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I believe that H.R. 4100 will help the 

FBA to flourish for many decades to 
come. I strongly support this bill. I 
look forward to the FBA’s continued 
positive involvement in our Nation’s 
legal system, and I urge my colleagues 
to support the bill. 

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), 
chairman of the Small Business Com-
mittee. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership on 
this issue and for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in support 
of a bill that I introduced, H.R. 4100, 
which, put simply, helps support those 
Federal attorneys who prosecute major 
drug traffickers, white collar crimi-
nals, and other Federal crimes, and the 
judges who preside over those cases in 
our Federal courts. 

The Federal Bar Association was 
founded back in 1920 and charted by 
Congress in 1954. However, in the near-
ly 64 years of its existence, its charter 
has never been amended. 

As a former educator, attorney, and 
current senior member of the Judiciary 
Committee, I would note the important 
work that the Federal Bar Association 
does to bring civics education to class-
rooms in my State of Ohio, and they 
bring that same expertise to other 
areas all across the country. 

Without legislation like H.R. 4100, it 
takes an act of Congress to even allow 
the Federal Bar Association to make 
simple changes to their bylaws. More 
specifically, this legislation gives the 
association the authority to choose the 
location of its principal office, restricts 
its officers from engaging in political 
activity, and makes other technical 
changes to conform to commonly used 
language and other things. 

This legislation provides the Federal 
Bar Association the continued ability 
to support legal research, pro bono, and 
community projects; continue to edu-
cate grade schoolchildren on the Fed-
eral judiciary system; and improve the 
practice of Federal law in our Federal 
courtrooms all across America. 

Mr. Speaker, I again want to thank 
the chairman, Chairman GOODLATTE, 
for his leadership in helping to bring 
this very important legislation to the 
floor for consideration, and I urge my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support it. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. CICILLINE). 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak about 
H.R. 4100. 

The Federal Bar Association is the 
Nation’s premier association for practi-
tioners in Federal courts and, as such, 
should, of course, be open to all, re-
gardless of sexual orientation or gender 
identity. 

Currently, the FBA recognizes the 
importance of nondiscrimination and 

has adopted a diversity statement that 
includes race, gender, ethnicity, na-
tional origin, religion, age, disability, 
sexual orientation, and gender iden-
tity. 

Diversity statements are valuable, 
but they do not carry the weight of 
law. The addition of a nondiscrimina-
tion provision to the FBA charter is an 
important action, but it is really un-
fortunate that my Republican col-
leagues have excluded gender identity 
as an enumerated protected char-
acteristic in the law. I am not sure if 
they are pandering to the most ex-
tremes in their party or to their polit-
ical base, but it is wrong. 

Gender identity is an individual’s 
personal and internal identification as 
a man, a woman, neither, or both. For 
transgender people, their gender iden-
tity may not match their biological or 
legal sex. Despite the efforts to exclude 
gender identity from H.R. 4100, 
transgender people will be protected 
from discrimination under Federal law. 

Discrimination on the basis of gender 
identity is a form of sex discrimina-
tion. Laws prohibiting discrimination 
on the basis of sex protect transgender 
people. 

Numerous Federal circuit and dis-
trict court opinions have held that our 
Nation’s nondiscrimination laws that 
prohibit discrimination on the basis of 
sex protect transgender people from 
discrimination. That includes title VII 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the 
Equal Credit Opportunity Act, and 
title IX of the Education Amendments 
of 1972. 

The Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission determined in Macy v. 
Holder that title VII’s prohibitions on 
sex discrimination also prohibit dis-
crimination on the basis of gender 
identity. This decision is binding on 
the Federal Government with respect 
to employment practices. 

While gender identity will be covered 
by the sex nondiscrimination provi-
sion, it is better to enumerate gender 
identity. Our laws work best when 
there are clear expectations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Listing out pro-
tected characteristics helps those mak-
ing determinations about membership 
understand their obligations, and helps 
those seeking membership understand 
their rights. There is no reason to 
refuse to include gender identity as a 
protected characteristic. 

