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material, equipment (including reac-
tors), and components for nuclear re-
search and nuclear power production.
Norway has no nuclear power program,
and no current plans for establishing
one, but the proposed Agreement would
facilitate cooperation on such a pro-
gram if Norway’s plans change in the
future. Norway does have an active nu-
clear research program and the focus of
cooperation under the proposed Agree-
ment, as under the previous agreement,
is expected to be in the area of nuclear
research. The proposed Agreement
would not permit transfers of Re-
stricted Data, sensitive nuclear tech-
nology, sensitive nuclear facilities or
major critical components of such fa-
cilities.

The proposed Agreement would pro-
vide advance, long-term (pro-
grammatic) consent to Norway for the
retransfer for storage or reprocessing
of irradiated nuclear material (spent
fuel) subject to the Agreement to
France, the United Kingdom, or other
countries or destinations as may be
agreed upon in writing. The United
States has given similar advance con-
sent to various other partners, includ-
ing to Norway under the previous U.S.-
Norway Peaceful Nuclear Cooperation
Agreement that was in force from 1984
to 2014. The proposed Agreement would
give the United States the option to re-
voke the advance consent if it con-
siders that it cannot be continued
without a significant increase of the
risk of proliferation or without jeop-
ardizing national security.

The proposed Agreement will have a
term of 30 years from the date of its
entry into force, unless terminated by
either party on 1 year’s advance writ-
ten notice. In the event of termination
or expiration of the proposed Agree-
ment, key nonproliferation conditions
and controls will continue in effect as
long as any material, equipment, or
component subject to the proposed
Agreement remains in the territory of
the party concerned or under its juris-
diction or control anywhere, or until
such time as the parties agree that
such items are no longer usable for any
nuclear activity relevant from the
point of view of safeguards.

Norway is a non-nuclear-weapon
State party to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
(NPT). Norway has concluded a safe-
guards agreement and additional pro-
tocol with the International Atomic
Energy Agency. Norway is a party to
the Convention on the Physical Protec-
tion of Nuclear Material, which estab-
lishes international standards of phys-
ical protection for the use, storage, and
transport of nuclear material. It is also
a member of the Nuclear Suppliers
Group, whose non-legally binding
guidelines set forth standards for the
responsible export of nuclear commod-
ities for peaceful use. A more detailed
discussion of Norway’s domestic civil
nuclear activities and its nuclear non-
proliferation policies and practices is
provided in the NPAS and the NPAS
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classified annex submitted to the Con-
gress separately.

I have considered the views and rec-
ommendations of the interested depart-
ments and agencies in reviewing the
proposed Agreement and have deter-
mined that its performance will pro-
mote, and will not constitute an unrea-
sonable risk to, the common defense
and security. Accordingly, I have ap-
proved the proposed Agreement and au-
thorized its execution and urge that
the Congress give it favorable consider-
ation.

This transmission shall constitute a
submittal for purposes of both sections
123 b. and 123 d. of the Act. My Admin-
istration is prepared to begin imme-
diately consultations with the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee and the
House Foreign Affairs Committee as
provided in section 123 b. Upon comple-
tion of the 30 days of continuous ses-
sion review provided for in section 123
b., the 60 days of continuous session re-
view provided for in section 123 d. shall
commence.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 14, 2016.
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GOVERNMENT OVERREACH ON
SMALL BUSINESSES

(Mr. CRAMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, in the
last few months more than 175 Mem-
bers of Congress from both parties and
both Chambers have expressed con-
cerns about the FCC’s proposed set-top
box rules. Even the Small Business Ad-
ministration has weighed in with con-
cerns about how these rules could bur-
den small operators.

Last month, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. SCHRADER) and I authored a
bipartisan letter signed by 59 of our
colleagues that says, in part: ‘‘the pro-
posal threatens the economic welfare
of small pay-TV companies providing
both vital communications services to
rural areas and competitive alter-
natives to consumers in urban mar-
kets.”

Mr. Speaker, if continued innovation
in the video industry is the goal, then
this proposed rule is the wrong direc-
tion. In fact, it is estimated that this
rule could cost up to a million dollars
or more per system. Now, a million dol-
lars may not be a lot to a big company,
but to most of the companies in rural
North Dakota, it could be the dif-
ference between staying in business or
going out of business.

I also have strong concerns that the
proposed rules are outside the Commis-
sion’s legal authority. Instead of get-
ting into another lengthy legal battle
with Congress, I urge Chairman Wheel-
er and the FCC to drop these proposed
rules because of the harm it could in-
flict on small rural operators.
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NATIONAL RURAL ELECTRIC
COOPERATIVE YOUTH TOUR

(Mr. ROKITA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize more than 1,800
youth from 47 States across America
visiting our Nation’s Capital this week
as part of the National Rural Electric
Cooperative Youth Tour. This trip is a
tradition that has continued for over 50
years.

Mr. Speaker, the goal of the tour is
to bring together students from all
walks of life to attend meetings with
their Senators and Representatives to
ask us questions and witness the legis-
lative process firsthand. I just came
from a meeting with those from Indi-
ana, and they had excellent questions
of me, and we had a great discussion.

