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Iran arrested Siamak Namazi, a busi-
nessman who is a dual American-Ira-
nian citizen. Namazi worked for a pe-
troleum company in the UAE and pre-
viously ran a consulting business in
Iran. He still has not been charged. In
fact, the only recent development in
Mr. Namagzi’s case is his father
Baquer—an 80-year-old man who suf-
fers from heart problems—was arrested
in February and sent to Iran’s noto-
rious Evin Prison. Why would Iranian
leaders expect foreign investment to
flow into their country when it arbi-
trarily arrests and detains those seek-
ing business opportunities for their
own country.

It is not only Iran’s flawed legal sys-
tem or its ongoing human rights viola-
tions, more than half of Iran’s economy
consists of shadowy organizations con-
trolled in part by the Iranian Revolu-
tionary Guard Corps, the IRGC, the
hard-line military force committed to
the preservation of the Iranian regime.
The pseudo-private entities that are
tied to the IRGC include banks, busi-
nesses, religious foundations, pension
funds, and welfare projects that also
serve as front companies for the IRGC.

During his question-and-answer ses-
sion at the Council on Foreign Rela-
tions, Mr. Seif was asked whether for-
eign businesses considering investing
in Iran or doing business with Iran
could be confident that the money in-
vested in Iran would not fund the
IRGC. He was unable to declare defini-
tively that it would not.

The onus, the burden, is on Iran—not
the international community or the
United States—to reform Iran’s domes-
tic economy and to make sure its busi-
nesses are not linked to the IRGC, to
make it a country—transparent and
open—and to engage in actions that
suggest to the world it is a trustworthy
partner. The burden is on Iran to com-
ply with the JCPOA. The burden is on
Iran to stop testing ballistic missiles,
abusing human rights, and supporting
terrorists. If Iran is unhappy with the
level of economic relief it has received
since this agreement came into effect,
it only has its own actions to blame.

As Acting Under Secretary Szubin
put it, ‘“the JCPOA [the nuclear deal]
is an international arrangement, not a
cashier’s check.”

I commend Dr. Seif for his willing-
ness to travel to the United States and
to make his case in front of our Coun-
cil on Foreign Relations. I think this is
a constructive step, but as I have
shown, I think the case he made is a
weak one. The evidence is clear. A co-
ordinated sanctions regime did, in fact,
force Iran to negotiate. Iran’s nuclear
program was not entirely peaceful in
its intent or execution. The United
States and EU aren’t holding the Ira-
nian economy back—the Iranian Gov-
ernment is. The Iranian Government’s
actions are.

In my travels throughout the Middle
East and in conversations with re-
gional leaders and Ambassadors here,
it is apparent these nations all share
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one overriding concern, Iranian aggres-
sion. This challenge unites countries as
diverse as Israel, Turkey, Saudi Ara-
bia, and the United Arab Emirates.

As my colleagues may have seen in
an op-ed in the Washington Post just
last week, Iranian Foreign Minister
Mohammad Zarif sought to justify re-
cent steps Iran has taken to dramati-
cally build up its defenses.

Countries do, indeed, have a right to
self-defense, but there is a difference
between self-defense efforts undertaken
by responsible members of the inter-
national community and some of Iran’s
recent aggressive and destabilizing ac-
tions.

Responsible nations don’t support
terrorist groups throughout the Middle
East and stoke sectarianism to under-
mine the security of their neighbors.
Responsible nations don’t directly
threaten the destruction of Israel. Re-
sponsible nations seek common ground
and the pursuit of mutual interests
with their neighbors. Responsible na-
tions abide by U.N. Security Council
resolutions.

Iran’s actions make it clear it is not
yvet a responsible member of the inter-
national community. If Iran then has
complaints about the relief it has re-
ceived under this agreement, it should
move its behavior and begin to uphold
its commitments under the deal while
changing the dangerous aspect of its
ongoing behavior. Yet, instead, Iran
continues to try and dominate its re-
gion, a valuable reminder we must con-
tinue to enforce the terms of the
JCPOA strictly and push back on Iran’s
bad behavior that is outside the param-
eters of the agreement.

While I commend the Obama admin-
istration for its recent action in inter-
dicting illicit arms shipments from
Iran to the Houthis, continuing to des-
ignate IRGC-linked entities for more
sanctions, and taking other critical
steps to push back on Iran’s bad behav-
ior and destabilizing activities in the
region, I also remain concerned about
the administration’s willingness to en-
tertain Iranian complaints about sanc-
tions relief.

I urge the United States and our al-
lies to remain cautious in our dealings
with Iran. We must remember that the
most important contract with Iran is
the one we have already agreed to—
that is, this nuclear deal—and we must
continue to remind Iran that its own
behavior is the real cause of its con-
tinuing international isolation.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE).
Without objection, it is so ordered.
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50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE ST.
JUDE’'S RANCH FOR CHILDREN,
NEVADA CAMPUS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, today I
wish to recognize the 50th anniversary
of the St. Jude’s Ranch for Children,
Nevada Campus.

