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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. FARENTHOLD).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 9, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable BLAKE
FARENTHOLD to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m.

———————

THE TRUTH IS WHAT CAN SAVE
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am on the
House floor today to express my
thanks to Senator RAND PAUL for his
11-hour filibuster of the PATRIOT Act
reauthorization on May 31.

I voted against the USA FREEDOM
Act, which would have reauthorized
the PATRIOT Act, because the NSA
spying program allows for the Federal
Government to gather bulk private

data on law-abiding American citizens,
a clear violation of the Fourth Amend-
ment.

I also commend Senator PAUL for his
courageous statement a couple of
weeks ago. He said: “ISIS exists and
grew stronger because the hawks in our
party gave arms indiscriminately, and
most of those arms were snatched by
ISIS. They’—the hawks in our party—
‘“‘created these people.”

Unfortunately, Louisiana’s Governor,
Bobby Jindal, criticized my friend Sen-
ator PAUL by saying he is ‘‘unsuited to
be Commander in Chief.”” It is obvious
Governor Jindal does not know about
the manipulation of intelligence that
led us into the Iraq war.

In a 2006 article for Time magazine,
Lieutenant General Greg Newbold,
whom I met with shortly after he
wrote the article, stated: ‘‘From 2000
until 2002, I was a Marine Corps Lieu-
tenant General and Director of Oper-
ations for the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
After 9/11, I was a witness and, there-
fore, a party to the actions that led us
to the invasion of Iraq, an unnecessary
war. Inside the military family, I made
no secret of my view that the zealots’
rationale for war made no sense.”

Later in the article, Lieutenant Gen-
eral Newbold states: ‘“The distortion of
intelligence in the buildup to the war
led us to the unnecessary war in Iraq.”

The distortion of intelligence, Mr.
Speaker, is what led us to that war in
Iraq.

Last month, when Governor Jeb Bush
justified his brother’s war in Iraq, my
friend Colonel Lawrence Wilkerson,
who was chief of staff to former Sec-
retary of State Colin Powell, appeared
on MSNBC’s ‘“The Ed Show,” where
Wilkerson said: ‘“The intelligence was
fixed, and everyone should know that
by now. It was a failure of the intel-
ligence agencies, but it was also a fail-
ure of the political people who manipu-
lated the intelligence failure to their
own benefit. It destroyed the balance of

power in the Gulf and produced what
we have today: the chaos we have
today; al Qaeda in Irag—never there
until we invaded; ISIS—never there
until we invaded; the mess we have in
Yemen. Everything that’s happening in
the Middle East today can be attrib-
uted to our having destroyed the bal-
ance of power that we had carefully
maintained for half a century with the
invasion in 2003. It was a disaster.”

Thank you, Lawrence Wilkerson, for
telling the truth.

Like Colonel Wilkerson said, every-
one knows the intelligence was manip-
ulated to trick the American people
and the Congress into thinking the
Iraq war was necessary. In fact, it was
not, and it created the vacuum of
power that exists today and that ISIS
takes advantage of.

Also, I would like to say, Mr. Speak-
er, as I have a poster here of the Air
Force removing an American hero from
the plane in a flag-draped coffin: be-
cause of that unnecessary war in Iraq,
we lost over 4,000 Americans; because
of that unnecessary war in Iraq, we had
over 30,000 wounded.

So in closing, Mr. Speaker, I would
first like to thank our men and women
in uniform, their families, and the fam-
ilies who gave a child dying for free-
dom in Afghanistan and Iraq.

I also would like to say: Thank you,
Senator PAUL, for standing up for the
truth. The truth is what can save
America. Thank you, Senator PAUL.

————————

REMEMBERING JOHN NASH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, on May 23, 2015, the world lost
one of the brightest mathematicians of
the 20th century. John Nash, Jr., and
his wife, Alicia, were tragically killed
in a car accident, and I offer my sin-
cerest condolences to their family.
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John Nash, Jr., was born in Bluefield,
West Virginia, on June 13, 1928. At a
young age, he displayed immense intel-
ligence and an affinity for mathe-
matics. Many may know Dr. Nash’s
story from the movie, ‘““A Beautiful
Mind,”” where he was portrayed by
actor Russell Crowe, but many are un-
aware of the groundbreaking impacts
he had in the field of mathematics and
economics.

In 1994, Dr. Nash shared a Nobel Prize
in economics for his work on game the-
ory. Dr. Nash’s work developed the
concept of an equilibrium in non-
cooperative games that has come to be
known as the Nash equilibrium. Today,
economics students across the world
are familiar with Dr. Nash’s contribu-
tions to the field of economics, study-
ing the Nash equilibrium and game
theory exclusively.

He revolutionized economics, and his
work will have lasting impacts in busi-
ness, sports, politics, and is even appli-
cable to nuclear deterrence theories.
Dr. Nash’s work in pure mathematics
is just as important and revolutionary
as his work on game theory.

Dr. John Nash was not only a genius,
he was also an advocate for those suf-
fering from mental health issues. As
many who have seen the film know, Dr.
Nash suffered from mental illness. He
used his struggles as a way to help oth-
ers with mental health problems, be-
coming a staunch supporter for aware-
ness and outreach for those with men-
tal health issues.

