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year—this, all despite the fact, Mr.
Chairman, that the Forest Service has
vacant allotments available nearby.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would
provide relief and justice for these fam-
ily ranch operations. It would ensure
that Federal agencies honor the terms
of these allotments. Best management
practices would be maintained, Mr.
Chairman, by ensuring that the terms
and the conditions of the original allot-
ments are honored on the new ones.

Allowing our ranchers to move their
livestock to vacant allotments is plain
common sense, and it is the right thing
to do, Mr. Chairman, for our livestock
industry.

Our hardworking ranch families
shouldn’t face the potential of eco-
nomic ruin because of natural disaster
or frivolous lawsuits. My amendment
will help protect them while we keep
them on landscapes they have grazed
on for generations.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment to provide
stability and peace of mind for our
ranchers across the West.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the

gentleman from Washington (Mr.
NEWHOUSE).
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I

would like to thank the gentlewoman
from Wyoming for yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
amendment No. 20 offered by my friend
Ms. CHENEY, and I am a proud cospon-
sor, as well, of this amendment.

This amendment would provide re-
sources for ranchers that are facing un-
foreseeable events, like natural disas-
ters.

In my district, particularly in the
northern counties of mnorth-central
Washington, where catastrophic
wildfires are becoming far too common
an occurrence, ranchers can be forced
off of their allotments due to wildfires
causing their land to be unsuitable for
grazing. When these ranchers are
forced off of these allotments due to
these external factors, they have no-
where to take their livestock.

This amendment will provide a solu-
tion to this problem by allowing these
ranchers to take their livestock to va-
cant allotments in the event they face
one of these unfortunate but all too
common occurrences.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to urge
my colleagues to support amendment
No. 20, and I thank my colleague Ms.
CHENEY for her leadership on this issue.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to thank my cosponsor, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, and I would also like to
thank Chairman CONAWAY for his work
on this important bill overall.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment that will just provide jus-
tice for our ranch families.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Wyoming (Ms. CHENEY).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise.
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The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. GAR-
RETT) having assumed the chair, Mr.
GALLAGHER, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 2) to provide for the re-
form and continuation of agricultural
and other programs of the Department
of Agriculture through fiscal year 2023,
and for other purposes, had come to no
resolution thereon.

———

AGREEMENT ON SOCIAL SECURITY
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA AND ICELAND—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 115-127)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Ways and Means
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 233(e)(1) of the
Social Security Act, as amended by the
Social Security Amendments of 1977
(Public Law 95-216, 42 U.S.C. 433(e)(1)),
I transmit herewith a social security
totalization agreement with Iceland,
titled ‘‘Agreement on Social Security
between the United States of America
and Iceland’” and the accompanying le-
gally binding administrative arrange-
ment, titled ‘‘Administrative Arrange-
ment between the Competent Authori-
ties of the United States of America
and Iceland for the Implementation of
the Agreement on Social Security be-
tween the United States of America
and Iceland’” (collectively the ‘‘Agree-
ments’’). The Agreements were signed
at Reykjavik, Iceland, on September
27, 2016.

The Agreements are similar in objec-
tive and content to the social security
totalization agreements already in
force with other leading economic
partners in Europe and elsewhere, in-
cluding Australia, Canada, Chile,
Japan, Norway, the Republic of Korea,
and Switzerland. Such bilateral agree-
ments provide for limited coordination
between the United States and foreign
social security systems to eliminate
dual social security coverage and tax-
ation and to help prevent the loss of
benefit protection that can occur when
workers divide their careers between
two countries.

The Agreements contain all provi-
sions mandated by section 233 of the
Social Security Act and, pursuant to
section 233(c)(4), other provisions which
I deem appropriate to carry out the
purposes of section 233.

I also transmit for the information of
the Congress a report required by sec-
tion 233(e)(1) of the Social Security Act
on the estimated number of individuals
who will be affected by the Agreements
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and the Agreements’ estimated cost ef-
fect. Also included are a summary of
the main provisions of the Agreements
and an annotated version of the Agree-
ments with descriptions of each article.
The Department of State and the So-
cial Security Administration con-
cluded that these Agreements are in
the national interest of the United
States.

