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Cup dynasty; but thanks to the leader-
ship of owner, Rocky Wirtz, and an
amazing team put together by Stan
Bowman and led by Coach Q, the
Hawks won their third Stanley Cup in
6 years.

The core of Toews, Keith, Kane,
Hossa, Seabrook, Hjalmarsson, and
Sharp have been there for all three.
This year, Duncan Keith was awarded
the Conn Smythe MVP trophy, but this
was truly a team effort.

Chicagoland thanks everyone in the
organization for once again making us
proud and bringing the Stanley Cup
back to Chicago.

I can’t wait for the parade. I can’t
wait to see the Stanley Cup again.

——

CONGRESS AND AMERICA OPPOSE
FAST TRACK

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, this
afternoon, House Republican Ileaders
used a trick to pass a new rule to
revote the job-outsourcing, unfair,
fast-track Trans-Pacific Partnership
trade deal. They buried the revote in
the intelligence authorization.

Well, the Republican leadership
wants to buy itself another month to
make deals, trading favors and funding
pet projects in this district or that dis-
trict, in exchange for a vote against
the best interests of the American peo-
ple, jobs in America with good wages.

Imagine Congress fast-tracking a bill
to repair our roads, bridges, and har-
bors all across this country. Imagine a
bill to be fast-tracked to renew the
powers of the Export-Import Bank that
actually increases exports and jobs in
this country.

Instead, fast track is being rammed
through Congress with House Repub-
lican leaders bending the rules and
breaking regular order. Intelligence
authorization bills should not be an-
other name for secret fast-track life
support.

No more delays. It is overtime for
Congress to move on from fast track to
a real fair trade deal that creates jobs
and good wages in America for a
change.

———
A TALE OF TWO ECONOMIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TIPTON) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. TIPTON. Madam Speaker, across
our country, we are seeing a tale of two
economies, to where there are pockets
of prosperity, but unfortunately,
through many of our rural commu-
nities, we continue to see challenges.

For the first time since we have been
keeping records, we are seeing more
small businesses shut down than there
are now business startups. Businesses
across this country are suffering under
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the burden of $2 trillion—S$2 trillion—in
regulatory costs.

Why is this important? It is because
we are seeing now the cost of a loaf of
bread, the clothes that we buy for our
children to be able to go back to
school, and that gallon of milk costs
more via taxation by regulation that is
impacting our ability to create jobs.

When we move into my district in
Colorado, composed of rural commu-
nities, 29 counties of Colorado’s 64,
54,000 miles of the State of Colorado,
many of our counties are still suffering
in double-digit unemployment when it
comes down to the real number.

Two counties that I would like to be
able to address specifically this
evening are being specifically chal-
lenged, Moffat County and Rio Blanco
County, on the west slope of Colorado,
one of the most beautiful places that
anyone can visit.

Residing there and creating jobs is
something called the Colowyo Mine, a
coal mine. We encourage people to be
able to come and see a coal mine with
good technology, providing affordable
electricity, providing jobs, and pro-
viding also clear blue skies with that
technology. Those are currently being
challenged.

There was a court ruling recently
that came out, one that was in re-
sponse to a suit that was brought by an
extreme environmental group that
challenged the 2007 issuance of the Of-
fice of Surface Mining permit for the
Colowyo Mine to be able to operate.

That is challenging now 200 jobs be-
cause the court has ruled that a new
NEPA process, a supplemental process,
must be performed within 120 days, an
extremely short period of time.

Those 200 families, 200 families that
are relying on that job to be able to
provide for their children, to be able to
support that community, are now feel-
ing threatened by policies not only in
terms of the NEPA process, but now by
the ruling of the Court as well in re-
sponse to a suit filed by this extreme
environmental group.

Here is the real challenge that we
face. We need the Secretary of the In-
terior to respond. These families’ jobs
cannot wait. Being able to put food on
the table for their children cannot wait
for this process to be able to play out.

We encourage the Secretary to de-
ploy all necessary resources to be able
to respond to that emergency NEPA
process, to be able to get it done in
that 120-day period of time, or to be
able to also look at the propriety of
challenging that ruling by going in and
filing an appeal.

Are jobs and the economy important?
They certainly are in my district.
Those families that are relying on
good-paying coal jobs, families that
love where they live, love their envi-
ronment, and support their community
are now seeing their livelihoods, their
future being challenged.

We encourage the Secretary, on be-
half of American families, families in
my district that are struggling to be
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able to succeed or to just be able to
provide for themselves, to be able to
respond in a timely manner, to be able
to address this so that we can secure
those jobs and secure affordable elec-
tricity as well.

Coal is often maligned, but we see
that it can be done right—Craig, Colo-
rado, blue skies and a coal-fired power
plant. There is an opportunity for us to
be able to create a win-win.

If you care about senior citizens that
are on fixed incomes, if you care about
young families right now that are
struggling to be able to pay the bills
and to be able to provide for their
young children, we are seeing that tax-
ation via regulation coming out of pol-
icy.

I think it is very important that we
preserve the jobs. Let’s work with all
of the above. That has been embraced
in my district. We have seen the oppor-
tunity to be able to create hydro-
electric power, wind, solar, geothermal,
also to responsibly develop oil, gas, oil
shale, and coal.