These students are all sponsored by a
local electric cooperative in which the
student is a member or an associate
member. This year, 34 of Indiana’s 38
electric cooperatives have sponsored a
total of 82 students for the trip. I am
proud that many of them reside in my
district.

I want to thank America’s electric
cooperatives, and specifically those
from Indiana, for working with the Na-
tional Rural Electric Cooperative Asso-
ciation to support and sponsor this op-
portunity for the next generation of
young leaders.

———

EQUAL RIGHTS FOR ALL

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to thank the leadership
on both sides of the aisle for extending
the time tonight. I am very grateful to
the staffs who have helped us with the
preparation for this evening’s activi-
ties.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to be here
this evening for many reasons. One of
the reasons has to do with today being
a very special day. Today is Flag Day.
Flag Day is a day for us to honor the
flag of the United States of America,
which is one of the reasons I am wear-
ing my flag tie. I want people to know
that I am proud to be an American, and
I am proud to honor the flag and to sa-
lute the flag. Flag Day is a date that
we honor the flag for its adoption back
on June 14, 1777.

I say the Pledge of Allegiance to the
flag, and I say it proudly. I say it
proudly because it means something to
me—each word means something to
me—to pledge allegiance to the flag of
the United States of America, and to
the Republic for which it stands, one
nation under God, indivisible, with lib-
erty and justice for all.

“With liberty and justice for all”’ are
words of great importance tonight, and
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they are important because of some
circumstances that have occurred in
other parts of our country. We have
had some tragic circumstances to be-
fall some persons in Florida. I was
reared in Florida. I went to Florida
A&M University. I went to elementary
school and high school in Florida.

Florida means something to me, but
the people there are most important,
because the people of Florida are peo-
ple of goodwill, people who mean well,
people who enjoy themselves. Florida
is a vacation spot, if you will. Because
S0 many people come there to vacation,
it is expected that they would have the
opportunity to enjoy themselves, to go
out and be a part of the nightlife. We
have Disney World in Florida, many at-
tractions to attract people from around
the country to Florida.

Unfortunately, some things have
happened there recently that are going
to cause us to pause for a moment as
we, tonight, will celebrate, to a certain
extent, commemorate, LGBT Pride
Month. LGBT Pride Month, celebrate
and commemorate this month. But we
will also memorialize some of the
things that have happened in terms of
lives that have been lost.

I am proud tonight to note that there
will be a Member joining me who has
had some circumstances occur in his
State that he will call to our attention
that will have to be memorialized, and
persons will have to be remembered for
the services that they have given, but
also because they lost their lives.

I am proud to ask my colleague to
come over now, the Honorable JIM CLY-
BURN, and ask him to give his com-
ments. He is a leader in this Congress.
He is a person who stands for justice
for all, as is indicated in the flag, ‘‘lib-
erty and justice for all.” He stands for
this.

After the incident that took place in
Mr. CLYBURN’s State, I remember a
lady who lost her child indicating at
the probable cause hearing, ‘I forgive
you. I forgive you,” speaking to the
person who had committed this deed.
“I forgive you.” She lost her child, but
she forgave. But I believe that people
who forgive still have an expectation
that things will be done. Mr. CLYBURN,
I am proud to say, is one who has legis-
lation that can be of benefit to all. Not
to some, but to all.

I am proud to yield the floor now to
our leader, the Honorable JIM CLYBURN.

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. GREEN for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, on Friday, June 17, we
will commemorate the first anniver-
sary of what I like to refer to as the
Charleston 12. Nine people lost their
lives that night at the Emanuel AME
Church, but three people survived: two
by playing dead and a third because the
murderer went over to her and said: I
am going to spare you so you can carry
the message.

This young man who perpetrated this
act did so after doing some significant
research. We know that he went on the
Internet, and he found the historic
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church that he thought would be the
proper place to start, in his words, a
race war. This young man was able to
purchase a weapon that he did not
qualify to purchase.

Under our laws, he was to be sub-
jected to a background check, and he
was; except that our law has created a
loophole that says, though there is a 3-
day waiting period that the back-
ground check should take place, if at
the expiration of the 3 days the back-
ground check is not completed, then
you can purchase the weapon.

Well, 3 days after he started the pur-
chase, the background check was not
completed. Why? Somebody keyed in
or gave the wrong information.

Let’s just think about this for a mo-
ment. A person knowing what the law
is could very well give erroneous infor-
mation knowing that it might take
more than the 3 days for anybody to
find the error. They found the error,
but 3 days had expired. I have no idea
whether or not this young man did this
or whether or not the seller entered the
wrong information.

There are two cities that border one
river with a short bridge between the
two: West Columbia and Columbia.
This gun was purchased in West Colum-
bia, but, as I understand it, the seller
keyed in Columbia, and so the error
was not found until too late.

I have proposed legislation here to
close what has become known as the
Charleston loophole by saying the pur-
chase cannot be completed until the
background check is completed. If it
takes 3 days, fine. If it takes 1 day,
that is fine. But it may take 4 or 5 days
or may even be 10 days if the wrong in-
formation is keyed in.

