United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 14 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 161

WASHINGTON, WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 2015

No. 164

House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
November 4, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable GLENN
THOMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
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 11:50 a.m.

———————

THIRTY-EIGHT PERCENT OF THE
COUNTRY

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to congratulate the House
of Representatives, the Republican
Conference, and my friend PAUL RYAN
for his election to be Speaker of the
House. Those on the other side of the
aisle are lucky to have him.

It is sad that he had to promise Mem-
bers of his Conference in writing to not
address a national issue on behalf of
the American people. He had to swear

that he would not allow a vote on im-
migration reform as long as President
Obama, well, is President Obama. The
new Speaker had to promise to put
party unity ahead of national public
policy in order to be elected Speaker.

One of my colleagues from Alabama,
who was so vehement in his opposition
to immigration, came to the floor last
week to read Speaker RYAN’s pledge
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

So the Congress that did nothing on
immigration reform for the last 2 years
will do nothing for the remainder of
the President’s term. It is really stun-
ning. You must promise to do nothing
in order to be Speaker of the House of
Representatives.

Maybe those on the other side of the
aisle will come up with a new oath of
office for leadership positions: Raise
your right hand and repeat after me,
they will say. I swear I will not let
anything happen on my watch. I will
faithfully uphold and defend the prin-
ciples of the do-nothing Congress and
pledge allegiance to the do-nothingness
for which it stands; that I will ignore
all cries for help, no matter how loud
from the American people; that I will
not let public policy get in the way of
party politics; and that party unity is
more important than the United States
of America, so help me Tea Party.

Why would one faction within the
Republican Party demand a promise
from the new Speaker that he not
bring up any immigration legislation
to the floor? Because the opponents of
immigration and immigration reform
would lose. They must demand from
the Speaker that the majority not rule
in the House of Representatives be-
cause the opponents of immigration
know they are actually the minority.

This is a telling moment for the Re-
publican Party, and it is not confined
to immigration. The majority of the
country supports Planned Parenthood
continuing to provide basic health
services and contraception to women.

But playing to a smaller segment of
their base, Republicans threaten to
close down the government in order to
block its funding. They want the mi-
nority to rule, and they want the tail
to wag the dog.

On the environment, in the wake of
decades of scientific evidence that
human beings have helped to cause cli-
mate change, what is the Republican
response? Do nothing. It is a liberal
hoax, they say. We can buy another
beach house farther inland when the
beach house is, well, farther inland.

Members on the other side of the
aisle celebrate the antics of a county
clerk who refuses to follow the law and
do her job, which includes issuing mar-
riage licenses to two men or two
women who want to spend their lives
together.

Maybe House Republicans think they
are standing on principle, but the ma-
jority of the country has been fighting
against exclusion, second-class treat-
ment, and bigotry for decades. The rest
of us have embraced equality. We sup-
port voting rights, the same pay for
the same work, and police in commu-
nities that protect and serve, not just
stop and frisk.

Here in Congress, as we saw last
week with the discharge petition to
preserve the Export-Import Bank,
sometimes the majority can break the
gridlock of this minority and actually
take action.

As we saw last week on the bipar-
tisan budget and debt ceiling vote,
sometimes Republican leaders take ac-
tion for the good of the country, de-
spite the calls from the do-nothing cau-
cus, well, to do nothing.

On all these matters, do nothingness
comes with a cost. It is the cost of de-
ported immigrants, and businesses that
cannot hire people legally, of women
who are denied lifesaving health
screenings, honoring families as first-
class citizens no matter who heads
them, a cleaner planet, and safer neigh-
borhoods.
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There is a political cost as well. A
colleague from South Carolina summed
it up in the documentary ‘‘Immigra-
tion Battle” on PBS Frontline, which I
also appeared in. Addressing a group of
Republican voters in his district, Con-
gressman MICK MULVANEY said, ‘At
some point, we are going to have to fig-
ure out that if you take the entire Af-
rican American community and write
them off, take the entire Hispanic com-
munity and write them off, take the
entire Libertarian community and
write them off, take the entire gay
community and write them off, what is
left? About 38 percent of the country.”
The Congressman concludes by saying,
“You cannot win with 38 percent of the
country.” You want to know some-
thing? He is right.

We know from the environment, from
the fight for marriage equality, the
fight for civil rights, the fight to mod-
ernize our immigration system, that
taking no action is precisely the prob-
lem.

I think the new Speaker understands
this, and someday I hope my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle agree
with him and let the majority rule in
the people’s House.

———

THE AMERICAN CHESTNUT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cos-
TELLO of Pennsylvania). The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, today I rise to recognize
the efforts in Pennsylvania and Penn-
sylvania’s Fifth Congressional District
to reintroduce the American chestnut
tree.

Before the 1900s, the American chest-
nut was the dominant tree in the east-
ern United States. In fact, in my home
State of Pennsylvania, it comprised
roughly 25 percent of all hardwoods.
Blight struck these trees beginning in
1904, and by 1950, the American chest-
nut was nearly wiped out of our forests.