Right now, the problem for the peo-
ple in the Third District, specifically in
Rio Blanco and Moffat Counties, is ur-
gent. They are families that I have
talked to. I have looked in their eyes.
They will do it responsibly. They want
to be able to do it well, not only for the
community, but for their families as
well.

It is very important that we are also
mindful that those jobs impact others.
These are the families that support the
local grocery store, the local hardware
store; these are the families that pro-
vide for the health of that community.

Madam Speaker, we would call upon
the Secretary of the Interior to re-
spond to American families whose jobs
are currently being threatened, deploy
the necessary resources to be able to
carry out that supplemental NEPA, get
the job done in time to protect those
jobs.

If that isn’t possible, then go ahead
and explore that proprietary notion of
filing an appeal, to make sure that we
get a stay and keep those jobs moving,
because the message that my folks out
of Craig, out of Rio Blanco County
want to be able to communicate is
their bills won’t stop. Their children’s
needs will not be met unless we see a
response out of the Department of the
Interior to be able to stand up for good-
paying coal jobs in western Colorado.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

ALZHEIMER’S AND BRAIN
AWARENESS MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker,
for the next hour, we will be talking
about an issue that really confronts
every American family, an issue that
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has brought devastation, fear, and sad-
ness to virtually every family in this
Nation.

We are going to talk about dementia
and Alzheimer’s. We are going to talk
about the way in which it literally
tears families apart as their loved one’s
mind, recollections, and ability to han-
dle their own affairs seems to dissipate.
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This is an issue that currently con-
fronts around 5 million Americans and
their families. This is an issue that will
grow exponentially over the next 25 to
30 years to the point where maybe 16
million American families are going to
be affected by it.

It is also an issue that we can deal
with. It is an issue that we can see the
cost. Let me put up this chart here,
and we will talk about the cost of Alz-
heimer’s quickly.

It is a crisis that is growing rapidly,
and it is resulting in extraordinary
cost increases. If you look at 2015, on
Medicare and Medicaid programs, the
Federal Government will spend $153 bil-
lion on Alzheimer’s. In 2020, it will
grow to $182 billion. And then it is an-
ticipated—as one of our colleagues
spoke during a l-minute speech—that
by 20560, it will grow to over $1 trillion.
This is an issue for the Federal Govern-
ment. It is an issue for every family.

Let me put up another little chart
here that really displays what an in-
vestment by the American people can
do. If you take a look at the reasons
why people die most commonly in the
United States—breast cancer, prostate
cancer, heart disease, stroke, HIV—you
will notice that in every one of these,
we have seen a decline in the mortality
from these illnesses.

Breast cancer declining just margin-
ally. Prostate cancer, a significant de-
cline of around 11 percent. Heart dis-
ease declined by 14 percent; stroke by
21; and HIV, while still prevalent and
still common, the death rate is down
by more than 50 percent.

This one over here is Alzheimer’s dis-
ease; a 71 percent increase in the num-
ber of deaths due to Alzheimer’s.

My mother-in-law is in this statistic.
She spent the last 2 years of her life
living with my wife, Patty, and I in our
home. We cared for her at night. We,
fortunately, were able to have someone
come in to help us during the day. And
that is really the story of most Alz-
heimer’s now. You are either in a nurs-
ing home or you are cared for in the
home.

So among those 5 million out there,
there are families, like mine, that are
caring as best they can in a very dif-
ficult situation. Ours, fortunately, was
not so difficult. But, nonetheless, after
two-plus years, my mother-in-law did
die.

So what can we do about it?

I want to put up one more chart here,
and then I want to turn to my col-
leagues. If you will remember on that
chart I just put up, death rates are de-
clining for cancer. There is a reason.
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And the reason is the annual expendi-
ture for cancer research has been just
under $5.5 billion for the last few years.
For HIV/AIDS, nearly $3 billion of re-
search annually. Cardiovascular, heart
disease, over $2 billion.

Alzheimer’s, while the death rate
climbs, we are spending just over $566
million—not billion, million. So we
shouldn’t be surprised when we see
this: declines in the cancer rates,
deaths from cancer, stroke, heart dis-
ease, HIV. And then Alzheimer’s.

Mr. Speaker, $1 trillion will be spent
in just 256 years on dealing with Alz-
heimer’s, and some 16 million Ameri-
cans will have that illness.

Now there is good news. The good
news just happened today, and I want
to commend my Republican colleague
ToM COLE from OKklahoma, chairman of
the Appropriations Health and Human
Services Subcommittee, who moved to
increase Alzheimer’s research from $566
million to almost $900 million.

Go for it, ToM. You are the chairman
of that subcommittee, and you are
doing the right thing. You are doing
the right thing by 5 million Americans
who suffer from Alzheimer’s today, and
you are doing the right thing for their
families.

And I think House has the oppor-
tunity also to stand with ToM COLE and
to do the right thing by Americans,
and that is, increase this research
funding.

There are breakthroughs that are
coming. If you read the articles, if you
read the scientific journals, we are
coming to an understanding of this
very, very difficult disease for which
there is no early detection, for which
there is no cure, and for which there is
only one exit, and that is death. So we
can deal with this.

The 535 of us, the Representatives of
those 5 million Americans with Alz-
heimer’s and their families, we can do
something. We can increase the fund-
ing for research.