St. Jude’s Ranch for Children was
founded by Father Jack Adam to sup-
port abused and neglected children and
give them an opportunity to learn and
grow. Father Adam initially faced
challenges in acquiring funding for the
project. However, with the help of Ne-
vadan community leaders, including
Claudine and Shelby Williams, Forrest
Duke, and the Sisters of Charity, the
project raised $30,000, and the facility
was built. Eddie, a resident of Elko,
NV, became the first child to attend
St. Jude’s Ranch for Children. Since
then, the organization has been a sanc-
tuary for numerous abused and ne-
glected children and is a recognized
landmark in southern Nevada.

St. Jude’s Ranch for children offers
supportive housing and nutritional
services for children and families. The
Therapeutic Residential Foster Care
program provides children an oppor-
tunity to live together, receive the nu-
tritious foods they need to be success-
ful, attend school, and participate in
extracurricular activities. Children are
nurtured in the program until they are
ready to transition out of therapeutic
are. Later, children are placed with
loving foster families, and siblings are
kept together.

April is National Child Abuse Preven-
tion month. It is important that every
April we work together to raise aware-
ness for programs that support the
physical and emotional well-being of
children and recognize organizations,
such as St. Jude’s Ranch for Children,
that transform the lives of children
and families in our community.

Our youth are an important part of
our history and future. We must ensure
that children are protected and have a
nurturing home that allows them to
succeed. When a child suffers from
abuse or neglect, the whole community
and country suffers with them. The
services provided by St. Jude’s Ranch
for Children ensure safety, health, and
opportunity for many of our Nation’s
children. Their work is appreciated and
admired, and I wish them continued
success for years to come.

———

REMEMBERING RICHARD F.
SCHOLZ, JR.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last
week the city of Quincy, in my home
State of Illinois, lost a tough, prin-
cipled, and fair public servant—but
more importantly, a fine man. Judge
Richard F. Scholz, Jr., passed away at
the age of 87.

Judge Scholz was the quintessential
public servant. He was a voice for the
underprivileged and a passionate advo-
cate for the most vulnerable in the
community. He spent more than 24
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years as a judge, fighting for at risk
youths and a more equitable juvenile
justice system. Although Judge Scholz
could be tough, he had a softer side
that put a gentle and compassionate
face on the criminal justice system. He
was celebrated in the courts for his
well-reasoned and thoughtful decisions.
Throughout his tenure, he was honored
by several civic organizations and com-
munity groups, but it was dealing one-
on-one with people that gave him the
greatest joy and satisfaction.

Chuck Scholz, former Quincy mayor
and Judge Scholz’s nephew, recalled
meeting a longtime Quincy resident
who told him a story: ‘“Your uncle sent
me to jail, and it was the best thing
that ever happened to me.”” He went on
to explain how Judge Scholz visited
him one day at the correctional facil-
ity in St. Charles. The reason for his
visit? To make sure he got his diploma
while he was incarcerated. And when
he was released, Judge Scholz got him
a job. That is the kind of man Judge
Scholz was. He understood that the job
didn’t end in his courtroom.

Judge Scholz believed in serving the
community by serving the individual.
He knew the recipe for building strong,
healthy communities was getting the
right people involved in the right way.
And the community was better for it.

Born in 1928, Judge Scholz grew up in
Quincy and attended St. Francis grade
school, Quincy Notre Dame High
School, St. Ambrose College, and the
University of Illinois. After college, he
moved down south and received his law
degree from Mercer University in
Macon, GA. While studying law, he met
and married Ellen W. Scholz and
shared 58 wonderful years before her
death in 2009.

Following law school, the young cou-
ple returned to Quincy to raise their
family and practice law with his father
and brother. In 1958, he was elected
judge of the 8th Judicial Circuit and
served as chief judge from 1975 to 1979.
In 1982, Judge Scholz retired from the
bench and returned to private practice.

During his time on the bench, Judge
Scholz presided over high profile cases,
fought for higher pay for the county’s
chief probation officer and the Youth
Home superintendent, and he worked
tirelessly with community leaders to
build the Adams County Youth Home,
now the Adams County Juvenile Deten-
tion Center—one of only nine facilities
of its kind in Illinois.

Hanging above the doorway at the
Scholz family farm, there was a sign
that read: ‘“You will only be a stranger
here but once.” Always willing to offer
a helping hand, Judge Scholz made
time for everyone. He helped young at-
torneys understand the right way to
conduct themselves in and out of the
courtroom. As a mentor to countless
attorneys, judges, and children, Judge
Scholz’s mark on the community will
endure for years.

I will close with one more story.
Years ago, a mother from a Quincy
family had been murdered. Her chil-
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dren were orphaned, and State welfare
officials planned on placing them into
different foster homes. Judge Scholz
wouldn’t hear of it. He said: ‘“No, you
are not breaking up this family.”” The
family stayed together, and there is a
photo of them standing around Judge
Scholz, with the words: our hero,
carved into the picture—a hero indeed.

