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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

The amendment to the preamble was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

————

TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PAY-
MENTS IN EUGENICS COMPENSA-
TION ACT

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 1698) to exclude payments from
State eugenics compensation programs
from consideration in determining eli-
gibility for, or the amount of, Federal
public benefits.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 1698

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Treatment
of Certain Payments in Eugenics Compensa-
tion Act”.

SEC. 2. EXCLUSION OF PAYMENTS FROM STATE
EUGENICS COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAMS FROM CONSIDERATION IN
DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY FOR, OR
THE AMOUNT OF, FEDERAL PUBLIC
BENEFITS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, payments made under
a State eugenics compensation program
shall not be considered as income or re-
sources in determining eligibility for, or the
amount of, any Federal public benefit.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

(1) FEDERAL PUBLIC BENEFIT.—The term
‘“Federal public benefit’”’ means—

(A) any grant, contract, loan, professional
license, or commercial license provided by
an agency of the United States or by appro-
priated funds of the United States; and

(B) any retirement, welfare, health, dis-
ability, public or assisted housing, postsec-
ondary education, food assistance, unem-
ployment benefit, or any other similar ben-
efit for which payments or assistance are
provided to an individual, household, or fam-
ily eligibility unit by an agency of the
United States or by appropriated funds of
the United States.

(2) STATE EUGENICS COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAM.—The term ‘‘State eugenics compensa-
tion program’ means a program established
by State law that is intended to compensate
individuals who were sterilized under the au-
thority of the State.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) and the
gentlewoman from New Jersey (Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in support of S. 1698, the
Treatment of Certain Payments in Eu-
genics Compensation Act, introduced
by my friend and colleague, Senator
THOM TiILLIS of North Carolina. Sen-
ator BURR and Senator TILLIS have
been very active in getting this bill
passed through the United States Sen-
ate.

Mr. Speaker, S. 1698 is a bipartisan
bill that will help victims of State gov-
ernment eugenics campaigns by ex-
cluding one-time, eugenics-related,
compensation payments from consider-
ation when calculating Federal bene-
fits. In essence, this would ensure that
the victims of State-based and State-
mandated eugenics programs in the
early part of the 20th century—which
over 30 States actually had—are not
further victimized by being kicked off
the social safety net, which many of
these victims who are still alive depend
on.

Many of these victims are still alive
today, as I mentioned. In North Caro-
lina, at least, 220 out of the reported
7,600 victims were still living as of Sep-
tember of last year.

My home State has worked to make
amends for those that the State vic-
timized. Our State legislators, now led
by Senator TILLIS passed—and the Gov-
ernor signed—legislation that provided
large, one-time compensation pay-
ments to victims of eugenics programs
that are still alive and still in our soci-
ety today.

In North Carolina, victims can re-
ceive payments from the State govern-
ment ranging from $20- to $45,000. Our
State is not alone. Virginia has a simi-
lar program, awarding $25,000 in com-
pensation to each victim of the State’s
eugenics programs.

These one-time compensation pay-
ments count as normal gross income
under current Federal law and could
have the unintended effect of increas-
ing some of the victim’s reported in-
come, thereby costing them access to
some Federal income-based benefits.

Mr. Speaker, such an outcome is un-
fair. These individuals have suffered
great pain at the hands of their State
government and must not be further
victimized by losing the important
benefits they are receiving today.
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The takeaway is that this was a
State-created problem and the State
owed them compensation, and we
should ensure that these individuals
are able to get the benefits they need
and deserve.

Mr. Speaker, this is important legis-
lation that is bipartisan. I am happy to
have the support of my colleague, Rep-
resentative BUTTERFIELD, a Democrat
from North Carolina, representing
eastern North Carolina as a cosponsor
of this important bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of S. 1698, the Treatment of
Certain Payments in Eugenics Com-
pensation Act.

In the early 20th century, over 30
States enacted eugenics and compul-
sory sterilization laws, resulting in the
involuntary sterilization of over 60,000
Americans. These horrendous and dis-
criminatory laws targeted low-income
individuals, particularly single moth-
ers, African Americans, children from
large families, and people with disabil-
ities.

Recently, two States with the most
aggressive eugenics programs, Virginia
and North Carolina, passed State legis-
lation to provide compensation to the
living victims of these programs. In
2013, North Carolina set aside $10 mil-
lion for compensation payments; and,
as of January 2015, the State had
awarded approximately $20,000 to each
of the 220 victims. Last year, Virginia
passed a bill awarding $25,000 to each of
its surviving eugenics victims.

While these payments are intended to
compensate individuals for past
wrongs, they may also have the unin-
tended effect of causing victims to lose
eligibility for Federal benefits deter-
mined by income thresholds. Under
current law, victims who receive eu-
genics compensation could be denied
Medicaid, Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance, unemployment, or disability
benefits should the payments raise
their incomes above program eligi-
bility levels.

Most eugenics victims were poor and
disadvantaged in the early 20th cen-
tury, and many remain so today. As
such, they rely on these important
Federal benefits programs to make
ends meet.
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S. 1698 would ensure that State eu-
genics payments are treated like other
medical compensation payments and
not included in eligibility determina-
tion for Federal benefits. This would
guarantee that eugenics victims re-
ceive all benefits they rightfully de-
serve.

We cannot undo the mistakes of the
past, but we can do everything in our
power to ensure that eugenics victims
are not subjected to unfair treatment
yet again. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port S. 1698.



H5950

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. WALKER).

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise in support of S. 1698, the Treat-
ment of Certain Payments in Eugenics
Compensation Act.