Tonight I am joined by several of my
colleagues.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS) who
carried legislation on this for years.
She has been the co-chair of the Alz-
heimer’s Caucus. If she will join us and
share with us her work and what is
happening from her perspective.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Thank you so very much.

Madam Speaker, I would like to
thank my friend and colleague from
California, Congressman JOHN
GARAMENDI, for yielding, and I com-
mend him for organizing this Special
Order on Alzheimer’s disease in honor
of the month of June, which is Alz-
heimer’s and Brain Awareness Month.

As the co-chair of the Congressional
Task Force on Alzheimer’s Disease, I
know how devastating this disease can
be for our patients, families, and care-
givers. I am proud to lead the task
force along with my co-chairs, Con-
gressman CHRIS SMITH, Congressman
MICHAEL BURGESS, and Congressman
CHAKA FATTAH.
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Alzheimer’s is a tragic disease which
has no effective treatment, no means of
prevention, and no method for slowing
progression of the disease. According
to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, 5 million Americans were
living with Alzheimer’s disease in 2013.
This number is expected to almost tri-
ple to 14 million by the year 2050.

The bipartisan supported National
Plan to Address Alzheimer’s Disease
calls for a cure or an effective treat-
ment for Alzheimer’s by the year 2025.
Reaching this goal will require a sig-
nificant increase in Federal funding for
Alzheimer’s research.

I, therefore, introduced H.R. 237, a bi-
partisan resolution which calls for a
significant increase in Alzheimer’s re-
search funding and declares that
achieving the primary goal of the na-
tional plan—to prevent and effectively
treat Alzheimer’s by 2025—is an urgent
national priority. A similar resolution
was introduced in the Senate by Sen-
ator SUSAN COLLINS of Maine.

I also circulated a letter to the House
Appropriations Labor, Health and
Human Services, Education, and Re-
lated Agencies Subcommittee request-
ing robust funding for Alzheimer’s re-
search at the National Institutes of
Health in the coming fiscal year. The
letter was signed by a bipartisan group
of 63 Members of Congress. I was
pleased to learn that the subcommittee
recently proposed a $300 million in-
crease for Alzheimer’s research.

As we pursue the goals of a cure for
Alzheimer’s, we must also do every-
thing we can to assist the patients,
families, and caregivers who are living
with Alzheimer’s every day. That is
why I am introducing Alzheimer’s Ac-
tion Now, a set of bills that together
will help Alzheimer’s patients and
their families; promote public aware-
ness; and encourage voluntary con-
tributions to research efforts. The var-
ious bills in the Alzheimer’s Action
Now address different challenges pre-
sented by Alzheimer’s disease.

The Alzheimer’s Caregiver Support
Act authorizes grants to public and
nonprofit organizations to expand
training and support services for fami-
lies and caregivers of Alzheimer’s pa-
tients. With the majority of Alz-
heimer’s patients living at home, under
the care of family and friends, it is im-
portant that we ensure these care-
givers have access to the training and
resources they need to provide effec-
tive, compassionate care.

The Missing Alzheimer’s Disease Pa-
tient Alert Program Reauthorization
Act reauthorizes a Department of Jus-
tice program. It helps local commu-
nities and law enforcement officials
quickly identify persons with Alz-
heimer’s disease who wander away
from their homes and reunite them
with their families. This program saves
law enforcement officials valuable time
and allows them to focus on other secu-
rity concerns. It also reduces injuries
and deaths among Alzheimer’s pa-
tients, and it brings peace of mind to
their families.
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Finally, the Alzheimer’s Disease
Semipostal Stamp Act requires the
U.S. Postal Service to issue and sell a
semipostal stamp, with the proceeds
helping to fund Alzheimer’s research at
NIH. This bill will raise public aware-
ness and encourage concerned individ-
uals to get involved and to make vol-
untary contributions to Alzheimer’s re-
search efforts. The bill is modeled on
the popular and successful Breast Can-
cer Research semipostal stamp.

Our Nation is at a crucial and crit-
ical crossroads. The situation requires
decisive action to search for a cure and
protect the millions of Americans cur-
rently living with Alzheimer’s disease.
Together, we must take every possible
action to improve treatments for Alz-
heimer’s patients, support caregivers,
raise public awareness, and invest in
research to find a cure for this dreadful
disease.

Once again, I can’t say enough to
thank JOHN GARAMENDI, my colleague
from California, with whom I have
worked for many, many years, for,
again, organizing yet another night’s
Special Order to bring attention to Alz-
heimer’s disease.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tlewoman from California who has been
a leader in this disease and dealing
with the problems of it for many, many
years. And your work Ms. WATERS is
paying off. The work that you have
done organizing us, Members of Con-
gress, to petition the subcommittee
paid off—a 50 percent increase, a 50 per-
cent increase, and I think it has got a
good chance of staying in. This is real-
ly really good news and the rest of the
legislation piece by piece we are going
to get at this.

I would like now to turn the time
over to our colleague from New York
BRIAN HIGGINS. We have spoken on this
issue before. Mr. HIGGINS, thank you so
very much. If you will share your
thoughts with us on this disease and
what we might do to deal with it.

Mr. HIGGINS. I thank the gentleman
from California and thank you for your
leadership on this and so many issues
that are of critical importance to our
Nation and our future.