Mr. Speaker, efforts over the past
several years have focused on reintro-
ducing this hardwood, the American
chestnut, by making it more resilient
to blight. I am proud to say that re-
introduction efforts are taking place at
several sites in Pennsylvania’s Fifth
Congressional District in Centre Coun-
ty, Clinton County, and Elk County.

This past week, the Pennsylvania
State University’s chapter of the
American Chestnut Foundation held
its annual meeting, highlighting the
work of researchers, along with the
contributions of volunteers, to the re-
introduction of the American chestnut.

As chairman of the House Agri-
culture Subcommittee on Conservation
and Forestry, I commend those advo-
cates for their dedication, their re-
search, their efforts to the reintroduc-
tion of this species; and I look forward
to lending my support for bringing the
American chestnut back.
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CLIMATE CHANGE AND
BIODIVERSITY

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, John
Muir, a naturalist, author, and envi-
ronmental philosopher, once said,
“When we try to pick out anything by
itself, we find it hitched to everything
else in the universe.” This couldn’t be
truer when it comes to the effect cli-
mate change is having on the biodiver-
sity of our planet.

We can’t solve the climate change
crisis without realizing how inter-
connected its impacts truly are. The
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change has predicted, assuming that
current trends in burning fossil fuel
continue, by the year 2100, the surface
of the Earth will warm on an average
of 6 degrees Celsius. That kind of po-
tential for rapid and lasting climate
warming poses a significant challenge
for biodiversity conservation.

It may seem obvious, but the places
that plants and animals can exist are
limited by factors such as sunlight,
precipitation, and temperature. A polar
bear can’t exist in Brazil, just as a lion
can’t exist in Antarctica. You won’t
find palm trees in Greenland, just like
you won’t find pine trees in Argentina.

So, as climate changes, the abun-
dance and distribution of plants and
animals will also change. Climate
change alone is expected to threaten
approximately one-quarter, possibly
more, of all species on land with ex-
tinction by the year 2050. That means
climate change will surpass habitat
loss as the biggest threat to life on
land.

Because of climate change, birds lay
eggs earlier in the year, plants bloom
earlier, and mammals come out of hi-
bernation sooner. These changes may
sound insignificant, but they dras-
tically impact the life cycle of each
population and, therefore, any species
that rely on it. We are literally alter-
ing the timeline of nature.

The need to protect plant and ani-
mals species might not be a top pri-
ority for some of my colleagues, but I
urge them to consider the other im-
pacts. Twelve plant species provide ap-
proximately 75 percent of our total
food supply. What is not generally ap-
preciated is that these relatively few
species depend on hundreds and thou-
sands of other species for their produc-
tivity.

Our food supply is not only based on
the food we eat, but insects and birds
that pollinate crop flowers and feed on
crop pests. For example, more than 80
percent of the 264 crops grown in the
European Union depend on insect polli-
nators.

A lack of biodiversity can lead to a
decreased ability to produce medicine,
as key plants are lost to extinction.
And without specific plants, such as
grasses and trees that have evolved to
resist the spread of wildfires or miti-
gate the impacts of flooding, we are
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losing a Kkey shield in protecting
against natural disasters. These are na-
ture’s defenders, and we are losing
them.

In my own backyard, these climate
changes are expected to impact re-
gional biodiversity in a variety of di-
rect and indirect ways. The Chicago
wilderness, which expands across Illi-
nois, Indiana, Wisconsin, and Michigan,
will likely experience changes in the
timing of natural events, such as
blooming, migration, and the onset of
hibernation. It could also cause a loss
of suitable habitat and a disruption of
ecological communities due to dif-
ferent responses to climate change.

These impacts are not limited to our
land, plants, and animals. Changes in
biodiversity will have significant im-
pacts on our waterways as well. In the
Great Lakes, native plant and animal
species will differ wildly in their re-
sponses to changing stream tempera-
ture and hydrology. Wetland plant
communities are continually adapting
to changing water levels. However, the
extreme changes we see as a result of
climate changes, such as droughts and
flooding, create more unstable environ-
ments for species.

Protecting our Dbiodiversity does
more than save plants and animals. It
protects agriculture, medicine, and the
overall safety of our communities.

From the beginning of time, nature
has fed us, cured us and protected us.
Now it is our turn. If we let one piece
fail, we are putting the entire system
at risk. We need to protect plant and
animal species from an ever-changing
climate if we want to secure a healthy
and prosperous future for our children.

I urge my colleagues to stop ignoring
the science and support Federal legis-
lation that acts on climate change and
addresses these grave biological
threats.

————
PERSONAL FAITH

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

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, today as I
stand on this great floor, a place that
we call the people’s House, I look
across and there is a plaque of Moses,
the great law-giver. While he may not
be staring me in the eye, he stares at
every Speaker, who stands where you
stand today, directly in the eye. Right
above you, there is our national motto
that is even above the flag of the
United States that says, “‘In God we
trust.”

I come here this morning because in
the State of Washington in Bremerton
School District, they take a different
interpretation of that motto. You see,
they believe there that you can trust
in God as long as you don’t trust too
much; that you can be grateful to that
God as long as you are not too grateful.

Last week, they put on administra-
tive leave a young football coach,
Coach Joe Kennedy, not because he
molested a child, not because he wasn’t
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