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PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS PRIMARY SPON-
SOR OF H.R. 15687 AND H.R. 4199

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may here-
after be considered to be the primary
sponsor of both H.R. 15687 and H.R. 4199,
bills originally introduced by Rep-
resentative Slaughter of New York, for
the purposes of adding cosponsors and
requesting reprintings pursuant to
clause 7 of rule XII.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUDD). Is there objection to the request
of the gentlewoman from Connecticut?

There was no objection.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3053, NUCLEAR WASTE POL-
ICY AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2017

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 115-665) on the resolution (H.
Res. 879) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 3053) to amend the Nu-
clear Waste Policy Act of 1982, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

CELEBRATING THE BAPTISMS OF
DR. FRANK GASKILL, OLIVIA
GASKILL, AND MADDOX GASKILL

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

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the baptism of Dr.
Frank Gaskill and his two children,
Olivia and Maddox, of Charlotte, North
Carolina, this past weekend. On May 6,
at the Myers Park United Methodist
Church, I was able to celebrate a mem-
ber joining the church of faith.

Dr. Gaskill is a psychologist and au-
thor, who has dedicated his life to help-
ing children with Asperger’s. After
earning his bachelor of arts, master’s,
and Ph.D. in psychology from the Uni-
versity of North Carolina at Chapel
Hill, he went on to develop a practice
that has been recognized as one of the
most creative, innovative, and best run
practices in the United States.

I look forward to the positive impact
Dr. Gaskill will continue to have, and I
am overjoyed by his commitment to
his faith.

Dr. Gaskill, as you begin this new
part of your life, look to Psalm 37:3,
which reminds us: ‘“Trust in the Lord
and do good; dwell in the land and cul-
tivate faithfulness.”

———

RECOGNIZING TEACHER
APPRECIATION WEEK

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in honor of America’s teachers.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

In classrooms across the country,
teachers are doing an excellent job in
educating our children and preparing
them for their future success. Teachers
are much more than educators. They
are leaders, and they are role models.

Mr. Speaker, this week is Teacher
Appreciation Week, and I ask that my
colleagues join me in honoring our
teachers not just today, but every day.

On a personal note, I ask that my
colleagues join me in honoring three
teachers in my life:

My father, the late Congressman
Donald Payne, Sr., was a high school
teacher who used his time in Congress
to fight for K-12 education at home and
abroad;

My sister, Wanda Payne, just retired
last year from teaching kindergarten
and pre-K and special needs children
for 31 years; and

My sister, Nicole Payne, who is direc-
tor of alternative education for the
Paterson School District in New Jer-
sey.

My father and sisters, like teachers
across this country, help young people
grow into strong, capable adults. For
that, let’s honor them.

ENACTING TERM LIMITS

(Mr. FRANCIS ROONEY of Florida
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. FRANCIS ROONEY of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to discuss a
creative solution to enacting term lim-
its without amending the Constitution,
H.R. 5539, the Thomas Jefferson Public
Service Act of 2018.

Under this proposal, after six terms
in the House or two in the Senate,
Members of Congress will only receive
$1 a year in compensation for their
service, effectively implementing real
term limits. Again, no constitutional
amendment necessary.

Critics may say this will create a
Congress full of rich people, but, in
fact, people using this argument are
exactly the career politicians we need
to weed out. If a person were to ignore
the effective 12-year term limit, re-
gardless of how much money they
might have, the culture of term limits
would be set in and they would be wide-
ly opposed, criticized, and should be
thrown out.

Eighty-six percent of our customers,
the voters, want term limits. As a busi-
nessperson, I am just figuring out how
to get them what they want. That is
what we do in the real world: satisfy
customers.

————

HONORING THE LIFE OF CARRIE
PARSONS

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

Mr. KIHUEN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to remember the life of Carrie Par-
sons. Carrie always made sure to live

H3825

her life by her favorite saying: ‘‘live,
laugh, and love.”

She enjoyed playing intramural soft-
ball and working at the staffing firm,
Ajilon. Carrie recently got engaged in
Hawaii to the love of her life, and they
were excited to start their life to-
gether.

She went to the Route 91 festival in
Las Vegas on October 1 with four of her
friends for a girls trip. Carrie always
loved dancing and singing to her favor-
ite country songs, and she made sure to
ensure everyone was having a good
time. Her friends remember her as
being a ‘‘one in a million friend’’ who
was young, vibrant, and full of life.