June is Alzheimer’s Brain and Aware-
ness month. It is the sixth-leading
cause of death in this country. Over 5.3
million Americans are afflicted with
Alzheimer’s. By 2050, this number is ex-
pected to increase to 16 million. In my
western New York community alone,
55,000 people have Alzheimer’s or re-
lated dementia, and 165,000 people in
our community are impacted directly
or indirectly. Alzheimer’s will cost the
Nation $226 billion this year. By the
year 2050, these costs will rise to as
high as $1.1 trillion. Last year, Con-
gress passed a law, the Alzheimer’s Ac-
countability Act, which created a by-
pass budget for Alzheimer’s research.
This will allow the National Institutes
of Health to prepare a budget that will
reach the estimated goal of funding ef-
fective prevention and treatment for
Alzheimer’s by 2025.
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This year, I introduced with my col-
leagues ROSA DELAURO and PETER KING
the Accelerating Biomedical Research
Act. Over the next 6 years, our legisla-
tion would provide an additional $50
billion in funding to the National Insti-
tutes of Health above what is currently
budgeted. We also established the
House NIH Caucus to rally Members to
develop a plan to increase the pur-
chasing power of NIH.

O 1830

Mr. Speaker, Congress should also
pass the HOPE for Alzheimer’s Act, the
Advancing Research for Neurological
Diseases Act.

Mr. GARAMENDI, again, thank you for
your leadership. We obviously, as a
Congress, have a long way to go. The
origins of Alzheimer’s disease are un-
known, but its ends are absolutely cer-
tain, and it ends in losing your cog-
nitive ability, your dignity, and then it
takes your life. It is time that Con-
gress, in a bipartisan effort, provide ro-
bust funding to Alzheimer’s research to
end this terrible, terrible disease for
future generations.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. HIGGINS,
thank you so very much. Your points
are absolutely on target.

This little chart here points out
much of what you and Ms. WATERS
were talking about, and that is the ex-
traordinary expense. This is 2015. And
we expect to spend $153 billion of Fed-
eral tax money, Medicare and Med-
icaid, on treating Alzheimer’s. Way
over, that little tiny purple spot, is the
$5666 million of research. It would be a
little bigger if we were able to get that
300, but it is still going to pale in com-
parison to this. This is 261 times more
money spent on treatment, which ulti-
mately just enables the passage of time
and leads to death because there is no
effective treatment today. That is
what we are spending on caring for peo-
ple.

That number down there, and the ef-
forts and the bills that have been intro-
duced and the Alzheimer’s Foundation
and others that are working on this
have an opportunity to change this en-
tire dynamic around because we can
find the solution to this.

I would like now to turn to my col-
league, as part of what we often do
here, we call it the ‘“East-West Show,”’
my colleague from the great State of
New York, PAUL TONKO.

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive GARAMENDI, for bringing us to-
gether in this very Special Order as we
discuss the impact of Alzheimer’s upon
the quality of life not only of the indi-
vidual living with the disease, but on
family members and loved ones that
surround that individual. So much of
the work that we do in this House, so
much of the work done on the Hill here
in Washington, needs to be guided by
the moral compass.

Our budget priorities should reflect
who we are as a people and the compas-
sion that is required as we see these
numbers continually grow—balloon—in
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terms of an impact on the budget. And
that should challenge us to do all that
we can to be not only compassionate,
but to be effective when it comes to the
fiscal impact of what is happening to
far too many families across this coun-
try.

It is a known fact now that Alz-
heimer’s is the most expensive disease
in America. That should strike home.
That should call upon our hearts and
our minds to respond with dignity and
with effectiveness to the given issue at
hand. Our efforts for Alzheimer’s need
to be enhanced. There is no mistaking
it. This is the most expensive disease
in America. It is impacting the budget
here in Washington. Our national num-
bers are a challenge, and we need to ad-
dress the budget not only in sound
strategy for the present moment, but
with preventative elements brought to
bear.

So when we look at the most recent
data—and those data are very telling—
for 2014, the calendar year of 2014, the
numbers are there, and it will remind
us that $214 billion was the need, the
drawdown, for speaking to Alzheimer’s,
responding to the Alzheimer’s situa-
tion. That is a large number that is
only projected to grow exponentially.
As more and more baby boomers as-
cend the age ladder, climb that ladder,
we should only anticipate that doing
what we are doing is not going to be
enough, that research needs to take
hold here.

We have the intellectual capacity as
a nation. We have resources at our fin-
gertips, and the priority here for pro-
viding the preventative elements of re-
search are important. The President
has offered an initiative with the study
of the mind, the brain, that can provide
several opportunities. It can release
the information, the documentation,
that is required to move forward to
find a cure for this ever-growing dis-
ease.

Look at the stats. Representative
GARAMENDI, when we look at the re-
search moneys, for every $100 invested
in those individuals and families that
are impacted by Alzheimer’s, 25 cents
is spent on research—for every $100, 25
cents. That is a very minute amount of
investment, investment that has an an-
ticipated lucrative return, paying divi-
dends for all of us to address a cure, a
hope for individuals. This country re-
quires our government to respond in
full fashion so that public-private part-
nerships in research institutes like the
NIH, the National Institutes of Health,
are funded appropriately. Accordingly,
with the data that have been assem-
bled, knowing what needs to be done,
we should go forward with those ef-
forts.