I commend to the Congress the
Agreement on Social Security between
the United States of America and Ice-
land and the Administrative Arrange-
ment between the Competent Authori-
ties of the United States of America
and Iceland for the Implementation of
the Agreement on Social Security be-
tween the United States of America
and Iceland.

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 17, 2018.
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HONORING INTERNATIONAL ASSO-
CIATION OF LIONS CLUB, MUL-
TIPLE DISTRICT 14

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in honor of
the International Association of Lions
Club, Multiple District 14, in the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania.

Lions Multiple District 14 will host
its 95th annual convention at the Penn
Stater Conference Center today
through Sunday. They will proudly
welcome the Lions Club International
president, Dr. Naresh Aggarwal, of
Batala, Punjab, India.

Mr. Speaker, this group is near and
dear to my heart, as I am a member of
my local Lions Club, having served also
as a Scoutmaster of that Lions Scout
troop.

The Lions are the world’s largest
service club, with more than 18,900
Lions in Pennsylvania and nearly 1.45
million Lions worldwide.

The Lions focus on five areas of serv-
ice: diabetes; environment; hunger re-
lief; pediatric cancer; and probably the
most well-known area of service, vi-
sion. Thanks to the 692 Lions Clubs in
Pennsylvania, residents benefit from
services like chartering units of the
Boy Scouts of America, operating a
year-round camp for people with vision
challenges, supporting a camp for chil-
dren with health challenges, and offer-
ing scholarships for students.

Mr. Speaker, the Lions do so much
for so many in need. I wish them the
best of luck as they host their 95th
convention and live out their motto:
We serve.

———

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I recog-
nize National Police Week; however,
every day I am aware that officers pro-
tect and serve, put their lives on the
line each day they serve, and some give
their lives for that service.

I also recognize what officers realize,
that their sacrifice and service is for
everybody: people they know and don’t
know, and people who love them and
people who hate them.

That is a big part of why our officers
should be recognized, because no mat-
ter who it is, no matter what the dan-
ger is, police are trained to and police
do what we naturally don’t do as civil-
ians: they run towards the danger, not
away from it.

As a former prosecutor, I worked
with many law enforcement officers
that I will never forget. More impor-
tantly, there are victims and victims’
family members who will never forget
the service of police, including the
family of Azahel Cruz, a 6-year-old that
was Killed in a drive-by shooting.

The case went unsolved for 5 years;
however, due to the dogged determina-
tion of Officer Tom Larkin and DA In-
vestigator Peter Austin, witnesses
were found, evidence was presented, I
proved the case at trial, and a mur-
derer was convicted and removed from
the streets for good.

Police work will never replace the
life of Azahel, but that service and the
service and sacrifice of our officers is
exactly why we recognize our police of-
ficers this week.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF MELISSA
RAMIREZ

(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 Melissa
Ramirez. Melissa attended the Route 91
festival in Las Vegas on October 1.

Melissa loved her family more than
anything in the world. She always
made sure to take trips home over the
weekends while she was studying at
California State University to get her
bachelor’s degree in business adminis-
tration.

After she graduated from college in
2014, Melissa began working as a mem-
ber specialist for an auto insurer,
where she continued to work until her
life tragically ended at the Route 91
festival.

Melissa loved country music, but
loved the Philadelphia Eagles more.
She enjoyed watching sporting events
and supporting each of her favorite
teams.

Melissa was known for being a hard
worker, deeply loving her family, and
making sure to always enjoy life.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend
my condolences to Melissa Ramirez’
family and friends. Please note that
the city of Las Vegas, the State of Ne-
vada, and the whole country grieve
with you.
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THREAT ASSESSMENT AND
PROTECTIVE INTELLIGENCE

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

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, imagine if
someone came up and introduced him-
self to you and said: ‘“Hi, I am Nick. I
am a school shooter.” According to
those who knew him, Nikolas Cruz, the
deranged Marjory Stoneman Douglas
High School murderer, was known to
do just that.