I commend the leadership of my col-
leagues and friends from the State of
North Carolina, Senator TILLIS, Sen-
ator BURR, and Representative
MCHENRY, on this important bipartisan
issue.

Today, we address a dark chapter of
the early 20th century in America. Doz-
ens of State governments unjustly and
unconscionably operated eugenics pro-
grams to sterilize—by force or coer-
cion—individuals they deemed unfit to
have children. It ruthlessly targeted
the undereducated, the needy, the dis-
abled, and even African Americans.

Thankfully, this shameful practice
ended many years ago, but many of its
victims are still with us today. While
no apology or amount of money or ben-
efit can ever return what was lost, Vir-
ginia and our State of North Carolina
recently began restitution payments to
victims of this grievous injustice.

Unfortunately, this program resulted
in unintended burdens for eugenics vic-
tims. The restitution payments cur-
rently count as Federal income against
eligibility for Federal benefits, such as
Medicaid, and may result in the denial
of these benefits. Counting these pay-
ments as Federal income when they are
compensation for this horrendous in-
justice is not right.

We are considering this important
legislation today to close the unin-
tended loophole and ensure the Federal
Government does not undermine the ef-
forts of States to provide some amount
of restitution to those who were vic-
tims of this grave crime of eugenics.

This bill should remind us that every
life is precious. I wholeheartedly sup-
port this legislation and urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

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

Mr. MCHENRY. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to close
with this:

To my colleagues, I would like to
thank my Democratic colleagues for
being supportive of this bipartisan
piece of legislation that originated in
the Senate. I would like to commend
Senators BURR and TILLIS for their
work in getting this important legisla-
tion through the United States Senate.

The fact of the matter is we had
State-based programs that victimized
our population, and that State-based
victimization should be righted for
those who are living. That was impor-
tant work of the State legislators in
North Carolina that originated this
victims’ compensation fund in North
Carolina. It is important that we do
our part for the Federal Government to
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ensure that those victims are not fur-
ther victimized by losing their impor-
tant social safety net programs that
are lifesaving for them.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation and urge its adoption.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. MCHENRY) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, S. 1698.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

BOTTLES AND BREASTFEEDING
EQUIPMENT SCREENING ACT

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5065) to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security to notify air car-
riers and security screening personnel
of the Transportation Security Admin-
istration of such Administration’s
guidelines regarding permitting baby
formula, breast milk, and juice on air-
planes, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5065

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““‘Bottles and
Breastfeeding Equipment Screening Act’.
SEC. 2. TSA SECURITY SCREENING GUIDELINES

FOR BABY FORMULA, BREAST MILK,
PURIFIED DEIONIZED WATER FOR
INFANTS, AND JUICE ON AIRPLANES;
TRAINING ON SPECIAL PROCE-
DURES.

Not later than 90 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Transportation Security Administration
shall—

(1) notify air carriers and security screen-
ing personnel of the Transportation Security
Administration and personnel of private se-
curity companies providing security screen-
ing pursuant to section 44920 of title 49,
United States Code, of such Administration’s
guidelines regarding permitting baby for-
mula, breast milk, purified deionized water
for infants, and juice on airplanes under the
Administration’s guidelines known as the 3—
1-1 Liquids Rule Exemption; and

(2) in training procedures for security
screening personnel of the Administration
and private security companies providing se-
curity screening pursuant to section 44920 of
title 49, United States Code, include training
on special screening procedures.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KATKO) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. RICHMOND)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
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clude any extraneous materials on the
bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER),
the sponsor of this bill.

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Mr. KATKO for his
support and collaboration on this im-
portant piece of legislation.

Today, I am excited to support a bi-
partisan bill that I introduced, the Bot-
tles and Breastfeeding Equipment
Screening Act, or the BABES Act, to
ensure that families aren’t being penal-
ized for simply trying to travel with
supplies and equipment necessary to
take care of their babies.

For parents, working moms, and
caretakers, air travel can present its
own unique challenges. To accommo-
date these challenges, the Transpor-
tation Security Administration, or
TSA, has important exemptions in
place that allow passengers to bring
breast milk, bottles, and feeding equip-
ment through airport security and on
board the aircraft. It exempts them
from the 3-1-1 rule.

You can imagine how important this
is during longer flights for moms who
have to be away from their infants for
extended periods of time. I have been in
this situation. This is critical.

Unfortunately, although this exemp-
tion is in place, we have seen a problem
with compliance. There have been too
many instances reported by parents
that TSA officials either didn’t know
or simply refused to follow these ex-
emptions. Parents who are trying to
follow these rules are consistently sin-
gled out for harassment-like scrutiny
by TSA. This has led to breast milk
being forcibly tossed out, equipment
being broken, and flights missed.

Mr. Speaker, a family following
TSA’s posted regulations shouldn’t
have to have their breast milk thrown
out, shouldn’t have to endure the trav-
el nightmare of missing flights while
they are traveling with kids because of
the lack of training on the agency’s
part.

The BABES Act is a commonsense
measure. It will hold TSA accountable
in upholding its own current regula-
tions and standards. I urge adoption of
this important legislation.

I include in the RECORD two letters in
support of this bill, one from the Amer-
ican Academy of Pediatrics and one
from the March of Dimes.

AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PEDIATRICS,
May 17, 2016.
Hon. JAIME HERRERA BEUTLER,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE HERRERA BEUTLER:
On behalf of the American Academy of Pedi-
atrics (AAP), a professional organization of
64,000 primary care pediatricians, pediatric
medical subspecialists, and pediatric sur-
gical specialists dedicated to the health,
safety, and well-being of infants, children,
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