I would like to extend my condo-
lences to Carrie Parsons’ family and
friends. Please know that the city of
Las Vegas, the State of Nevada, and
the whole country grieve with you.

————

MENTAL HEALTH AWARENESS
MONTH

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker,
May is Mental Health Awareness
Month, and I would like to take this
opportunity to discuss the need for in-
creased mental health awareness and
resources in our communities. I would
like to recognize an organization in my
district, in Bucks County, Pennsyl-
vania, that does just that.

The Bucks County Crisis Interven-
tion Team, founded in 2008, brings to-
gether law enforcement, mental health
professionals, and local officials to re-
inforce the treatment of mental illness
as a disorder and not as a crime.

I am appreciative of the law enforce-
ment officers who, last month, became
certified as members of the Bucks
County Crisis Intervention Team, the
18th class to do so.

I would also like to thank mental
health advocate Sharon Curran, whose
involvement with this program and
work with the Lenape Valley Founda-
tion makes Bucks County a safer and a
more accommodating community.

Mr. Speaker, working together with
this group, we look forward to ex-
panded access to quality mental
healthcare for anyone in our commu-
nity who is in need.

———

HONORING “SUPER’” COOPER
BUSCH

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a constituent from
the 22nd District of New York, Cooper
Busch, better known as Super Cooper.

Cooper Busch of Chenango Bridge, a
spunky, fearless, and loving 4-year-old,
an incredible fighter, born with Down
syndrome, Cooper was diagnosed in No-
vember of 2016 with acute myeloid leu-
kemia.
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On Sunday, May 6, sadly, sweet Coo-
per passed away. Cooper is survived by
his parents, Tara and Steve; his broth-
er, Cole; and his sister, Hope.

In Cooper’s last month, he received a
surprise total bedroom makeover, he
threw out the first pitch for the Rum-
ble Ponies, and he dropped the puck for
the Binghamton Devils.

Volunteers organized fundraisers,
sent in meals for the Busch family, and
sold Super Cooper t-shirts. A local art-
ist even wrote and illustrated a special
book called, ‘‘Super Cooper Saves the
Day.”

Our condolences are with the entire
Busch family during this very difficult
time. Cooper’s enduring spirit and
bravery are an inspiration to all of us.
Super Cooper’s smile, lovable person-
ality, and his zeal to live each day to
the fullest, no matter how challenging,
no matter how much time we may be
allotted on this very dear Earth, will
be his eternal legacy to all of us.

May Super Cooper rest in peace.

——————

LEGISLATION AS A REFLECTION
OF MORALITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is
my privilege to address you here on the
floor of the United States House of
Representatives and to take up any of
the topics that are already in order
here, which is most every topic deliv-
ered in a decent fashion.

But I have some things to talk about
here tonight that are a bit celebratory,
things that I am pretty happy about. I
want to discuss, Mr. Speaker, the nar-
rative of a significant accomplishment
that I think, in the end, will save the
lives of perhaps millions of innocent
unborn babies in this country.

The history of Roe v. Wade goes back
to January 22, 1973, when the United
States Supreme Court came down with
a decision. Coupled were two cases the
same day, Roe v. Wade and Doe V.
Bolton, and those two cases that were
delivered launched abortion on demand
in America. It was a stunning set of de-
cisions, the scope of which, the mag-
nitude of which, could not have been
comprehended at that time.

I remember then, when they came
down. We had no children yet at that
point. Marilyn and I were married, but
at that age in life and not having any
experience with the impact of such a
decision—America didn’t have that ex-
perience—the way we analyzed that
thing, didn’t understand how severe
this would be.

Yet, once the decision came down,
there is something that I have learned,
Mr. Speaker, and that is that people
say: You can’t legislate morality.

I have always thought that was a
pretty weak statement and not very
defensible, but you hear it quite often:
You can’t legislate morality. You can’t
legislate morality.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Well, legislation is a reflection of
morality. For example, we have laws
against murder and rape and assault
and battery and armed robbery, and
the list goes on and on of the things
that are prohibited. They are the re-
flections of the morality of a nation.

The lack of such legislation would in-
dicate only one of two things: either it
is the lack of morality, or it is a nation
that doesn’t need laws to frame it be-
cause the morality of the nation is so
enshrined in the culture that there
doesn’t need to be laws.