He attacked a neighbor’s car. He shot
their animals. He was known to van-
dalize and steal property. He made
alarming social media posts and was
expelled from school. There were mul-
tiple reports to local police and the
FBI, and many other egregious red
flags waving long before 17 innocent
lives were taken and another 17 wound-
ed on February 14, 2018. In the 7 years
leading up to the shooting, police vis-
ited Cruz’ home 39 times—incredibly.

Mr. Speaker, the Parkland shooting
should have never happened. Every
warning sign was there. They were not
missed. Officials just failed to connect
the dots.

I wish that I could say that this fail-
ure is unique to Parkland, but, sadly,
it is not. Nearly 20 years ago, high
school junior Brooks Brown came
across a website where a fellow class-
mate threatened to Kkill him and his
family. Brown’s parents alerted the
local police, who were already aware of
concerning behaviors from that
website’s author and another involved
student.

Within only a few months, these
same students, Eric Harris and Dylan
Klebold, would murder 13 and wound 24
Columbine High School students in
what has been called the first modern
mass shooting. Again, the red flags
were detected, but the appropriate
steps were not taken.

This is not a new phenomenon. In
1966, Charles Whitman sought help
from a psychiatrist at the University
of Texas for ‘‘overwhelming periods of
hostility,” including wanting to, ‘‘go
up in the tower . . . and start shooting
people.” Six months later, he would
carry out his sick fantasy exactly as he
described: 16 dead and 31 wounded.

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, this list
goes on and on: the Pulse nightclub,
the First Baptist Church in Sutherland
Springs, the Boston Marathon, the
Washington Navy Yard, the attack on
Congresswoman Gabby Giffords in Tuc-
son, Sandy Hook Elementary School,
the Aurora theater, Virginia Tech, the
Norwegian summer camp, West Nickel
Mines Amish school, the Charleston
church massacre, the attack on Repub-
lican Members of Congress at baseball
practice, and even the YouTube and
Tennessee Waffle House shooting just a
few weeks ago.

Mr. Speaker, all of these horrifying
events on this nonexhaustive list have
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something in common: every single one
of these attacks was carried out after
someone close to the Kkiller observed
and reported concerning behavior to
the authorities.

The good news is there is something
that we can do to fix this. These killers
were under law enforcement’s watch,
but a proactive threat management
structure, in large part, does not exist
in the culture and fabric of contem-
porary law enforcement today.

For starters, our local law enforce-
ment is simply undertrained, under-
staffed, underequipped, and have no in-
tegrated system in place to effectively
identify and address these types of
threats. The lack of information-shar-
ing capabilities between the local,
State, and Federal law enforcement,
school officials, mental health profes-
sionals, social services, and other com-
munity-based organizations prevent
these key players from implementing
an effective intervention strategy di-
rected at those who are on the pathway
to violence.

For decades, there has been an effec-
tive system in place, pioneered by the
Secret Service, that has successfully
worked to protect our Presidents and
other public figures. I believe that it is
time to take a page out of the Secret
Service’s playbook and address this
critical national security issue by im-
plementing their established and prov-
en threat management process for
identifying, investigating, evaluating,
and mitigating threats as a critical
means to protecting our communities.

Currently, threat assessment and
protective intelligence is used as a
method for gathering and evaluating
information about a person who may
have the motive, intention, and capa-
bility to mount an attack against pub-
lic figures. The Secret Service will
gauge a potential threat, assess the
vulnerability of the targeted individ-
uals, and guide an intervention when
necessary. This proactive process
leaves no stone unturned.

This approach is entirely different
from what the FBI and local law en-
forcement currently use because it
compiles information from a variety of
comprehensive sources to build out a
threat assessment, and it works. Since
the 1981 attempted assassination of
President Reagan, nobody has even
come close.

If this system works to protect the
life of the President, elected officials,
foreign dignitaries, and even celeb-
rities, why couldn’t this also work to
protect our children and local commu-
nities?

Whether it is a shooting, a stabbing,
a weaponized vehicle, or a bombing,
mass casualty events are occurring
more and more frequently at home and
abroad. It is more important now than
ever that we act.

Incorporating threat assessment and
protective intelligence into all facets
of law enforcement will save lives. If
we can properly recognize the warnings
and act, we can prevent targeted vio-
lence. It is time that we put an end to
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