While I do not oppose H.R. 4100, I 
hope that we can continue to discuss 
and take into account the issues that 
impact the lives of LGBTI individuals 
and will work toward a charter that 
protects everyone from discrimination. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, given that 
the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals has 
determined that title VII sex discrimi-

nation includes discrimination against 
people based on their gender identity, 
it seems somewhat petty and churlish 
to exclude those words from the lan-
guage of this charter. I hope that this 
will be corrected when the legislation 
goes through. Otherwise, I consider 
this a very fine bill. 

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4100. 

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. 

f 

KNOWLEDGEABLE INNOVATORS 
AND WORTHY INVESTORS ACT 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 2245) to include New Zealand in 
the list of foreign states whose nation-
als are eligible for admission into the 
United States as E–1 and E–2 non-
immigrants if United States nationals 
are treated similarly by the Govern-
ment of New Zealand. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 2245 
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 ‘‘Knowledge-
able Innovators and Worthy Investors Act’’ 
or the ‘‘KIWI Act’’. 
SEC. 2. NONIMMIGRANT TRADERS AND INVES-

TORS. 
For purposes of clauses (i) and (ii) of sec-

tion 101(a)(15)(E) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(E)), New 
Zealand shall be considered to be a foreign 
state described in such section if the Govern-
ment of New Zealand provides similar non-
immigrant status to nationals of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 2245, 
currently under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 
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Mr. Speaker, E–1 visas are non-

immigrant visas available for treaty 
traders, and E–2 visas are available for 
treaty investors. 

Pursuant to the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, these visas are available 
to aliens who are ‘‘entitled to enter the 
United States under and in pursuance 
of the provisions of a treaty of com-
merce and navigation between the 
United States and the foreign state of 
which he is a national, and their spouse 
and children . . . solely to either carry 
on substantial trade, including trade in 
services or trade in technology, prin-
cipally between the United States and 
the foreign state of which he is a na-
tional, or to develop and direct the op-
erations of an enterprise in which he 
has invested . . . a substantial amount 
of capital. . . . ’’ 

Alien employees of treaty traders 
and treaty investors may receive visas 
if they are coming to the United States 
‘‘to engage in duties of an executive or 
supervisory character, or, if employed 
in a lesser capacity, if they have spe-
cial qualifications that make the serv-
ices to be rendered essential to the effi-
cient operation of the enterprise.’’ 

There are no numerical caps on E–1 
or E–2 visas. Aliens may be admitted 
initially for a period of 2 years and can 
apply for extensions in 2-year incre-
ments. 

The United States has entered into 
treaties of commerce since at least 
1815, when we entered into a Conven-
tion to Regulate Commerce with the 
United Kingdom. 

b 1645 

Currently, the nationals of 83 coun-
tries are eligible for E–1 or E–2 status. 
In fiscal year 2017, in total, about 50,000 
E–1 and E–2 visas were issued. 

In the past, countries became eligible 
for the E–1 and E–2 programs through 
treaties signed with the United States. 
However, in 2003, the Judiciary Com-
mittee reached an understanding with 
the U.S. Trade Representative that no 
immigration provisions were to be in-
cluded in future trade agreements. 
Henceforth, legislation would be re-
quired to add countries. 

The bill we are considering today, S. 
2245, makes New Zealand nationals eli-
gible for E–1 and E–2 visas. I want to 
thank Mr. ISSA for all of his work on 
this issue, and for introducing com-
panion legislation in the House. I am 
also appreciative of the Embassy of 
New Zealand for seeking E visa status 
in the right way. 

I urge my colleagues to support S. 
2245, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

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

S. 2245, the Knowledgeable 
Innovators and Worthy Investors Act, 
or KIWI Act, is bipartisan legislation 
to allow citizens of New Zealand to 
participate, along with the people of 
more than 80 other countries, in the E– 
1 and E–2 visa programs for treaty 
traders and treaty investors, so long as 

New Zealand provides the same recip-
rocal treatment to citizens of the 
United States. 

I favor this commonsense bill that 
will facilitate trade by making it easi-
er for New Zealanders to invest here 
and will lead to the creation of new 
jobs in the United States. 