For example, one of those examples
would be that, for centuries, marriage
was between a man and a woman. We
didn’t need laws that said so because
everybody knew that marriage defined
a union between a man and a woman—
in my case, joined together in holy
matrimony.

So as the legislation came forward—
and I was in the Iowa Senate at the
time—I remember some of that debate
and discussion, and it was: Why do we
need to pass this law to defend mar-
riage, the Defense of Marriage Act?

I helped write part of that language,
Mr. Speaker, and I had a little bit of a
hard time explaining why it was impor-
tant that we move it, more or less, an
insurance policy so that we could pro-
tect marriage in Iowa against the
movement that had just begun not
very much earlier than that by litiga-
tion out in Hawaii. And then the
conflation between civil unions and
marriage.

But the reflection of the values of
marriage were in our culture so deeply
that senator after senator stood on the
floor and said: Why do we need to do
this? This is a redundant exercise. It is
a waste of our time. Everybody knows
that marriage is between a man and a
woman.

And we passed the Defense of Mar-
riage Act. There were only about three
or four who voted against it. We won-
dered why they did that. They were out
there in the fringes, so we thought, at
the time. That was about 1998.
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By 2009—and that would only be 11
years later—the Iowa Supreme Court
came down with the decision Varnum
v. Brien, which imposed same-sex mar-
riage on Iowa, the transformation of a
culture that needed a law to protect
marriage, if we were to protect it. But
once, for thousands of years—I will say
at least for thousands of years—mar-
riage was between a man and a woman,
and it changed.

When something became permissive,
then the permissiveness of it changed
the morality of the situation. That is
not a very good description, Mr. Speak-
er, of what happened with the abortion
circumstances in America. We under-
stood then that life begins at the mo-
ment of conception. But when Roe v.
Wade came down with the decision that
prohibited the States from regulating
abortion and prohibiting abortion, then
it became permissible and permissive,
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and it became pervasive at the same
time.

Some of our peak incidents of abor-
tion, from 1973 until the latter part of
that decade, got up to 1.6 million abor-
tions a year. And, today, after 45 years
of Roe v. Wade, this Nation has seen 60
million—some say 61 million—babies
aborted. Babies who would be growing
up in our society today: going to
school; playing ball; studying; going to
church; loving their brothers and sis-
ters, their mothers, their fathers, their
grandparents, their aunts, their uncles.
They are gone: 60 million little babies
gone.

And not only 60 million—there is no
way to actually describe 60 million ba-
bies as only—but, in addition, there are
another roughly 60 million who were
not born because their mothers were
aborted. A population between 100 and
120 million Americans are missing
today because of Roe v. Wade’s deci-
sion—Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton—
an unsoundly and unjustly decision
that came down from the United States
Supreme Court.

One of the problems we have in this
country is we have three branches of
government. A 1lot of government
teachers and constitutional teachers
instruct that it is three coequal
branches of government, but that is
not what our Founding Fathers ex-
pected. They defined it, instead, that
the judicial branch of government
would be the weakest of the three
branches of government.

Yet our society, our culture, our civ-
ilization gives such reverence to the
United States Supreme Court that they
can’t even get their minds around the
idea of: What do you do if the Court
comes down with an atrocious, out-
rageous, erroneous, nonconstitutional
decision that visits 60 million deaths of
innocent babies on our country and an-
other 60 million babies who are not
born because of a result of it? A miss-
ing 100 to 120 million babies—a decision
of the Supreme Court.

And what do we do?

We accept the decision as if the deci-
sions of the Supreme Court are utterly
sacrosanct, and the only way they can
ever change is if the circumstances of
that Court should change in such a way
that the appointments and the con-
firmations to the Court could trans-
form and reverse the erroneous deci-
sions in the past.

Now, there are circumstances where
the Supreme Court has reversed their
own decision. We had the Dred Scott
decision that actually wasn’t reversed.
That was a decision on slavery. Some
say that that was an erroneous, poorly
found decision.

I think I side with Abraham Lincoln
that it was constitutional at its time.
It probably was a decision that con-
formed to the Constitution, however
morally wrong it was.

Then along came the 13th, the 14th,
and the 15th Amendments that rec-
tified the situation that was put upon
us by Dred Scott. And, by the way,
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