The stories of Judge Scholz’s Kkind-
ness and affection to the children and
families in Quincy go on and on—what
a legacy and what a great friend to the
people of Quincy. Judge Scholz will
certainly be missed.

————

NOMINATION OF MERRICK
GARLAND

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, yester-
day I had the honor of speaking at an
event hosted by the Edward M. Ken-
nedy Institute for the U.S. Senate on
this body’s role in considering Supreme
Court nominees. The institute is a
wonderful organization ‘‘dedicated to
educating the public about the impor-
tant role of the Senate in our govern-
ment.”” My friend Ted Kennedy loved
the Senate and worked hard every day
here to improve the lives of the people
of Massachusetts and the people of
America. I thank Vicki Kennedy for all
of her efforts to build the institute.
She has also continued the Kennedy
legacy by working to advance medical
research and health care for all Ameri-
cans. I was honored by her invitation
to speak at the event.

The institute’s event was held on the
important and timely issue of the Sen-
ate’s constitutional role in providing
advice and consent on nominees to the
Supreme Court. As Senator Kennedy
once said, ‘‘Few responsibilities we
have as Senators are more important
than our responsibility to advise and
consent to the nominations by the
President to the Supreme Court.” Ted
understood the momentous nature of
Supreme Court nominations, as well as
the Senate’s undeniable and irreplace-
able constitutional role in providing
advice and consent on the President’s
nominees.

And the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, on which Senator Kennedy and
I served together for years, plays a sin-
gularly important role in considering
nominees to serve in our Federal judi-
ciary. But that critical role has been
abdicated by the Senate Republicans’
unprecedented decision to deny any
process to Chief Judge Merrick Gar-
land, who has been nominated to the
Supreme Court.

In the last 100 years since public con-
firmation hearings began in the Judici-
ary Committee for Supreme Court
nominees, the Senate has never denied
a nominee a hearing and a vote. No
nominee has been treated the way Sen-
ate Republicans are treating Chief
Judge Garland. Even when a majority
of the Judiciary Committee did not
support a nominee, the committee still
reported out the nomination for a vote
on the Senate floor. This allowed all
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Senators to exercise their duty to con-
sider the nominee.

In fact, when I became chairman of
the Judiciary Committee in 2001 during
the Bush administration, I and Senator
HATCH—who was then the ranking
member—memorialized how the com-
mittee would continue in this tradition
to consider President George W. Bush’s
Supreme Court nominees. In a letter to
all Senators, Senator HATCH and I
wrote, ‘“‘The Judiciary Committee’s
traditional practice has been to report
Supreme Court nominees to the Senate
once the Committee has completed its
considerations. This has been true even
in cases where Supreme Court nomi-
nees were opposed by a majority of the
Judiciary Committee.” Senator HATCH
and I agreed to that. And then-Major-
ity Leader Trent Lott agreed, too, say-
ing this back in 2001: ‘‘the Senate has a
long record allowing the Supreme
Court nominees of the President to be
given a vote on the floor of the Sen-
ate.” We all agreed to this because that
is what we in the Senate have done for
a century, in an open and transparent
manner, allowing the American people
to see us doing our work.

This is exactly what the Judiciary
Committee should be doing this very
day. It has now been 42 days since Chief
Judge Merrick Garland was nominated
to the Supreme Court. If we follow the
average confirmation schedule for Su-
preme Court nominees over the last 40
years, the Judiciary Committee should
be convening a hearing today on Chief
Judge Garland’s nomination. The late
Justice Scalia, whom Chief Judge Gar-
land would replace on the Court, re-
ceived a hearing 42 days after his nomi-
nation. And Democrats were in charge
when the Senate last voted on a Su-
preme Court nominee in an election
year when Justice Anthony Kennedy
was confirmed in 1988. Justice Kennedy
received a hearing in the Judiciary
Committee just 14 days after President
Reagan nominated him. Had he been
nominated at the same time as Chief
Judge Garland, his hearings would al-
ready have been completed.

Last month, the Kennedy Institute
released a national poll that showed
just 36 percent of Americans know that
the Senate confirms Supreme Court
nominees. Our response as Senators to
this unfortunate fact should not be to
deny Chief Judge Merrick Garland a
public hearing and a vote, breaking 100
years of Senate tradition and failing to
do our jobs as Senators. Instead, our
response should be to engage with the
American people and to show them
through our actions that the Senate
can hold up its part of the constitu-
tional framework.

And although many Americans may
not be able to tell you that the Senate
confirms Supreme Court nominees, a
solid majority of the American public
does know—by a 2-to-1 margin—that
Chief Judge Garland deserves to have a
hearing. That strong majority of the
public is telling us that the Senate
should show up for work and carry out
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