So I don’t understand why this com-
monsense piece of legislation cannot be
brought to this floor so we can vote to
close that loophole or attempt to close
the loophole. I think it is time for us to
g0 on record.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I grew up in South
Carolina. I was a part of the movement
that started back in the late 1950s and
early 1960s that a lot of people have
called the student movement. I was a
part, along with JOHN LEWIS, a Member
of this body, of the first and second or-
ganizing meetings of what became
known as the Student Nonviolent Co-
ordinating Committee.

I still remember my first meeting
with Martin Luther King, Jr., October
1960, the same weekend that I met
JOHN LEWIS for the first time. I spent
that evening that I met Dr. King, I was
with him until around 4, 4:30 the next
morning. I started reading and study-
ing everything I possibly could about
Dr. King. I believe, of all of his speech-
es, of all of his writings, the one thing
that stands out to me more than any
other is his letter from the Bir-
mingham City Jail.

0 1745

It is an iconic document; a timely
document, in my opinion. Dr. King
wrote his letter from that jail in re-
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sponse to a letter that he had received
from 8 White clergymen who called
upon him to leave Birmingham because
they thought his being there was dis-
ruptive.

In the letter to Dr. King, they said to
him: We want you to understand, Dr.
King, we believe that your cause is
right, but your timing is wrong.

In responding to them, Dr. King said:
Time is neutral. Time is never right;
time is never wrong. Time is always
what we make it.

Dr. King continued that thought by
saying he was coming to the conclusion
that the people of ill will in our society
make a much better use of time than
the people of good will. He closed that
particular thought by saying that we
are going to be made to repent not just
for the vitriolic words and deeds of bad
people, but for the appalling silence of
good people.

We are suffering today because some
real good people in this House are re-
maining silent when events cry out for
our attention. We should not be ignor-
ing these issues that lead to incidents
like the one that occurred at Emanuel
AME Church. We should not be silent
after things like Sandy Hook. And we
should not be silent today, after experi-
encing what we have earlier this week
in Orlando, Florida.

I think that the more we look into
this, we see that this is not about ISIS
or any foreign terrorists. All of that, it
seems to me, from what I have read, is
to camouflage something else. And
that is, in my opinion, this was, in fact,
a hate crime. It certainly shows from
the evidence that this young man who
perpetrated this act hated a lot of the
people he was around, and maybe even
himself.

So I believe that the time has come
for us to break our silence in this
House. The LGBT community cries out
for our involvement. This incident
highlights what we ought to be doing
to show our respect for that commu-
nity as well as our respect for the rule
of law.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. CLY-
BURN, before you step away, with ref-
erence to the letter from the Bir-
mingham jail, which I agree with you,
is one of the greatest literary works
that I have had an opportunity to read,
it becomes especially important when
you understand how Dr. King actually
produced it. He did not have a library.
He did not have persons to assist him.
It is my understanding that he was
able to slip notes out to people who
would come and visit him, and they
compiled these notes into the letter.

I want to mention this. Those clergy
people that you talk about, in that let-
ter that they wrote, if you read it first,
you will see a line of logic that many
people abide with, that many people of
that time and this time would find
very reasonable. It is after you get into
Dr. King’s message where he dissects
each and every point that they make
one by one by one that you realize that
there is something not only special
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about Dr. King—and there is something
very special about him—but that this
was a seminal moment in time.

It was a seminal moment in time in
that Dr. King was educating all of us in
the eons to come about the evils of big-
otry and hatred. Those warnings that
he gave us and the lessons, he takes us
back into Biblical Scriptures about
those who, at that time in the biblical
days, were considered outside edu-
cators. No one is an outside educator if
you come for righteous reasons.

So I am mentioning this to you be-
cause I have a great appreciation for
that letter as well, and I am pleased
that you brought it up.

As you know, tonight our theme is:
You are not alone. I greatly appreciate
what you have said about the LGBTQ
community, because we want them to
know they are not alone. We are allies,
we are friends. We are people on whom
they depend. And we do so because of a
debt we owe, to a certain extent. We
didn’t get here by ourselves. Someone
suffered and sacrificed so that we could
have this opportunity to stand in the
Congress of the United States of Amer-
ica, and indeed to breathe the breath of
freedom we have because of others. And
they are not alone. I appreciate what
you have said about the LGBTQ com-
munity. If you have additional com-
mentary, I would welcome it.

Mr. CLYBURN. I appreciate that. I
do have something I would like to say
on that. Dr. King was sitting in jail in
Birmingham, Alabama, because he
found some injustices there. In fact, in
the letter, he said—in responding to
those ministers—that a threat to jus-
tice anywhere is a threat to justice ev-
erywhere. And I think that Dr. King, if
he were here today, would be speaking
out about the threat to justice that the
LGBTQ community is now experi-
encing. I do want the people of that
community to know that they are not
alone. I do believe that we should all
respect human beings.

If T may? I thought as you were
speaking, Dr. King, in his letter, talked
about those who carried the gospel and
how they were vilified. I thought
about, I believe it is the 11th chapter in
the Book of Second Corinthians, Paul,
in his writings, talked about all that
he had endured—the beatings, the
jailings that he had endured—trying to
spread the gospel.

I thought about those badges of
honor—the jailings that Dr. King, JOHN
LEWIS, and many others endured. I had
a few sentences myself, but I thought
about that, and these are, in fact,
badges of honor.

