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lawsuits. H.R. 9 causes fees, and fees on
defending infringement would be lev-
eled not on the guys who have com-
mitted the crime. We are actually lev-
eling fees on the people who are trying
to enforce their rights. We are asking
people to pay more money in order to
enforce their rights.

It destroys, for example, the treble
damage awards. Now, what does that
mean? If you are a little guy, to get a
lawyer to help you, that lawyer has to
know he is going to make a profit when
getting involved in a suit against a big
corporation. Today, they have what
they call triple damages. If the cor-
poration knows that it is infringing on
the little guy, there are triple dam-
ages. They are trying to get rid of
those triple damages and say, ‘‘No,
only actual damages.”’

What does that mean? The little guy
can never afford to hire a lawyer. The
lawyers won’t get involved. You can
see these big corporations, they cer-
tainly have all of the legal help they
need. Basically, that provision alone
neuters the leverage that a small in-
ventor has to get some legal help in his
battle to defend his or her own prop-
erty rights.

This bill, by the way, fails to iden-
tify—and it even sometimes protects—
lawyers who are operating on bad faith
with frivolous lawsuits, as compared to
trying to help—let’s deter frivolous
lawsuits, but let’s not do it by elimi-
nating the rights of people who have le-
gitimate claims against big corpora-
tions.

There is another bill now emerging.
In the House, it is H.R. 9. It is a dis-
aster. We need to make sure people
know that the American people have
been tipped off and that we are not
going to let this happen by the major,
huge corporations like Google, which is
one of the main groups behind this try-
ing to rip off these little guys. We are
not going to allow that to happen, and
they are not going to rip us off either.

This has been recognized in the Sen-
ate. Like I said, it was stopped the last
time, so there is a bill in the Senate, S.
632. Senator COONS has put this bill in.
This bill reasserts the condition of
willful infringement. Basically, it rein-
forces the idea that, if a company is
willfully infringing, this is something
that someone needs to be paid for and
compensated for because someone in-
tentionally stepped on his rights. It
gives the PTO the discretion to award
damages in these cases when you see
that a big company has willfully said,
We will ignore the fact that we know
this group invented it. Ignore that.
Just go ahead, and if they try to sue
us, we will step on them, or we will get
the rules of the game changed in Con-
gress so that they don’t have a chance
to sue us.

S. 632, the Coons bill in the Senate,
specifically allows higher education
and smaller entities to be identified as
legitimate owners. Thus, we are pro-
tecting the actual little guys and their
educational institutions. What we also
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have in the Senate bill is something
that identifies bad faith in these de-
mand letters. There are frivolous law-
suits. It actually gives strength and
power to thwart these frivolous law-
suits without damaging the rights of
the small inventor and the traditional
rights of the American people.

We are up against a major fight, but
here we have a good piece of legislation
in the Senate, in the Coons bill, S. 632,
and in a crony capitalism bill, H.R. 9,
here in the House. The American peo-
ple have to at times get involved or
things will go haywire in our country.
We don’t have the rights and privileges
that every American enjoys simply be-
cause they are in the Constitution.
Over the years, the American people
have stepped up when they have seen
that their rights were being trampled
upon.

The big guys were always around,
trying to steal from the little guys, but
as we saw in the case of Philo
Farnsworth, we have a commitment to
America’s little guys. As for the men
and women who maybe are not rich but
who have a creative genius that will
uplift all of us, we have made a com-
mitment to them. H.R. 9 breaks that
commitment and destroys their ability
to actually benefit from their own cre-
ative genius.

I would ask my colleagues to spend
time reading H.R. 9 and consider the
straw man argument—the trolls. Get
beyond the slogan, and see what effect
it will have, and ask small inventors—
independent inventors—and educators
what impact the changes in H.R. 9 will
have. Once the legislators here in the
House do, and once they understand
the damage that this will do to the
American people and how the little guy
is going to be stepped upon, they will
vote against it, but they have to have
their attention drawn to this.

People are busy here in Washington.
The biggest problem is getting the at-
tention of our colleagues to pay atten-
tion to a bill like H.R. 9. That is part
of what the citizenry has to do if our
process is going to work. They need to
be talking to their Congressmen. They
need to be talking to their Senators.
Whether you are an educator and you
deal with patents of your educational
institution or whether you are an inde-
pendent inventor and have an idea that
will make Americans more productive
and more competitive or make our
country safer, you are the treasure
house of this country, and they are try-
ing to destroy that treasure right now.

