want you to think about
something, because John Kanzius—and
anybody who has been through this—
my own sister died of pancreatic can-
cer—as you go through that, as the per-
son, whether it happens to you or
somebody in your family, you start to
feel what they are going through.

John couldn’t sleep at night. And
rather than wake Marianne up, you
know what he decided to do?

One morning, at 2 a.m. he got up and
he went downstairs. So he grabbed
some copper wire, some boxes, some
antennas, and Marianne’s pie pans, and
he starts to build a machine.

This is just an average, everyday guy
who just got it. He understood that
technology. Now, he is weak and weary
from his own cancer, but John contin-
ued to work. By the spring of 2004,
John was feeling a little better and he
started to get the word out about his
discovery and he started to raise
money for more expansive research.

Could radio waves be the key to a
nontoxic, noninvasive way to treat-
ment?

If one could find a way to direct
metal to cancer cells, could radio
waves be the answer to the prayers of
countless people, young and old, suf-
fering health failure and an uncertain
future on account of this cancer?

Now, confronted with his own battle
and the suffering of so many young
people, John Kanzius’ can-do attitude
kicked in, and he set out to dem-
onstrate that radio waves, indeed,
could kill cancer cells without harming
any other tissue. No collateral damage.
And this endeavor became the mission
of the Kanzius Cancer Research Foun-
dation in Erie, Pennsylvania.

Now, in the midst of undergoing doz-
ens of rounds of toxic chemotherapy,
he encountered so many sick young
people facing a similar ordeal. The can-
cer and the chemo were stealing these
children’s health, and John was tor-
mented by the reality that was re-
flected in their faces. He just knew
that there had to be a better way, and
he went about it.

Last month, on June 30, the Kanzius
Cancer Research Foundation an-
nounced that the organization would
be closing its doors, after raising more
than $15 million in donations, a day
that John Kanzius had only dreamed
about.

And why?

Because the Kanzius research team is
now entering into the next phase by
submitting up an application to the
FDA to initiate human trials to test
the possibility of John’s vision of cur-
ing and treating cancer.

The Kanzius Foundation has funded
all the research necessary for the team
to demonstrate how the technology
works and begin the first phases of
these trials, which will target pan-
creatic and liver cancers, two of the
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particularly deadly forms of cancer. If
successful, the treatment will be a
game-changer for so many of these peo-
ple with these two types of cancer.

Now, while John is not around to see
the culmination of his life work be-
cause he passed away in 2009 at the age
of 64, I don’t only trust, I know that
John is seeing what is going on today.
And I am so happy to be here and be
able to talk about the Kanzius Re-
search Center.

Some of the people are in the gallery
actually: my good friend, Mark Neidig,
who is the executive director; board
president, Maryann Yochim; and D.C.
board member, Debra Thornton, to
name a few. Again, an exceptional
American.

——————

WINDS OF CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
today, Oregon begins a campaign that
may turn the corner, once and for all,
on our illogical, ill-advised approach to
marijuana.

We have reached a critical point,
where, over the last 40 years, a mis-
guided policy of prohibition has pat-
ently failed. It simply doesn’t work. It
criminalizes behavior that most Amer-
icans feel should be legal. It costs tax-
payers billions of dollars a year in the
futile enforcement of prohibition. It
feeds billions more into the coffers of
drug cartels, which destabilize Mexico
while they terrorize Central American
countries, sending tens of thousands of
children fleeing to our borders.

Imagine a situation so desperate that
a parent would send a child on a
treacherous journey, thousands of
miles away.

The current policy undermines the
credibility of government drug preven-
tion programs. How do we expect peo-
ple to respect an authority that pre-
tends marijuana is more dangerous
than methamphetamine or cocaine,
that cannot answer the simple ques-
tion: Has anybody ever died of a mari-
juana overdose?

Why respect an agency that wastes
time and money that should be spent
on drugs that are much more deadly
and addictive?

The winds of change are blowing
through the Capitol. We have seen, in
the recent weeks, we have had five con-
secutive victorious votes on the House
floor to have a more rational policy.

But the real leadership is at the
State level. Forcing the issue are 23
States and the District of Columbia,
where, now, over a million patients
have access to medical marijuana,
often in programs authorized by the
voters.

In 2012, voters in Colorado and Wash-
ington both legalized adult use and
have now started commercial markets,
in Washington State just this month.