So I want the people of the LGBT
community to know that they are not
alone in their trials and tribulations,
and that at some point in, hopefully,
the not too distant future, the good
people in this body will rise up and
break their silence.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I will add to
what you have just said, Mr. CLYBURN.
When you are not alone and you have
some people to show up, it means
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something. But there are people who
believe that everybody has to show up
for something significant to occur.
This would take us to the eighth chap-
ter of the Book of Judges and a man
named Gideon.

The evidence has shown us—you and
I, Mr. CLYBURN—that there are times
when you can have too many people to
get a job done. You don’t have to have
everybody to have the genesis of a
movement. You don’t have to have
every person in Congress to sign onto
something to have that become the
genesis of the movement.

If you get enough people to sign on,
what you have can be heard in this
Congress. And that is called a dis-
charge petition. There are some pieces
of legislation right now that are pend-
ing with discharge possibilities.

What we have to do is take a few peo-
ple, just as Gideon did; make enough
noise, as he did; have a righteous
cause, as he did; have a means of weed-
ing out some of the people who may
not be ready for the work that has to
be done, and then work with those who
are ready to work.

I believe that we can do great things
in this Congress, understanding that
we don’t have to have everyone on
board to have the genesis of a great
movement.

Mr. CLYBURN. I agree. Of course,
having served as the majority whip in
this body, all it takes is 218. I do be-
lieve that there are 218 good people in
this body who will vote for these—espe-
cially these three pieces of legislation
dealing with what I call commonsense,
good gun policy.

The fact of the matter is that all of
us believe in the Constitution of these
United States. It is the glue that holds
us together as a country, as a people.
The fact of the matter is the Constitu-
tion—our right to the Constitution—is
not unbridled.

I am often amused to hear people
talk about our First Amendment rights
to free speech and to peaceably assem-
ble. Those of us back in the sixties
lived and died advocating the First
Amendment, but the fact of the matter
is our rights under the First Amend-
ment are not unbridled. The Supreme
Court has spoken to that with the fa-
mous phrase: your First Amendment
rights will not give you the right to
yell ““fire”” in a crowded theater.

That means that the First Amend-
ment is not unbridled.

Why is it, then, that we can’t look at
the fact that the Second Amendment
rights that we have to bear arms, we
are not taking that right away when
we say the background check should be
completed?

Maybe we will turn up that you are
mentally incompetent to have a weap-
on. Maybe we will find that you at one
time, if not another, are on this no-fly
list.

One piece of legislation we have here
deals with it. No fly, no buy. Anyone
on the no-fly list, to me, ought not be
able to get a firearm. If you are sus-
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picious enough as to pose a threat and
be on that list, I don’t think you ought
to be getting a firearm. If you have
been convicted of a hate crime, which
is another piece of legislation here, you
ought not to be able to buy a gun.

Those are commonsense policies that
ought to be put into law. And for us to
lay prone at the altar of the NRA and
not allow just simple, good faith bills
to come to this floor, I don’t quite un-
derstand that. I don’t think that the
American people will continue to be
kind to us if we do not step up and do
what is necessary to protect them.

Those 49 people who lost their lives
in that nightclub in Orlando are de-
serving of a Congress that will protect
them. Also, those nine lives at the
Emanuel AME Church. If we had
stepped up and not put that loophole in
this law, they would have been pro-
tected. I am convinced from all that I
have seen that those people would still
be alive today if that loophole were not
in the law.

J 1800

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, the bill that you speak of, Mr. CLY-
BURN, H.R. 4063, that is Mr. CICILLINE’S
bill, the Hate Crimes Prevention Act;
and that merely says, if you have been
convicted of vandalizing a place of wor-
ship or assaulting someone based on
their race, their religion, their gender,
their sexual orientation, their gender
identity or disability, then you ought
not be able to buy a weapon.

Who believes that persons who have
been convicted of these offenses ought
to be able to buy weapons? If you be-
lieve that they should, then I am going
to respect your opinion, but we ought
to be able to debate those opinions on
the floor of the United States Congress.

We don’t have to win the vote. The
people of this country expect us to at
least do that, however. They expect us
to vote. And what Mr. CLYBURN is say-
ing, and what many others have been
saying, the clarion call, the hue and
cry, is let’s have a vote and let’s have
a debate. Let the debate precede the
vote. Let us make some comments
about these bills, and let’s let the
American people have an opportunity
to judge why each of us holds a posi-
tion with reference to this kind of leg-
islation. That is not asking too much.

I respect my friends who have opin-
ions different from mine. I don’t, in
any way, badger people who have opin-
ions that are different from my opin-
ions. But I do respect people even more
when they are willing to stand in the
well of the Congress of the United
States of America and state their posi-
tion and allow others to state theirs.
And then, afterwards, have that vote,
and let’s let the American people know
where the Congress stands, based upon
empirical evidence and based upon ar-
guments that have been presented, so
that people can get a greater under-
standing and get greater clarity.

Another of the bills is the one that
you have, Mr. CLYBURN, H.R. 3051, the
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Background Check Completion Act.
“Completion,” that is the operative
word. Completion Act. Let the back-
ground check be completed before a
person buys a firearm.