I call on my colleagues to join me in
opposition to H.R. 9 and to work with
the Senate to try to have the Senate
bill intertwined and to come to a com-
promise so we can have a positive bill
here in the House and so we can move
forward in a positive way to make sure
that Americans remain prosperous,
that Americans remain secure, and
that Americans remain free. That is
what our Constitution was all about.
That is what Thomas Jefferson was all
about, and that is what Benjamin
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Franklin was all about. That is what
we are supposed to be all about.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

IN MEMORY OF FIREFIGHTER
DANIEL CORRIGAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the memory of local
Santa Barbara, California, firefighter
Daniel Corrigan.

Dan was born and raised in Hayward,
California, where he played football
and attended Moreau Catholic High
School. Dan earned his degree in me-
chanical engineering from Cal Poly Po-
mona, and he began his firefighting ca-
reer with the Fresno Fire Department
in 2007. In 2013, Dan joined the Santa
Barbara City Fire Department, where
he made a tremendous impact not only
on his colleagues but on the entire
community.

Throughout his career, Dan was rec-
ognized by his colleagues for his hard
work ethic, his considerable intel-
ligence, and enjoyable sense of humor.

That is why we were all so deeply
saddened by the unexpected news when
Dan passed away 2 weeks ago. He was
just 35. His loss came much too early
for a beloved hero who devoted so much
of himself to serve his community.

Dan is survived by his pregnant
fiancée, Sarah; by his son, Jack; by his
sisters Debbie and Rosanne; and by his
parents, John and Anne.

Our thoughts and prayers are with
them all at this sad time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————

WOMEN’S AND THE VIRGIN
ISLANDS HISTORY MONTH

(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, every
year during the month of March, we
celebrate the contributions to events
in history and modern society by
women. We call it Women’s History
Month, but in my district, in the U.S.
Virgin Islands, the month of March is
also commemorated as Virgin Islands
History Month.

So, in keeping with both customs, I
would like to take the time to recog-
nize a few Virgin Islanders who have
broken the glass ceiling for women in
the upper echelons of law in the terri-
tory and, indeed, in the United States,
and who inspired generations of young
women to do the same:

The Honorable Eileen Ramona Peter-
son, who became the first female judge
in the U.S. Virgin Islands in 1971; the
Honorable J’ada Finch-Sheen, who
later became the first female sworn in
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as attorney general of the Virgin Is-
lands; and the Honorable Wilma Lewis,
who, among a long list of noteworthy
accomplishments, was the first African
American woman to serve as inspector
general to the U.S. Department of the
Interior and, later, as the U.S. attorney
for the District of Columbia. Judge
Lewis currently serves as the chief
judge of the District Court of the Vir-
gin Islands.

Our fight for law and justice and
equality comes from our history, and
that fight has often been led by women,
women such as Queen Mary Thomas,
who, along with three other women, led
a revolt in the streets of St. Croix to
protest unfair labor wages and deplor-
able working conditions in 1878.

Mr. Speaker, I want to recognize
these women because their work and
their contributions have allowed many
Virgin Islands women to ascend
through the glass ceiling. Their con-
tributions made it possible for a young
girl from the Virgin Islands—myself—
to become a New York assistant dis-
trict attorney, to be at the Justice De-
partment and to later serve as the
fifth-elected Delegate to Congress from
the U.S. Virgin Islands.

To that end, Mr. Speaker, it troubles
me to see the political gamesmanship
that is delaying the confirmation of
Loretta Lynch as the next Attorney
General of the United States. By all ac-
counts, she is highly qualified and re-
garded, and would make a great Attor-
ney General. I am urging my col-
leagues in the Senate Chamber to bring
Ms. Lynch’s confirmation to a vote.
Place your objections on the record.

————
0 1330

NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, the
story out in a number of media, like
this from Breitbart, ‘‘First Details of
Iran Deal: Allows 6,000 Centrifuges,
Rolls Back the U.N. Arms Embargo.”
That story talks about in order to en-
tice Iran to cut back to 6,000 or 6,500
centrifuges, elements of the U.N. arms
embargo against Iran could be rolled
back.

I think it is important to recall, it
hasn’t been that long ago that a prin-
cipal cornerstone of the discussions be-
tween the Obama administration and
the—I have to be careful the words I
use here on the House floor—America-
killing Iran administration was going
to require them to dismantle their ef-
forts toward nuclear production, and
now they are floating a draft that is
going to allow them to have thousands
of centrifuges.

Now, I have been advised by people at
the TAEA in Vienna that, actually, if
they just have 3,000 centrifuges, with
all of the uranium that has been en-
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riched to 5 percent, they only need
3,000 to take it up to 90 percent. Once
you are at 5 percent, it seems like it
would be a long way to get to 90, but
actually it is just a matter of weeks.

