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and cost-saving investment to relieve
the fiscal pressure felt by school dis-
tricts across the Nation while bringing
us closer to American energy security.

So for all of these reasons, Mr.
Speaker, I urge my colleagues to pass
this bill.

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia, the Peach State (Mr. CARTER).

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 756,
the Streamlining Energy Efficiency for
Schools Act of 2015.

Efficient use of energy can help re-
duce consumption, lower energy bills,
and may also help the environment as
well. The benefits of energy efficiency
can extend to our homes, businesses,
and public institutions, including
schools. There is a multitude of pro-
grams and finance mechanisms avail-
able for schools to use to further their
energy efficiency goals. However, infor-
mation on these resources is hard to
find; and, as a result, schools may be
missing out on opportunities to make
their facilities more energy efficient.

H.R. 756 would direct the Department
of Energy to create a clearinghouse in
order to disseminate information on
energy efficiency programs and grants
for schools. This bill would also help
facilitate coordination between Fed-
eral agencies so that they may develop
a collaborative effort to help schools
meet their energy efficiency needs.

I urge my colleagues to support our
schools in their efforts to become more
energy efficient by supporting H.R. 756.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, everything
that needs to be said has been said.

I appreciate the work of my col-
league from Texas (Mr. OLSON), and I
really do appreciate as well the leader-
ship of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CARTWRIGHT), who has been
very, very active on anything related
to making better use of our energy.

I urge passage of this legislation.

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

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a
commonsense bill that helps schools
all across America. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on H.R. 756.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. OLSON)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 756.

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.

—————

POWER AND SECURITY SYSTEMS
(PASS) ACT

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6375) to provide for consideration
of the extension under the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act of non-
application of No-Load Mode energy ef-
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ficiency standards to certain security
or life safety alarms or surveillance
systems.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 6375
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 ‘“‘Power And
Security Systems (PASS) Act”.
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF NONAPPLICATION OF NO-
LOAD MODE ENERGY EFFICIENCY
STANDARD TO CERTAIN SECURITY
OR LIFE SAFETY ALARM OR SUR-
VEILLANCE SYSTEMS.

(a) Section 325(un)(3)(D)(ii) of the Energy
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C.
6295(u)(3)(D)(ii)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘2015 and inserting *‘2021°’;
and

(2) by striking ‘2017 and inserting ‘2023".

(b) Section 325(u)(3)(E) of the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act (42 TU.S.C.
6295(1)(3)(E)) is amended—

(1) in clause (ii), by striking “‘July 1, 2017,”
and inserting ‘‘the effective date of the
amendment under subparagraph (D)(ii)”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(iv) TREATMENT IN RULE.—In the rule
under subparagraph (D)(ii) and subsequent
amendments the Secretary may treat some
or all external power supplies designed to be
connected to a security or life safety alarm
or surveillance system as a separate product
class or may extend the nonapplication
under clause (ii).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. OLSON) and the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6375, the Power
and Security Systems (PASS) Act, ex-
tends an important exemption from
current regulations for devices such as
security systems and medical devices.
Specifically, many electronic devices
use external power supplies that are
subject to strict limits on the amount
of electricity they can consume when
not in use. However, these provisions
are not feasible for products that have
to be on 24/7, such as home security
alarms and heart monitors.

This bill extends the existing exemp-
tion for external power supplies for
these kinds of products. H.R. 6375
would ensure the continued avail-
ability of these important and poten-
tially lifesaving devices, and I urge ev-
eryone to support it.

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

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 6375, the Power and Se-
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curity Systems Act, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as my colleague has
stated, the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007 requires electronic
devices to meet certain efficiency
standards while in no-load mode or
standby mode, and that obviously
makes a lot of sense. You don’t want to
be consuming unnecessary energy
when, in fact, you don’t need to use en-
ergy; but the whole law was written in
a way that it included some devices
that are always on active mode. Secu-
rity and life safety systems, such as
video surveillance, intrusion detection,
and access control systems, have to be
active all of the time.

So this law is now to extend some-
thing that was an exemption, and that
is going to expire unless we pass this
legislation and then allow manufactur-
ers to avoid having to go through very
costly steps in order to bring it into
compliance with the law that would ac-
tually make their products ineffective
when it came to surveillance.