Now, if you differ with this, okay.
Then let’s bring this to the floor, state
your difference, and let the American
people know how we stand, where we
stand, and then have a vote. That will
make a difference for everybody in this
country because people will know that
the Congress of the United States is
functional. There are many who believe
that we are not functioning right now.

The final of the three that the gen-
tleman mentioned is H.R. 1076. This is
denying firearms and explosives to dan-
gerous terrorists. Now, this is a bill
that is being sponsored by the Honor-
able PETER KING. He is a Republican.

So the point to be made is that we
have bipartisan legislation that can’t
get to the floor for a debate and then a
vote. That is what we believe ought to
happen. There ought to be a debate and
a vote on these pieces of legislation
that deal with what we believe to be
legislation that can save some lives. It
won’t save all lives, no legislation will,
but it can save some lives.

Well, someone would say that is not
enough. One life is enough, to be quite
honest with you. One life is enough.
And to lose any life because we haven’t
acted is to lose too many.

At the end of the day, after having
lost 49 lives in Orlando, do we want it
said that after all was said and done,
more was said than done? Or nothing
was done and all was said? Is that what
we want our legacy to be, that we did
not act on pending legislation that
could have made a difference for the
people of the Nation?

Surely, asking for a vote, asking for
debate, asking for an opportunity to be
heard is not asking too much.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN) if
he has further commentary.

Mr. CLYBURN. Well, I think the gen-
tleman has summarized this ade-
quately and, I think, appropriately.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I am so honored tonight to mention
again that this is a resolution that we
have on the floor, H. Res. 772. This is
the LGBTQ Pride Month legislation,
and I am honored that it is on this day,
which is Flag Day, because the flag
speaks to liberty and justice for all—
not liberty and justice for some, not
liberty and justice for some of a cer-
tain hue, not liberty and justice for
some of a certain religion, but, rather,
liberty and justice for all, regardless of
your race, your creed, your color, your
sexuality, liberty and justice for all,
regardless of your vreligious affili-
ation—liberty and justice for all.

I assure you that the American peo-
ple expect no less than what we pledge
allegiance to, the flag of the United
States of America. So I am honored to-
night that we have this resolution.

This resolution is one that speaks to
the accomplishments and the successes
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of the LGBTQ community. And there
are accomplishments and successes
that we should mention, notwith-
standing the circumstance that we are,
unfortunately, having to deal with at
this time. There are these accomplish-
ments and these successes. Let me just
name a few of them as we move along.

First, I would like to mention the
passage of the Matthew Shepard and
James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Preven-
tion Act, a significant piece of legisla-
tion, a great success for America. How-
ever, the beneficiaries are persons who
are discriminated against, who are
harmed because of who they are.

People do that in this country. We
have people who will hurt you and take
your life, as has been evidenced re-
cently, because of who you are.

This Congress took action and passed
this law to say that, if you do this,
whatever the punishment was, we will
enhance it. We will make this punish-
ment greater because you ought not
target people because of who they are.

Someone would say, well, why would
we want to enhance the punishment for
this reason?

Here is the response. Here is the re-
tort. Because we do it if you are a per-
son in a blue uniform. You hurt a peace
officer in the State of Texas, because
he or she is a peace officer, your pun-
ishment is going to be enhanced.

There is nothing wrong with that. I
celebrate that. That is why I celebrate
the passage of this piece of legislation,
the Matthew Shepherd and James Byrd
Hate Crime Prevention Act. This is an
accomplishment that the LGBTQ com-
munity as well as other communities
and all should celebrate.

Of course, there is Don’t Ask, Don’t
Tell. Can you imagine, as a hetero-
sexual person, having to hide who you
are every day of your life, having to be
incognito in a sense, under an assumed
identity, cannot be authentic, cannot
be yourself? Can you imagine what
that would be like?

That’s what Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell
was all about, asking people to hide
your identity. Don’t tell anybody who
you are. And if you don’t tell anybody
who you are, we will let you die for the
country. We will let you go into harm’s
way and die as long as you won’'t tell
people who you are.

And I thank President Obama. When
we eliminated Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell,
we liberated a lot of people. One in par-
ticular that I am sure felt liberation
was the Honorable Eric Fanning, be-
cause he now is the first openly gay
Secretary of the Army.

Can you imagine how many persons
with talents that could have benefited
our country were overlooked as a re-
sult of Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell?

Some people refused to participate in
that kind of system. So I am proud
that this country has stepped away
from this, because every person ought
to be allowed to be himself or herself.

Every person was created by the
same Creator. We know the Creator by
many names, but by any name, the
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Creator is the one that created all that
is and ever shall be. And each one of us
is a creation of the Creator of the uni-
verse, and we all should be proud of
who we are because we all owe alle-
giance to the same Creator.

I am proud to announce that 2012 was
the first year that all 50 States had at
least one LGBTQ elected official.

I remember many years ago, as an
African American, how proud I was
when I could read annually that we had
persons who were getting elected
across the country to various positions
who were of African ancestry. I was so
proud that they were getting elected
because I knew that we were making
progress; I knew that there was a cer-
tain amount of acceptance taking
place.