You could do it easily in a facility
that would be easy to hide, because you
could take those 3,000 in a facility 30
meters by 70 meters and you could en-
rich from 5 to 90 percent at weapons
grade uranium, have the nukes that at
least at one time Ayatollah Khamenei
has indicated—I understand still be-
lieves—that they can hasten the return
of the 12th imam, the Mahdi, to rule
over this world caliphate, and they can
do so because they believe the proph-
ecy is that he will arise—the 12th
imam, as the Mahdi, the head of the ca-
liphate, this world caliphate, he will
arise out of chaos, and they believe
that could be nuclear chaos.

So, in effect, if this administration
agrees to allow even 1,500 centrifuges
to continue to spin in Iran, he is has-
tening the demise of millions of people,
ultimately. A new Holocaust. Now, it is
one thing when leaders in the United
States could say, ‘‘Gee, we didn’t know
that millions of Jews were being killed
by Hitler; gee, we just didn’t know,”
but there came a point where it became
very clear, and Hitler and his subordi-
nates really tried to hide what they
were doing.

Iran has made no bones about what
they want to do. They want to wipe
Israel off the map. First of all, they are
never going to eliminate all of the
Jews in the world; it will not happen.
As God is my witness, that will not
happen. What will happen, as anybody,
including this administration, if they
are intent on going there, to allow Iran
to continue to move toward nuclear
weapons under this so-called nuclear
agreement, they move there, it will
cause judgment to come down on our
country for allowing something so hor-
rific to become possible when we had
the means to stop it.

This is no time for anyone who is a
civilized individual, who believes in the
rights of men, the rights of women, the
rights of children, to be cutting a deal
with these cutthroats in Iran. Nobody
seems to want to talk about it, but
Iran has drug this thing out for over a
year.

Perhaps Valerie Jarrett was working
a deal even longer than that. There
were reports that she was negotiating
with them early on, trying to see if
something could be done. Whether that
is true or not, clearly what Iran has
done is drug out the talks, continued
to increase the number of centrifuges
it has spinning, continued to move to-
ward the ability to have a tremendous
amount of 5 percent enrichment so
that it very quickly can move to 90
percent and develop the nukes.

They would likely develop a number
of them at the same time, not just do
one. They would do a number and then
spread them out so that, once they
move into nuclear mode, they have sev-
eral. You try to take them out at that
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point; you are going to find one or
more of them in cities that you care
about. So we should never allow that
to even become possible.

When I see this deal, I see all these
articles about it, then I see this article
““Obama Planning Drastic Shake-Up in
Policy Toward Israel.” So because the
people of Israel, in their election, made
clear, “We would prefer not to be wiped
out by Iran, and we can tell that the
deal that the Obama administration is
cutting is bad for Israel and puts us at
extreme risk,” they gave more seats
than were expected to the Likud Party,
Netanyahu’s party.

What is the response of the Obama
administration after they threw every-
thing they possibly could, threw tem-
per tantrums about Prime Minister
Netanyahu speaking from right here
just to tell us his perspective on the
Iranian deal because his country is
most at risk? Those that refused to un-
derstand—it isn’t just Israel at risk—
may pay at the cost of thousands or
millions of lives. These people have no
respect for the lives of people who are
not radical Islamists, as they are.

So you might think: Oh, gee, maybe
the Obama administration learned a
lesson; let’s don’t try to interfere in
the election process in a foreign coun-
try. It does make you wonder, you
know, there were all those rumors
about since the Obama money was
never audited in his original campaign
in 2008 and there were massive numbers
of $50 contributions with credit cards,
where did those come from? Were any
of those foreign?

We have seen allegations about
money coming in to Hillary Clinton’s
campaign from foreigners. We know in
Bill Clinton’s campaign they got
caught redhanded with money from
monks that was given to Vice Presi-
dent Al Gore, but, you know, foreigners
are not supposed to be able to influence
our elections. It appears that poten-
tially they have.

If that were true—don’t know for cer-
tain because there wasn’t an audit
done, but maybe that would help ex-
plain why this administration is so
quick to get involved in the election
process in Israel to try to destroy
Netanyahu, who was more concerned
with the preservation of the nation of
Israel than he was in getting another
Nobel Peace Prize for this administra-
tion.

But this,
Batley says:

The White House on Wednesday suggested
it could reverse its decades-old policy of
using its veto in the United Nations Security
Council to protect Israel. It could refuse to
veto resolutions related to the Palestinians
or introduce a measure of its own, The Wall
Street Journal reported.

The U.S. could also lend its support to a
two-state solution based on Israel’s 1967 bor-
ders, a senior White House official told The
New York Times: ‘“We’re currently evalu-
ating our approach,” State Department
spokeswoman Jen Psaki said, according to
the Journal. ‘“We’re not going to prejudge
what we would do if there was a U.N. ac-
tion.”

dated today, by Melanie
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