The E–1 treaty trader program pro-
vides temporary visas to employees of 
firms engaged in substantial trade with 
our country. The E–2 treaty investor 
program provides temporary visas to 
foreign investors who make substantial 
investments in American enterprise. 

These visas help increase trade with 
and direct investments in the U.S. 
More than 80 countries already partici-
pate in the programs, including almost 
all of our democratic allies and trading 
partners. Yet New Zealand, one our 
closest and dearest allies, is not on the 
list. 

There are already many New Zealand 
companies in the U.S., just as there are 
many of our companies in New Zea-
land. In 2016, our two countries engaged 
in approximately $12 billion of bilat-
eral trade in goods and services; and 
the U.S. is already the second most 
popular destination for New Zealand 
foreign investment, accounting for 17 
percent of all foreign investment by 
New Zealanders in 2016, for a total of 
$3.2 billion dollars. 

Bringing New Zealand into the E–1 
and E–2 programs will increase trade 
and bilateral investment flows, helping 
both of our countries accelerate eco-
nomic growth and job creation. 

While so much of our foreign policy 
is consumed today with dangerous and 
counterproductive trade wars against 
our allies, which is harmful to our 
farmers, especially our soybean, corn, 
and livestock farmers, I am glad that 
this bill will actually strengthen ties 
with one of America’s closest and most 
steadfast allies. 

Congratulations are in order for Sen-
ator HIRONO, who championed this bill 
in the Senate, where it passed last 
month by unanimous consent. I also 
congratulate my Judiciary colleague, 
DARRELL ISSA, who authored the com-
panion bill in the House. They both de-
serve credit for identifying this defi-
ciency in our immigration laws and 
working across the aisle to craft a 
smart solution that has gained broad 
support in the body for adoption. Our 
country will be more prosperous and 
so, presumably, will be New Zealand as 
a result of their efforts. 

I also want to thank Chairman GOOD-
LATTE and Chairwoman ILEANA ROS- 
LEHTINEN of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee for their support and work on 
behalf of this important legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to support S. 
2245, the KIWI Act. 

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Maryland and Ranking Member NAD-
LER and others for their work on this 
legislation, as well as Congressman 

ISSA and Senator HIRONO. This is very 
good legislation and it’s overdue. I urge 
my colleagues to support it. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) that 
the House suspend the rules and pass 
the bill, S. 2245. 

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. 

f 

LA PAZ COUNTY LAND 
CONVEYANCE ACT 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2630) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to convey certain 
land to La Paz County, Arizona, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2630 
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 ‘‘La Paz County 
Land Conveyance Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) COUNTY.—The term ‘‘County’’ means La 

Paz County, Arizona. 
(2) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 

means the approximately 8,800 acres of land 
managed by the Bureau of Land Management 
and designated as ‘‘Federal land to be con-
veyed’’ on the map. 

(3) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
prepared by the Bureau of Land Management 
entitled ‘‘Proposed La Paz County Land Con-
veyance’’ and dated May 24, 2017. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE TO LA PAZ COUNTY, ARI-

ZONA. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 

the date on which the Secretary receives a re-
quest from the County to convey all or a portion 
of the Federal land, subject to valid existing 
rights and to such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and not-
withstanding the land use planning require-
ments of sections 202 and 203 of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1712, 1713), the Secretary shall convey to 
the County all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the Federal land identi-
fied on the map. 

(b) PHASED CONVEYANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall convey 

the public land described in subsection (a) in 
parcels over a period of up to 20 years, as is re-
quired to carry out the phased development of 
renewable energy or other economic develop-
ment. 

(2) PAYMENT OF FAIR MARKET VALUE.—A par-
cel shall be conveyed by the Secretary on pay-
ment by La Paz County, Arizona, to the Sec-
retary, of the fair market value of the parcel, as 
determined under paragraph (3). 

(3) APPRAISAL TO DETERMINE FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.—The Secretary shall determine the fair 
market value of the Federal land to be con-
veyed— 

(A) in accordance with the Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 
et seq.); and 
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