This is what is happening with the
LGBTQ community by having elected
officials in all 50 States who can say ‘I
am proud to be who I am,” who can be
authentic.

This is what America is all about,
liberty and justice for all, pledge of al-
legiance to the flag, Flag Day. That is
what this is all about: this country
honoring who you are, letting you suc-
ceed on your merits and fail on your
demerits, not based upon who you are.

Unfortunately, I will tell you this,
there are still some places in this coun-
try where members of the LGBTQ com-
munity are discriminated against open-
ly and notoriously. Twenty-eight
States still allow someone to be fired
for being gay—for that alone. Show up
and tell, show up and don’t pretend,
show up with a friend, and you could be
fired in 28 States in this country.

I think that, among all of the legisla-
tion that we talk about, this is some-
thing that the Congress ought to ad-
dress. No one should be fired because of
who you are, because of what God has
made you. You ought not be fired for
that.

In 30 States, you can be fired for
being a transgender person. In 28
States, you don’t have protections for
sexuality under housing discrimination
laws, meaning, if someone believes or
concludes or has evidence that you are
a part of the LGBTQ community, then
you can be discriminated against in
housing.

Is that the way a great country that
I love, that has the notion of liberty
and justice for all in the pledge of alle-
giance behaves? Do we allow this to
continue?

America stands for justice, stands for
liberty, and it stands for it for all. It is
time for us to extend all of the liberty
and justice that I and others might
have to the members of the LGBTQ
community.

I am an ally of this community, and
because I am an ally, I am proud that
the Supreme Court decided that mar-
riage between same-sex couples should
take place.

The Constitution of the United
States of America was not written for
heterosexuals only. The 14th Amend-
ment applies to people, not to sexu-
ality. The 14th Amendment and the
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Constitution is something that is pre-
cious for all of us, and the Supreme
Court has so said that these marriages
between couples of the same sex have
to be recognized and the licenses have
to be issued. This is what allies of the
LGBTQ community will call to the at-
tention of persons on occasions such as
this.

I am also proud to tell you that we
who are allies of the LGBTQ commu-
nity are of the opinion that we can
make some of these changes. We know
that we can make these changes be-
cause we have done so before. We have
passed legislation after horrific events
in this country. Because we have done
it before, we can do it again; because
we did it with the Civil Rights Act of
1968. It took us 7 days in the Congress
of the United States of America to pass
the Civil Rights Act of 1968 after the
assassination of Dr. King.

We had 49 people assassinated in Or-
lando, Florida. Something can be done.

People, some would say: Well, what
can be done? That is what we can de-
bate on the floor of the Congress. Let’s
debate it. Rather than conclude that
whatever is said is wrong and you don’t
deserve a hearing because what you
have said is wrong, let’s debate it.

We have bills to come before this
Congress that we vote up and down on
a daily basis. We vote them up or we
vote them down. Why not have regular
order apply to hate crime legislation?
Why not have regular order apply to
gun safety legislation? Not gun con-
trol—I don’t buy into that termi-
nology—gun safety.

But if you think otherwise, then
come to the floor, stand in the well,
and state your position so that all can
hear.
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The Gun Control Act of 1968 passed
after the assassinations of President
Kennedy, Dr. King, and Robert Ken-
nedy. That legislation, I am sure, could
have passed at other times, but it
didn’t. It was after a horrific act, or
horrific acts, that it passed.

I think that these lives were impor-
tant. But the lives of the 49 people who
died at Orlando are just as important
as these lives that I call to your atten-
tion. Every life is precious. We should
not allow ourselves to wait until it
happens to be somebody that we per-
ceive as being somebody. We ought not
have to wait until someone who hap-
pens to hold public trust is harmed be-
fore we decide we are going to do some-
thing.

Every person who is in this country
is under the protection of the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America.
We can debate our issues, but we ought
to at least bring them to the floor and
let’s have a vote on them. I will accept,
by the way, the vote. I always do. But
I don’t accept the notion that you can
never have a vote on something be-
cause someone else happens to think
that it is not worthy of voting on.

I think all opinions have some value,
and I think whether bills are presented
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by the Democrats or the Republicans,
they are bills that have merit and bills
that ought to receive consideration.
Let them go through regular order. Let
them come to this floor, and let’s de-
bate them.

Of course, the one that many people
will remember is the Brady Handgun
Violence Prevention Act of 1994. This
was passed following the shooting of
President Ronald Reagan.

By the way, I am pleased that we
passed all of these things. I believe
that we did the right thing. Someone
might argue that we could have passed
this without the shooting of President
Reagan. Thank God the person who at-
tempted to assassinate him was not
successful. I am so grateful that he was
able to live and serve out his Presi-
dency. But that shooting, that act
alone, allowed this Congress to act. It
is a known fact that you cannot have
an act of Congress if you don’t have a
Congress willing to act. I am grateful
that the Congress was willing to act
after the shooting of a President of the
United States.

So, because we have done it before, 1
am convinced that we can do it again,
and I am convinced that we should do
it again. I believe that this is a seminal
moment in time. We have these sem-
inal moments in time—seminal mo-
ments, moments that impact all time.