Now, I am reminded, Representative
GARAMENDI, routinely by families—and
many women will draw that perspec-
tive for me, that of those who are liv-
ing with Alzheimer’s in this country,
two-thirds—two-thirds—of the individ-
uals living with Alzheimer’s, or 3.2 mil-
lion people, are women. This disease is
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impacting women in a disproportionate
measure.

It is extracting from us all sorts of
voluntary efforts that are required.
Volunteers are responding as unpaid
caregivers. We know the stats. The
data are compelling: 15.5 million volun-
teers, caregivers, providing unpaid
services, unpaid care, equaling 17.7 bil-
lion hours. These are staggering num-
bers, 15.5 million providing 17.7 billion.
That amasses to $220.2 billion in terms
of services provided, unpaid services
provided.

So it is not only costing the Federal
Government money, projected to bal-
loon heavily, but it is also extracting
$220 billion worth of unpaid services
that are provided to individuals by
loved ones, by those concerned in their
community, for the struggles that
these individuals and their family
members are facing. So this behooves
us to do much better than we are
doing.

We are a compassionate society. We
are unique. We have opportunities ga-
lore. I know what can happen. I have
talked to our team in my district. Beth
and the team from Alzheimer’s Asso-
ciation of Northeast New York, they
have done a tremendous job. I see what
they do for respite care and what they
are doing for services with the Alz-
heimer’s Cafe, where people gather and
cluster. They are given music therapy.
There is an enhanced quality of life. It
is with dignity that we respond. But
more needs to be done, and there has to
be that element that is provided out
there that is speaking to prevention,
that is speaking to a cure.

So, Representative GARAMENDI, there
is much to be done.

I was lead Democrat on the Alz-
heimer’s Accountability Act, which re-
sponded to the planning requirements
that were earlier set up statutorily in
this country. That act, the Alzheimer’s
Accountability Act, that passed suc-
cessfully in both Houses and was signed
into law by the President, requires
that a professional judgment budget be
put together. As was stated earlier on
the floor, until 2025, there needs to be
this commitment made for research for
Alzheimer’s and related diseases.

But we furthered the quality of that
legislation, of that statute, by requir-
ing professionals to project the num-
bers that are needed. That is a very im-
portant element. Clinicians and profes-
sionals in the medical community will
tell us, they will advise what that
number ought to be. That is speaking
with integrity, with the veracity that
is required, with the dignity, and with
the compassion that is so much re-
quired for the Alzheimer’s community.

So again, I thank you, Representa-
tive GARAMENDI, for having that heart,
for leading us in this Special Order so
as to comprehend what we need to do
here, to move that moral compass, to
be there for those individuals, to be
there for those unpaid caregivers, and
to be there for the research commu-
nity, but most importantly, to be there
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for the soul that is struggling with Alz-
heimer’s or dementia-related diseases.
We are at our best when we connect
emotionally so that we can put to-
gether the programmatic response and
the intellectual response that enable us
to provide that light at the end of the
tunnel which is so important and so
meaningful to the families that endure.

I thank you, Representative
GARAMENDI.
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. ToNKO, for

more than 4 years now, you and I have
stood on the floor on Special Order
hour to talk about Make It In America,
about the manufacturing system and
about the jobs that we need to build,
transportation infrastructure, and
your passion for those subjects was so
obvious. Your passion and your deter-
mination to deal with Alzheimer’s and
to find a cure, to find an understanding
of what it is and how it affects the
brain, and then also to reach out to the
families that are caring for their loved
ones really exceeds and mirrors the
passion that you have for the working
men and women of this Nation. I thank
you.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank
the Alzheimer’s Association. They or-
ganized a lobbying group through here
very recently. They were wearing their
purple ribbons, and they brought to us
the stories, the individual stories that
were of their families. I know that as I
talked to my colleagues here on the
floor and over in the Senate, I get the
same thing from them: Yes, my moth-
er, my aunt, my sister, my brother,
they too have suffered from Alz-
heimer’s, and they recently died, or
they are in very serious condition.

So we find this illness touching every
family. I have yet to find a family that
I have talked to about Alzheimer’s that
didn’t nod their head in understanding:
Yes, we know what it is.

What Americans don’t know is the
information that you and my col-
leagues, MAXINE WATERS and BRIAN
HIGGINS, brought to the floor today,
and that is the facts, not only the im-
pact that Alzheimer’s has on the Fed-
eral budget—Medicare and Medicaid—
the impact that it has on family budg-
ets, on insurance, private insurance,
but the impact that it has on families.
You have made that clear.

I think that the work that has been
done by Alzheimer’s Association and
related organizations—Medicare, So-
cial Security, and support groups all
across this Nation—is having an im-
pact. When a budget for any specific
program is increased by 50 percent in
this era of sequestration, something
has had an impact. Mr. COLE, as chair-
man of that, and Ms. WATERS, as the
chairperson or the vice chair, co-chair
of the Working Group on Alzheimer’s,
are having an impact.

We can find a solution here. We can
understand. We can do the early diag-
nosis. It is pretty clear there are some
breakthroughs that are occurring.

[ 1845

There are certain drugs out there
that seem to work if you can intervene
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early in the process. What a change
that would be. What a change that
would be for all families.

This is not just an issue of Alz-
heimer’s, this is an issue of the brain.
We have got the U.S. military, the De-
partment of Defense, doing significant
research on brain injuries, brain trau-
ma, and illnesses resulting from the
wars—from traumatic brain syndrome
and related.