The campaign in Oregon is going to
be key. It is a carefully-drawn statute
which will be considered by the voters.
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Now, make no mistake, the one-size-
fits-all prohibition fanatics will be out
in force, and we will hear about any
hiccups in the neighboring State of
Washington, largely blown out of pro-
portion.

But we are going to hear everybody
talk about their legitimate concern for
keeping marijuana out of the hands of
children. We all agree that young
brains should not be subjected to mari-
juana. But, frankly, this is one of the
biggest failures of our current program
of prohibition.

We have a huge underground, shadow
market. No one thinks that a 12-year
old has a harder time getting a joint
than a case of beer. Nobody checks ID.
No one has a license to lose.

The success in Oregon will usher in, I
think, a new era where the States have
the right to regulate marijuana, just
like alcohol. There will be more money
for things we care about, like edu-
cation, drug treatment, and drug en-
forcement, to keep and protect our
children.

The failure of the current Federal
prohibition is obvious. I am hopeful
that voters in Oregon can help usher in
this new era of regulation for adults
and protections for children.

I think it is going to be a fascinating
public policy debate.

————
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WATERS OF THE U.S.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, the Environmental
Protection Agency’s regulatory attack
on our economy and way of life in cen-
tral and northwestern Pennsylvania
has been growing for some time.

In recent months, the EPA moved
forward with an egregious power grab
to redefine the Agency’s jurisdiction
under the Clean Water Act through a
new proposed rule commonly known as
the Waters of the United States.

In Pennsylvania, agriculture is our
number one industry. As in other parts
of the country, our farmers and ranch-
ers know that clean air, clean water,
and being good stewards of the environ-
ment in which they live and work is of
fundamental importance to their liveli-
hoods.

Despite local prerogatives and suc-
cessful State and regional initiatives
to protect our natural resources, the
Federal Government, once again, has
chosen to undercut these efforts with
punitive Federal regulations.

In March, the EPA issued the Waters
of the U.S. proposal, explaining that
the rule expands neither Federal au-
thorities, nor the amount of water or
land under the Agency’s jurisdiction.

Well, the EPA has argued the action
is necessary to eliminate ambiguity
over which bodies of water are jurisdic-
tional under the law. Unfortunately,
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this is a far cry from the truth. In re-
ality, the EPA’s plan represents an un-
precedented expansion of Federal
power that will harm our economy and
erode the rights of both States and pri-
vate landowners.

Enacted in 1972, the Clean Water Act
was created as a partnership between
the States and the EPA in order to bet-
ter manage identified pollution sources
through a range of pollution control
programs, such as setting wastewater
standards.

The scope of the law is limited to
navigable waters, and for the first
time, it made it unlawful to discharge
any pollutants into these bodies, unless
a permit was obtained.

The law was never intended to im-
pinge upon States’ authority as the
primary managers of water resources
within their borders. The law was
never intended to regulate small, non-
contiguous bodies of water, such as
streams, ditches, ponds, and creek
beds, which would impose unnecessary
burdens on economic activity. Unfortu-
nately, that is exactly what the EPA
has proposed.

Despite Supreme Court rulings inter-
preting the regulatory scope of the
Clean Water Act more narrowly than
what the Federal Government has as-
serted, the EPA’s new rule moves in
the opposite direction.

In fact, essentially all waters in the
country under the EPA’s proposed rule
could potentially be subject to regula-
tion and permitting approval by the
Federal Government.

The Obama administration and the
EPA have argued the rule is intended
to eliminate ambiguity and offer great-
er protections for States, farmers, and
landowners when, in fact, it will create
new regulatory burdens, more ambi-
guity, and less certainty.

EPA Chief Gina McCarthy earlier
this month characterized the growing
opposition to the Waters of the U.S.
rule—which has come from both Re-
publicans and Democrats—as ‘‘ludi-
crous” and ‘‘silly”’ and recently sum-
marized the backlash as a ‘‘growing
list of misunderstandings.”’

Madam Speaker, it is no misunder-
standing. EPA’s new Waters of the U.S.
rule is a historic power grab that poses
a fundamental threat to our economy
and way of life in Pennsylvania and for
communities across the country.

Unfortunately, the only thing ludi-
crous is how the EPA continues to be-
lieve a punitive one-size-fits-all ap-
proach to environmental stewardship is
the only way forward.

———

RECOGNIZING BOY SCOUT TROOP
772

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to recognize an
outstanding group from my district,
Boy Scout Troop 772 of Fort Pierce,
Florida.
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