Rosa Parks, when she took that seat,
ignited a spark that started a human
rights-civil rights movement. That was
a seminal moment in time. But there
were also people who helped her at that
time, which is one of the reasons why
we come to the floor tonight, because
we are allies of the LGBTQ commu-
nity.

The African American community at
that time had allies. We had people
who were willing to stand up for us and
stand up with us. When Rosa Parks
went to jail, there were people who
came to post her bond. The people who
bailed Rosa Parks out of jail: Mr.
Nixon was African American, but Mr.
and Mrs. Durr were not. Mr. and Mrs.
Durr were people of goodwill who un-
derstood that an injustice was taking
place. In fact, Mr. Clifford Durr was a
lawyer, and his wife was a noted person
in the community. The people who
posted the bail to get Rosa Parks out
of jail were not all of African ancestry.

So we all have a debt that we owe. I
am grateful to Rosa Parks. I wouldn’t
be here but for the efforts of the Rosa
Parks of the world. So I have to repay
that debt, and tonight I stand here to
give an additional down payment on
the debt that I owe that allowed me to
be a part of the Congress of the United
States of America.

There was the crossing of the Ed-
mund Pettus Bridge on what was
known as Bloody Sunday. Many people
lost blood at the Edmund Pettus
Bridge. If you haven’t been to the Ed-
mund Pettus Bridge, I would invite you
to go. Every person ought to see the
Edmund Pettus Bridge, because if you
can see the Edmund Pettus Bridge, you
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will understand the level of angst and
consternation that persons marching
forward had to have as they were going
up, knowing that on the other side was
the constabulary prepared to do what-
ever was necessary to force them to go
back to their starting point and not to
proceed with the march.

Many of the people there with Con-
gressman JOHN LEWIS, who said he
thought he was going to die, were not
African Americans. There were people
of all hues at the Edmund Pettus
Bridge there to see that justice was
done. I owe a debt to the people who
were willing to cross the Edmund
Pettus Bridge on that fateful day.

I come to the floor tonight because 1
understand that I owe this debt. I be-
lieve that we owe a debt to those who
have made it possible for us to be here,
regardless of our hue. And believe me,
regardless as to who you are, you owe
a debt too. It may be to Patrick Henry:
“Give me liberty or give me death.” It
can be to any number of the Founding
Fathers. But you owe a debt to people
who made it possible for us to be here
in the Congress of the United States of
America and to have the liberties and
freedoms that we have in this country.
We ought to repay the debt so that we
can pass on to others what has been
passed on to us: a greater sense of free-
dom and a greater sense of belonging in
the greatest country in the world.

I am honored to tell you tonight that
this resolution will not pass. I am hon-
ored to tell you this, that it will not
pass this Congress. But I must be quite
candid and tell you that we rarely pass
any resolutions in Congress now. So I
want to be fair to my friends who are
in leadership to let them know that I
respect the fact that any resolution,
not just this one, would probably get
the same results.

But I do believe this: I am honored to
tell you that it will pass some Con-
gress. I hope I am here to see it pass. I
hope I am here to cast my vote that
will have it pass the Congress, that will
give it a chance to be heard, and that
will let people debate the issues of our
time as they relate to this resolution.
I hope I am here.

But whether I am here or not, I be-
lieve that, at some point, we will look
back through the vista of time, and we
will reflect upon this time. We will ask
ourselves: Who was there? Who was
there to stand up for people other than
themselves? I want the record to re-
flect that there were a good many peo-
ple of goodwill who said to the LGBTQ
community: You are not alone. You are
not alone. We are with you. We will
stand with you, and we will fight injus-
tice with you.

In the end, as Dr. King put it,
‘““though the arc of the moral universe
may be long’—the arc of the moral
universe may be long—‘‘it bends to-
ward justice.” We will bend the arc of
the moral universe toward justice.
There will be justice for the LGBTQ
community.

Mr. Speaker, in addition to the com-
ments that I have given tonight, I have
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a statement that I will be submitting
for the RECORD, a statement that
speaks to the tragic circumstances
that occurred in Orlando, Florida. I
will be submitting this for the RECORD
because I want the RECORD to show
that I, along with many of my friends,
took a stand.

By the way, many of my friends who
are taking a stand are Republicans.
Many of my friends who are taking a
stand are conservatives, and many of
my friends who are taking a stand are
persons of goodwill who happen to be
Muslims.

By the way, the Muslim community
in Houston, Texas, took a stand at the
iftar that I attended. The Honorable M.
J. Khan, former city council member,
was loud and clear. He explained that
the Muslim community respects the
LGBTQ community, supports that
community, and wants to fight for the
community to have justice.

Also, I would add that Saeed Sheikh
Muhammad was there. He too made
similar commentary. So there are per-
sons across the spectrum who are sup-
porting the LGBTQ community. I re-
spect all of these persons, and I appre-
ciate them for what they are doing. I
want my statement to reflect that
there are those of us who came to-
gether and said to the LGBTQ commu-
nity: You are not alone.

Mr. Speaker, you have been more
than generous. I greatly appreciate it.
I want to thank my colleague who ap-
peared. I want to thank the many col-
leagues who could not appear because
of circumstances associated with an
event that is taking place tonight. But
I know that their hearts are here, and
I know that they will do what they can
at an appropriate time to make sure
that the LGBTQ community under-
stands and knows that the community
is not alone.