This law was originally introduced
by Ranking Member FRANK PALLONE
and his colleague, ROY BLUNT, who is
now in the Senate, to provide that tem-
porary exemption. This is really going
to extend it.

I joined with the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO), and it is fitting
that we are working with Mr. POMPEO
because he is about to start a new job
that has just a little bit to do with se-
curity and intelligence. We congratu-
late him, by the way, on that appoint-
ment by President-elect Trump.

This bill, which has the support of in-
dustry and efficiency advocates, ad-
dresses the unique needs of critical life
safety and security systems to remain
on at all times while meeting DOE en-
ergy efficiency standards. It is a prac-
tical bill and a straightforward bill.

By the way, it is something that we
should be trying together to do more
often: when we pass a bill, it is a good
bill, but we find out it has got a bit of
a problem; instead of arguing about it,
let’s fix it. We managed to accomplish
that in this legislation.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Having no further speakers on this
side, I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia, the Peanut State (Mr. CARTER).

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 6375,
the Power and Security Systems Act.
This bill directs the Department of En-
ergy to decide by 2021 whether to
amend standards for certain external
power supply products, and directs that
these standards would not apply to
products manufactured before 2023.

External power supplies convert
power from an outlet to a lower volt-
age for use in everyday items like cell
phones, laptops, power tools, and other
electronics. The average home has 5 to
10 external power supplies, and that
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number continues to grow with more
than 300 million shipped in the United
States annually.

The PASS Act would also allow for
the Department of Energy to classify
external power supplies connected to
security or safety systems differently
than other types. By design, external
power supplies associated with a safety
or security device are always in an ac-
tive mode and simply do not have a no-
load or inactive mode, which is why
the distinction is needed.

This bill provides necessary regu-
latory relief while the Department of
Energy develops standards for these
products.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I will close
by saying that H.R. 6375 ensures that
these important and potentially life-
saving devices work when needed. This
is a great bill. I urge all my colleagues
to vote for this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 6375, the Power and Security
Systems, or PASS Act. This bill will provide an
important technical exemption to certain secu-
rity and life safety products from energy effi-
ciency standards set forth in the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007. A provi-
sion in the law increased the energy efficiency
requirements for battery chargers and external
power supplies—and | strongly supported that
change. However, the provision also mistak-
enly included security and life safety products,
and required that they be manufactured with a
standby mode, despite being products that are
inherently always on.

Without providing this correction, the secu-
rity industry will need to spend millions of dol-
lars to comply with an energy standard that
will yield no energy savings and could cost
jobs, which was never the initial intent of the
law.

Six years ago, | stood on the House floor in
support of legislation | authored that provided
this exemption through July 2017. I'm pleased
that Representative Welch, along with Rep-
resentative Pompeo, has taken up this impor-
tant issue and introduced this bill to extend the
exemption | originally authored through 2023.
And, the language in the bill before us today
will also allow the Department of Energy to ex-
tend this exemption or reclassify these prod-
ucts into a separate class if they deem it ap-
propriate.

Mr. Speaker, this is a commonsense and
consensus fix to a simple problem: the lan-
guage was developed by both industry and ef-
ficiency advocates, with technical assistance
from the Department of Energy. So it should
come as no surprise that this bill enjoys broad
support from the security industry and energy
efficiency advocates. | urge all of my col-
leagues to support it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. OLSON)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 6375.

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.
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CHILDHOOD CANCER SURVIVOR-
SHIP, TREATMENT, ACCESS, AND
RESEARCH ACT OF 2016

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3381) to maximize discovery, and
accelerate development and avail-
ability, of promising childhood cancer
treatments, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3381

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘Childhood Cancer Survivorship, Treat-

ment, Access, and Research Act of 2016 or
the ‘“Childhood Cancer STAR Act”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Findings.

TITLE I—MAXIMIZING RESEARCH
THROUGH DISCOVERY
Subtitle A—Caroline Pryce Walker Conquer
Childhood Cancer Reauthorization Act

Sec. 101. Children’s cancer biorepositories
and biospecimen research.

Sec. 102. Improving Childhood Cancer Sur-
veillance.

Subtitle B—Pediatric Expertise at NIH

Sec. 111. Inclusion of at least one pediatric
oncologist on the National Can-
cer Advisory Board.

Sec. 112. Sense of Congress regarding pedi-
atric expertise at the National
Cancer Institute.