So if we pool together and we actu-
ally put into the Defense Authorization
Act a paragraph that said: Research
done by the Department of Defense on
the brain, brain injuries, a way in
which the brain works or doesn’t work,
they need to take that research and
couple it with research that is taking
place on dementia, on other Kkinds of
neurological diseases, including Alz-
heimer’s, and if we can pool all of these
various research programs together
and get them to share the information
to fertilize each other’s research, I
think we are going to succeed.

That 2025 goal I think is too far out
there. I see we are on the cusp of a
breakthrough. And if we can push all of
the research and focus it and, like a
dart, hit the center of the target, I
think we are going to be successful.

Mr. ToONKO, would you like to join in
here?

Mr. TONKO. Absolutely.

Representative GARAMENDI, it only
takes one visit, but there have been
many visits that I have made to the
centers, the day care center operations
that are conducted for individuals and
families who are living with Alz-
heimer’s, and to witness and hear the
hurt, the confusion, the pain that sur-
rounds the individual. It is enough
challenge to try and get this done in as
quick a fashion as possible.

But if that doesn’t move us, the eco-
nomics on this. You know, we earlier
talked about the $214 billion impact in
1 year—some of our most recent data.
Well, that is 1 in every 5 Medicare dol-
lars. How much are we willing to have
that take over the Medicare expendi-
tures before we come to our senses to
say, let’s do more in research, let’s do
a preventive response? Does it need to
grow that much more? Does the drain
on Medicare, does the reflection of Alz-
heimer’s-related Medicare expenditures
need to be that much greater to bring
us to a response? The challenges are
there, the data are there. We need to
move accordingly.

Now, earlier, I had expressed that
two-thirds of the people living with
Alzheimer’s, the 3.2 million people,
happen to be women. Well, 60 percent
of the unpaid caregivers happen to be
women. So there needs to be a response
here to enable people to be addressed
with a sense of compassion, with dig-
nity brought into the equation. It is
absolutely essential.

And when we talk about those care-
givers and the $220.2 billion that is the
calculation for the volunteerism they
offer as caregivers, of that community
of caregivers, they have been worn
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down physically. So the price tag for
them is an additional $9.3 billion in
terms of response to their physical
health care needs. This is a drain on
families, on loved ones. It is an undig-
nified outcome for far too many Alz-
heimer’s patients who require our sup-
port, who have earned the respect of
this body and Congress moving to pro-
vide for research opportunities.

Now, one other effort that I am mak-
ing now in the aftermath of the Alz-
heimer’s Accountability Act, that vic-
tory being behind us now, I have now
served as the lead Democrat on the
HOPE for Alzheimer’s Act, which
would authorize Medicare investment
in sound planning upon diagnosis of
Alzheimer’s so that individuals and
their families who are so diagnosed can
sit down and plan accordingly for their
care, for their treatment, for their
needs.

That is an important bit of quality
that can be introduced for the indi-
vidual and her or his family so that
their life, already severely impacted by
this outcome, can be as manageable as
possible. And we are hopeful with some
183 cosponsors of a bipartisan nature
who have come forward to say, Sign me
up for the HOPE for Alzheimer’s Act.

So isn’t that what we are supposed to
be? Aren’t we those agents of hope? Do
we walk away from this dilemma? Do
we walk away from this need? Do we
walk away from the struggle, the pain,
the hurt, the confusion that people live
with every waking hour of every day?
Or do we respond in that all-American
fashion and say, yeah, we have the in-
tellectual capacity as a Nation; yes, we
have the resources.

It is an order of prioritization. And
that priority here needs to be a re-
sponse, a full-fledged response, a com-
passionate response, a loving response
coming from us as individuals and col-
lectively as Congress to say, yes, we
support these efforts that are required,
that are possible. Do not deny the pos-
sibilities. Let us go forward and be
those sound decisionmakers who under-
stand that this issue, when addressed
accordingly, with human compassion
offered, with the humanization of this
process, we are then offering a cost-ef-
fective outcome. A study of the brain
initiative that the President has ad-
vanced should be supported.

These resources that are required for
planning, for research, for services, for
respite need to be funded accordingly.
It is within our grasp, and it makes
sense to do so.

So, Representative GARAMENDI, I
thank you for leading us in this Special
Order, which is absolutely key to pub-
lic information exchange.

For those who may be viewing, I
would suggest that you contact those
of us who serve you in Washington and
let us know that you want this to be a
priority. Tell us you believe in the re-
search capacity of this country. Tell us
you want to humanize that response,
more deeply respond to the individuals
and families that are so impacted.
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When we hit so many people, when
we see the millions who are living with
this disease, we can’t escape that im-
pact falling upon us. Neighbors, family
members, friends who we know are liv-
ing with this disease require our atten-
tion, require our responsiveness.

So I thank you for leading us in what
is a very valuable discussion.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. TONKO, thank
you for your leadership. Thank you for
rounding up 180-plus Members of this
House. On any issue that is tough, but
then having them sign on to a piece of
legislation that would advance the care
that individuals receive and the sup-
port that families need.