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

———

CELEBRATING THE CENTENNIAL
ANNIVERSARY OF FARM CREDIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KNIGHT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN
SCOoTT) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
materials on the subject of this Special
Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to recognize
Farm Credit’s 100th anniversary of sup-
porting our rural communities and pro-
viding reliable credit to those in the
agricultural industry throughout our
country.
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Throughout this Congress, as the
chairman of the House Agriculture
Committee’s Subcommittee on Com-
modity Exchanges, Energy, and Credit,
I have worked with Farm Credit exten-
sively. These interactions have re-
affirmed what I already knew: the
Farm Credit system is made up of dedi-
cated Americans who understand the
needs and champion the values of rural
America.

I am honored to represent Georgia’s
Eighth Congressional District, most of
which is farmland. A good portion of
my constituents are farmers them-
selves or have family and friends who
farm. Georgia’s Eighth District is
home to roughly 15 percent of Farm
Credit borrowers in the State of Geor-
gia. I myself come from an agricultural
background, as both sets of my grand-
parents were farmers.

Farm Credit has met the credit needs
of many of my constituents and main-
tains an active presence in south and
middle Georgia, where we are leaders
in Georgia’s agricultural production.
For a century, Farm Credit has been
providing our farmers, ranchers, and
rural communities with the capital
they need to build and grow success-
fully.

The centennial anniversary coincides
with a time when our agricultural in-
dustry is facing significant economic
challenges. In the past few years, our
farmers and rural communities have
been faced with lower commodity
prices, increased input costs, and un-
stable and inconsistent international
markets, all of which are placing
strains on our food producers and those
who provide essential services to our
agricultural industry. This not only af-
fects the producers and manufacturers,
but it also has a tremendous effect on
the communities in which they live
and work.

A strong agricultural economy is es-
sential to the health and vitality of the
communities I represent in 24 counties
across south and middle Georgia. Dur-
ing times like this, farmers in rural
communities depend on Farm Credit,
whose mission is focused on helping
rural communities and agriculture
grow and thrive.

For example, in my home State of
Georgia, young, beginning, and small
farmers make up 72 percent of AgFirst
Farm Credit’s customers. While these
customers represent the future of the
agricultural industry, they have en-
tered into the industry at a difficult
economic time.

Our Nation’s farmers, young and old,
embody the American ideals of hard
work and dedication, and their com-
mitment to providing the food and
fiber for a growing nation and needy
world remain steadfast. Alongside
them, Farm Credit’s commitment to
our agricultural future remains just as
important as it was 100 years ago.

Farm Credit is a critical provider of
credit, not only to producers but also
to the communities they live in. They
are dedicated to supporting rural com-
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munities’ critical infrastructure needs
such as access to clean water, efficient
energy, sufficient healthcare facilities,
and modern telecommunication serv-
ices. Access to these essential services
is critical to a thriving rural America.
The future of our rural communities
and the agricultural industry depends
on a modern infrastructure, which re-
quires access to affordable and reliable
financing.

Additionally, I want to thank my
colleagues who are here today to offer
a few words and to celebrate Farm
Credit’s centennial. Rural communities
in Georgia’s Eighth Congressional Dis-
trict as well as the districts across this
country are stronger when their infra-
structure needs are efficiently and ef-
fectively met, and Farm Credit is pro-
viding the capital with which this can
be achieved.

I want to say a special thank-you to
my cohost for tonight’s Special Order,
the ranking member of the Commodity
Exchange, Energy, and Credit Sub-
committee, my friend from Georgia
(Mr. DAVID SCOTT).

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. DAVID
SCOTT).

O 1830

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Mr. SCOTT, whom I af-
fectionately refer to as my cousin from
Georgia, and my good, dear friend in
addition to that.

This is a remarkable 100-year observ-
ance of a truly remarkable organiza-
tion that provided a great need at a
great time. Imagine where we were 100
years ago. In 1916, the world teetering
on World War I, boll weevil, a lot of
things happening. Just a matter of,
perhaps, 50 years, the South recovering
from the Civil War. Great devastation.

Enter into this picture of great need
comes Farm Credit. When we celebrate
this 100-year anniversary, we have to
celebrate it right. We have to let peo-
ple know the importance, and why this
organization came into existence. And
I say, Mr. Speaker, that particularly in
the South, we might not have really
made it as quickly in terms of our re-
covery as we did if it were not for Farm
Credit. On this 100th anniversary, we
have so much to celebrate, so many
fine people. Those who started it are
gone, but they built it on a solid foun-
dation that had lasted.

Agriculture is the single most impor-
tant industry in the world. It is the
food we eat, it is the water we drink, it
is the clothes we wear, and it is the fi-
nancial system that we have created.
The very commitment that Chairman
AUSTIN ScoTT and I share was birthed
out of that—the Commodities Ex-
change. The South didn’t have every-
thing it needed, but it had the land and
it had the crops. It had commodities.
Farm Credit provided the liquidity
that our farmers needed. So there is so
much to cherish in this time that we
are celebrating.

There is something else, too, Mr.
Speaker, as we look at this. As Chair-
man SCOTT said, 72 percent of their
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