Subtitle C—NIH Report on Childhood Cancer

Activities

Sec. 121. Reporting on childhood cancer re-
search projects.

TITLE II—MAXIMIZING DELIVERY: CARE,
QUALITY OF LIFE, SURVIVORSHIP,
AND CAREGIVER SUPPORT
Subtitle A—Childhood Cancer Survivors’

Quality of Life Act

Sec. 201. Cancer survivorship programs.

Sec. 202. Grants to improve care for pedi-
atric cancer survivors.

Sec. 203. Comprehensive long-term follow-up
services for pediatric cancer
survivors.

Sec. 204. Survivorship
project.

Subtitle B—Coverage and Payment of High

Quality Care

Sec. 211. Report by the Comptroller General.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Each year in the United States there
are an estimated 15,780 children between
birth and the age of 19 diagnosed with can-
cer. Approximately 1 in 285 children in the
United States will be diagnosed with cancer
before their 20th birthday.

(2) In 1960, only 4 percent of children with
cancer survived more than 5 years, but
today, cure rates have increased to over 80
percent for children and adolescents under
age 20.

(3) While the cure rates for some childhood
cancers are now over 80 percent, the survival
rates for many types of cancers in children
remain extremely low.

(4) According to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, cancer continues to
be the leading cause of death by disease in
children and adolescents under the age of 14.

(5) By 2020, the population of childhood
cancers survivors is expected to be 500,000 in-
dividuals.
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(6) As many as two-thirds of childhood can-
cer survivors are likely to experience at
least one late effect of treatment, with as
many as one-fourth experiencing a late ef-
fect that is serious or life-threatening. Com-
mon late effects of childhood cancer are
neurocognitive, psychological, cardiopulmo-
nary, endocrine, and musculoskeletal effects,
secondary malignancies, and early death.

(7) As a result of disparities in the delivery
of cancer care, minority, low-income, and
other medically underserved children are
more likely to be diagnosed with late stage
disease, experience poorer treatment out-
comes, have shorter survival time with less
quality of life, and experience a substan-
tially greater likelihood of cancer death.

(8) Collection of biospecimens, along with
clinical and outcome data, on children and
adolescents with cancer in the United States
is necessary to improve childhood and ado-
lescent cancer treatments and cures. Cur-
rently biospecimens, and clinical and out-
come data, are collected for less than half of
children in the United States with cancer.

(9) The late effects of cancer treatment
may change as therapies evolve, which
means that the monitoring and care of can-
cer survivors may need to be modified on a
routine basis.

(10) Despite the intense stress caused by
childhood cancer, there is a lack of standard-
ized and coordinated psychosocial care for
the children and their families, from the
date of diagnosis through treatment and sur-
vivorship.

(11) The Institute of Medicine, in its report
on cancer survivorship entitled ‘‘Childhood
Cancer Survivorship: Improving Care and
Quality of Life”, states that an organized
system of care and a method of care for pedi-
atric cancer survivors is needed.

(12) Focused and well-designed research
and pilot health delivery programs can an-
swer questions about the optimal ways to
provide health care, follow-up monitoring
services, and survivorship care to those diag-
nosed with childhood cancer and contribute
to improvements in the quality of care and
quality of life of those individuals through
adulthood.

(13) The National Institutes of Health, in-
cluding the National Cancer Institute, invest
approximately half of their annual appro-
priations to support basic research that
serves as the foundation for translational
and clinical research for all diseases and con-
ditions, with the potential to lead to break-
throughs for children with cancer. Virtually
all progress against cancer—in both children
and adults—has been founded in basic re-
search, often in areas not directly related to
the disease.

(14) The National Cancer Institute supports
a number of key research programs specifi-
cally to advance childhood cancer care, in-
cluding precision medicine clinical trials for
children with cancer, the Children’s Oncol-
ogy Group (part of the National Clinical
Trials Network of the National Cancer Insti-
tute), the Pediatric Preclinical Testing Con-
sortium, the Pediatric Brain Tumor Consor-
tium, the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study,
the Therapeutically Applicable Research to
Generate Effective Treatments program and
related pediatric cancer genomics research
(including the Pediatric MATCH Precision
Medicine trial), and the Pediatric Oncology
Branch (part of the intramural program of
the National Cancer Institute, whose mission
is to develop new treatments for pediatric
cancer).
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