Dr. Nash’s advocacy work and bril-
liance will be missed by so many. This
Saturday would have been John Nash’s
87th birthday. Dr. Nash was clearly
taken from us too soon, but his work
and his advocacy will live on. The best
way we can honor his legacy is to con-
tinue his fight for treatment, for edu-
cation, and for dignity for those facing
mental health issues and their fami-
lies.

———

OPPOSING THE AMERICAN
INNOVATION ACT

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

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
today I would like to alert my col-
leagues, Democrats and Republicans,
and I would like to alert the American
people that there is a monstrous piece
of legislation that will do great dam-
age to our country and to the welfare
of the American people making its way
through the Judiciary Committee.

In fact, the Judiciary Committee will
have a markup this Thursday of what
is called the American Innovation Act,
H.R. 9. This, in reality, is the anti-in-
novation act. It is one of the most
egregious examples of crony capitalism
that I have witnessed in this body as I
have been here for the last 26 years.

This legislation uses a legitimate
problem, which is frivolous lawsuits,
and then portends to solve that prob-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

lem by dramatically restricting the
right of all Americans to sue in order
to address those who have violated
their rights in the name of usurping
those who have been called patent
trolls. A patent troll is someone who
has purchased the right for a patent
from an inventor and now has that
property right himself. In the name of
restricting those patent trolls from en-
forcing the right that they have bought
from the inventor, they are dramati-
cally restricting those people, both the
inventors and anyone else who owns
these intellectual property rights
known as patents.

Early provisions of this bill, and al-
most every provision of this bill, make
it more difficult for the inventor to
protect himself against the theft of
huge corporations. And there you go;
huge, multinational corporations are
seeking to destroy America’s patent
system.

I have been fighting this for 25 years.
They have been fighting it because
they want to take the property of
American inventors, and they don’t
want to pay for it—surprise, surprise.
So they passed legislation in the name
of stopping frivolous lawsuits that pre-
vent people with legitimate lawsuits
from actually obtaining the justice
they deserve. This will undercut Amer-
ican innovation. It will destroy the in-
dividual inventors.

Almost every American university
now has come out opposed to this be-
cause they have found that the result
of this bill, by restricting the people’s
right to actually defend their own in-
tellectual property rights, will under-
mine the value—dramatically decrease
the value—of patents, which will mean
people won’t invest in patents, which
means the universities now have less
resources. Who will benefit? Large cor-
porations, multinational corporations
with no loyalty to the United States
will then have the power to take from
our inventors their inventions.

This is a game changer for American
innovation. It is the anti-innovation
act. I ask my colleagues to please pay
attention to H.R. 9. Don’t let them
push this over. Don’t let this crony
capitalism being done using a decoy,
meaning the patent trolls, get away
from the fact that they are actually
trying to destroy the system for legiti-
mate inventors.

As I say, I have been fighting this for
25 years. We have seen this in many
forms. The last time, the decoy was
submarine patentors. This time it is
patent trolls.

The fact is that none of this is an ex-
cuse to dramatically decrease the abil-
ity of our inventors to own what the
Constitution gives them: a 15- to 17-
year period where they own what they
invented; thus, they can make a profit
from it. This would have destroyed all
of the young inventors that made such
a difference in the American way of
life.

We will not be prosperous and we will
not be secure unless the American peo-
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ple have the right to the own their in-
tellectual property, unless the inven-
tors that are the basis of many of our
new industries know that they will
control their patent and that some big
corporation won’t just come along and
steal it.

This goes so far as to limit and to say
that, for example, one of the provisions
in the bill, if an inventor sues a major
company that has stolen his or her pat-
ent, well, not only now will the inven-
tor be liable for the costs of the litiga-
tion, but anybody who has invested in
his patent will then be liable for those
court costs. Who the heck will ever in-
vest in an inventor when he is up
against a megacorporation? No, we
should not be permitting the theft of
the intellectual property rights of our
inventors.

I would ask my colleagues to pay at-
tention to H.R. 9. I would ask the
American people to get ahold of your
Congressman and make sure he under-
stands how heinous this bill is that has
already, as I say, been opposed by
every major university in this country
and, of course, every group of inventors
in this country.

If it was the Innovation Act, as the
title would suggest, why would the in-
ventors be against it?

I would ask my colleagues to join me
in opposing H.R. 9 as it is marked up in
the Judiciary Committee this coming
Thursday.

———
FREE TRADE IN AMERICA

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

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I am a big proponent and sup-
porter of free trade. I think the Amer-
ican workforce is so productive. I think
that American businesses and our in-
dustries are so productive and so inno-
vative that we can compete in the glob-
al markets. I am confident that our in-
novation and that our workforce can
compete and we can win, when given an
opportunity, again, to compete in glob-
al markets.

At home, the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce has determined that the State of
Louisiana is the top export State in
the United States. In fact, one out of
every five jobs in our State is tied back
to our waterways, and that is because
we are home to 5 of the top 15 ports in
the United States.
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We have an awful lot to export at
home. We have a huge petrochemical
industry, one of the largest ones in the
United States. Large agriculture—in
fact, over half the grains from the Mid-
west from American farms come down
through our port system and are then
exported around the country, around
the world.

We are home to all six class I rail
lines, only one of two places in the
United States that actually has all six
class I rail lines in our State.
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