The cure for Alzheimer’s, all of those
pieces of legislation, which Ms. WATERS
talked about, those are all pieces of the
puzzle. And they deal with—I am going
to end with just two charts, so it is
really where I started. This is a dif-
ferent version of one of the charts that
deals with the costs that we are talk-
ing about. These are the total cost in
the system. If you take a look at it,
2015, you are talking about a quarter of
a billion dollars, just under $226 billion,
of which the great majority is Medi-
care and Medicaid, and then out-of-
pocket and other payers, or the other
insurance companies. It will rise each
year until we get to 2050, which is not
that far away. Thirty-five years out we
will be well over $1 trillion, of which
we will bust the bank, the Medicare.

There is a lot of discussion around
here about the deficit. The real factors
in the deficit are this health care issue.
That is where we are going to find the
budget deficit.

But we have already seen through
the Affordable Care Act that the pro-
jected increases for Medicare have sub-
stantially reduced over the last 4 years
as the Affordable Care Act is providing
early diagnosis of heart disease, diabe-
tes, other kinds of long-term illnesses
that are really where most of the ex-
pense in Medicare and Medicaid occur.
And if we can get a grip on Alz-
heimer’s, if we can find a way of delay-
ing the onset of it, we are going to save
tens and, indeed, hundreds of billions of
dollars over the passage of time.

And the next step is the cure. So they
think, the researchers, think they can
find a way of delaying the onset. As
they do that, they will also find a way
of dealing with the disease itself. Then
this awesome and horrific expense will
be reduced.

There is one other chart.

Mr. TONKO. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GARAMENDI. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. TONKO. That chart is very pow-
erful. The trillions—with a T—will
really balloon our budget, and really it
is undoable. It gets to a level where it
will exhaust, it will overwhelm other
areas of investment that are required.

But translate that from dollars into
human suffering, pain, confusion, re-
duced quality of life. That is a calculus
that needs to be made. If it is going to
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save us money and at the same time re-
spond with that moral compass, why
are we not doing that, why are we not
responding?

So, to me, that is where we are at.
When you see the unleashing of tech-
nology, of research, of the potential for
progress to be made, it is there. It is
documented from so many perspectives
in work that is done by the National
Institutes of Health and others. For
many, they will say, well, leave it to
the private sector. No, there is a track
record up there for this country to
have stepped up to the plate and made
a difference, for vaccines and other
sought-for outcomes that affected peo-
ple in a positive way. They gave them
hope.

Our government has a track record of
having stepped up and invested in re-
search where perhaps the private sec-
tor wouldn’t go or where we have
shaved some of the risk off of that de-
mand for research in a public-private
partnership. So it is there within our
potential. We should not deny our
loved ones, our constituents, our coun-
try the opportunity to advance the
cause of research and to respond again
with a sense of hope for those who are
living with this within this darkness.
We can and we must do better.

I am happy to work with individuals
like Representative GARAMENDI to push
to make a difference and to be there in
a responsive manner, and I thank you.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. TONKO, you
continually come back to the compas-
sion and caregiving that I think each
human being has somewhere in them.
For us here in Congress, it is to express
that in a meaningful way. That mean-
ingful way is to make sure there is sup-
port for those families and individuals
who have Alzheimer’s, those who are
caring for them, to make sure that the
medical treatment, such as it is for
this illness, is available, and to pursue
vigorously the research that could and,
I believe, will lead to a complete under-
standing of the illness. That is our
task.

Mr. TONKO.

Mr. TONKO. And as we are con-
cluding here, I was just bringing to
mind one of the Alzheimer’s town halls
that we are required to conduct, and it
told me a few things: that this disease
is percolating lower and lower into the
age demographics.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Yes, it is.

O 1900

Mr. TONKO. So it may be—I am just
guessing here—that it is more than
just genetics. It may be environmental
in its impact or cause. Whatever it is,
let’s go for that cause.

At one of these townhalls, a contem-
porary of mine whom I have known for
a long time, as I have known her hus-
band for a long time, said: “My hus-
band knows my voice, but he doesn’t
know my name.”

How do we not say ‘‘yes’ to research?
How do we not say we want to do all
that we can to make a difference?
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When we do so, we are going to save
our budget. We are going to save our
budget a great number of consequences
by being that powerful force that will
do things academically, soundly, wise-
ly, effectively, efficiently.

That is what this business is about, a
thoughtful response, a heartfelt re-
sponse that, by the way, is the
budgetwise thing to do.

Let us respond as a government, as a
nation.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. TONKO, thank
you so very much.

Mr. Speaker, I think we will end
there and simply say that this is not
the last time that we will be speaking
on this issue on the floor.

I would hope the next time that we
speak on this issue that the House of
Representatives will have increased the
research budget by 50 percent, from
$566 million to close to $900 million.
That is a big leap. It is not sufficient.
It is not what is necessary to really get
at this disease, but this is one we can
tackle. This is one we have to tackle
for the strength of the American Gov-
ernment budget. It is one we have to
tackle.

This is where you have been with this
entire discussion, Mr. TONKO. This is
about families. It is about individuals.
It is about the suffering, the angst, and
the fear that exists out there with this
devastating disease. We can do this. We
really can.

My message to the American people
is one that you put out a few moments
ago, Mr. ToNKO. That is, for anybody
who is watching out there, for anybody
who is interested in the Federal deficit,
for anybody who is interested in the
quality of life of their families as they
age and even before they age, talk to
us.

Tell us that you want us to spend
your tax money on solving this prob-
lem, on the research that will lead to
the solution for what is now an
unsolvable mystery.

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

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 160, PROTECT MEDICAL IN-
NOVATION ACT OF 2015, AND
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1190, PROTECTING SEN-
IORS’ ACCESS TO MEDICARE ACT
OF 2015

Mr. BURGESS (during the Special
Order of Mr. GARAMENDI) from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 114-157) on the
resolution (H. Res. 319) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 160) to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to repeal the excise tax on medical
devices, and providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1190) to repeal
the provisions of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act providing
for the Independent Payment Advisory
Board, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.
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OVERRULING THE HOUSE OF GOD

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, this
week, there will be important decisions
made here on the House of Representa-
tives’ floor.

We are told, this month, the Supreme
Court may well play God and overrule
what has been considered to be the
house of God, as given by Moses, for
the dramatic amount of history, in-
cluding up through the President’s own
statement that he believed marriage
was just between a man and a woman.

When he was running for office, ap-
parently, according to his campaign
manager or whatever he is—whatever
he was—he felt he wouldn’t get elected
if he said what he really believed.

Nonetheless, in 6% years, we are told
things have changed to the point we
are now in a position to overrule what
Moses said, which is that a man will
leave his father and mother and a
woman leave her home and the two will
come together. That would be mar-
riage—Moses, who is the only full-faced
profile above us in the gallery, with the
side profiles of all of the great law-
givers, the greatest lawgivers as they
were thought to be years ago.

I will also note that, as I sat and lis-
tened to the Supreme Court’s enter-
taining arguments on whether or not
Texas could keep our monument dedi-
cated to the Ten Commandments on
our State campgrounds—and it was
joined with a case from Kentucky on
whether they could keep their Ten
Commandments that were posted in-
side the door—and as they were argu-
ing about whether or not the Ten Com-
mandments could be attributed in that
manner, I looked up on the marble wall
to my right in the Supreme Court’s
chambers, and there was Moses, look-
ing down with both tablets of the Ten
Commandments, looking down—inter-
esting, very interesting. It is the kind
of mental gymnastics that have been
played in the Supreme Court through-
out its history.

We know Dred Scott was a dreadful
decision, and there have been others
that were poor. Sometimes, in being
human, they get them right, and some-
times, they get them wrong; but there
is one thing that is very, very, very
clear, and it is in the United States
Code. It is United States law.

It is volume 28 of the United States
Code, section 455, and section (a) is
very clear: ‘““‘Any justice, judge, or mag-
istrate judge of the United States
shall”’—no room for question—‘‘dis-
qualify himself”’—that is generic,
meaning mankind; it could be male or
female—‘‘in any proceeding in which
his impartiality might reasonably be
questioned.”

That is the law, and the only way
that we can remain a nation that be-
lieves in the rule of law is if the courts
that decide whether a law can stand or
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must fall abide by the laws that apply
to them. If the highest court in the
United States blatantly violates the
law and especially blatantly violates
the law in deciding a case, then is it
really law that they have made if they
have violated the law to create it?

In knowing that the law is very
clear, a United States Supreme Court
Justice ‘‘shall disqualify him or herself
in any proceeding in which his impar-
tiality might reasonably be ques-
tioned.”” Then we must look next to see
if there are any indications of parti-
ality on the part of any of the Supreme
Court Justices.

Here is an article that was published
by foxnews.com back on September 1,
2013, and it reads the following: ‘“Two
months after the Supreme Court’s
landmark ruling to expand Federal rec-
ognition of same-sex marriages, strik-
ing down part of an anti-gay marriage
law, Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg offi-
ciated at a same-sex wedding.

“The officiating is believed to be a
first for a member of the Nation’s high-
est court.

“Ginsburg officiated Saturday at the
marriage of Kennedy Center President
Michael Kaiser and John Roberts, a
government economist.”

I was just out at the Kennedy Center
this weekend—it may be the only
weekend; I am here in Washington all
year—and was delighted to be there.
Apparently, if Michael Kaiser is still
the president, he is doing what appears
to be an excellent job there.

Further down in the article, it is
quoting Justice Ginsburg, and it reads:
““‘I think it will be one more statement
that people who love each other and
want to live together should be able to
enjoy the blessings and the strife in the
marriage relationship,” Ginsburg told
The Washington Post in an interview.

‘“‘It won’t be long before there will
be another’ performed by a Justice.
She has another ceremony planned for
September.”

The last line—it is not the last of the
article—but it reads: ‘‘Justices gen-
erally avoid taking stands on political
issues.”

The rest of the article goes on:
“While hearing arguments in the case
in March, Ginsburg argued for treating
marriages equally. The rights associ-
ated with marriage are pervasive, she
said.”

Anyway, it reads further down: ‘‘Be-
fore the Court heard arguments on the
Defense of Marriage Act, Ginsburg told
The New Yorker magazine in March
that she had not performed a same-sex
marriage and had not been asked. Jus-
tices do officiate at other weddings,
though.

‘I don’t think anybody’s asking us,
because of these cases,” she told the
magazine. ‘No one in the gay rights
movement wants to risk having any
member of the Court be criticized or
asked to recuse. So I think that’s the
reason no one has asked me.’

‘““Asked whether she would perform
such a wedding in the future, she said,
‘Why not?’”’
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