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The American public wants universal
background checks. They want limits
on high-capacity magazines, increased
school safety, and stronger gun-traf-
ficking penalties, and that is the least
we can do. We also need to make sure
that our systems talk to each other, so
that no one falls between the cracks.

It is clear that we need to do more to
ensure that our mental health system
and our law enforcement can work to-
gether to identify potentially dan-
gerous individuals.

We need to ensure that parents who
are concerned that their son might be
a danger to himself or others have a
meaningful way to seek help, and we
need to ensure that we use the many
new tools available, including social
media, so when threats are made on
the Internet they are taken seriously.

The American public’s message to
Congress is clear, and I heard it so
poignantly at the University of Cali-
fornia Santa Barbara just 2 days ago:
not one more, not one more life should
be lost, not one more family should
have to grieve like ours, not one more
community should be added to this
list.

Gun safety and the Second Amend-
ment are not mutually exclusive. Law-
abiding Americans have the right to
own a gun, but each of us deserves to
feel safe in our homes and our commu-
nities.

Over the next few weeks, I will be
meeting with local and national advo-
cates on these issues to identify the
gaps and to propose ways we can fix
them, but no matter how much bills
are researched, supported, and pro-
posed, we need our House leadership to
commit to us, to commit to the Amer-
ican people that we will have a vote.

Bills may pass, they may fail, but the
American people have the right to
know where their elected Representa-
tives stand.

I join in the chorus of those who are
rightly frustrated with the system and
with this Congress: not one more.

I implore my colleagues to make sure
that this phrase has yet another meet-
ing: not one more tragedy followed by
inaction. This time can be different,
and it is up to us.

———

IN MEMORY OF REPRESENTATIVE
BUTLER DERRICK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate the life of a
colleague and friend, Butler Derrick,
who passed away earlier this month. I
had the privilege of serving with Butler
during my first term, which was his
last.

Although our service together in this
body lasted only 2 years, I had the
pleasure of working with him in the
years before and the years since. I am
honored to say he was a friend, and I
know I am not alone in saying that he
will be missed.
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Butler Carson Derrick, Jr., was born
in Springfield, Massachusetts, in 1936.
His family soon returned to South
Carolina, and he grew up in Florence.
He received his undergraduate degree
from the University of South Carolina
and his law degree from the University
of Georgia.
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He took up the mantle of leadership
at an early age, serving as president of
the student body at the University of
South Carolina and was a legal student
leader at Georgia.

After law school, he settled in
Edgefield, South Carolina, where he
started his own law firm, Derrick and
Byrd. Just 3 years out of law school, he
was elected to the South Carolina
House of Representatives, where he
served on the Rules and Ways and
Means Committees and as a member of
the South Carolina Nuclear Advisory
Board. It was during these years that
our paths first crossed, while I was
serving on the staff of Governor John
C. West, and we became fast friends.

In 1974, Butler was elected to this
body from the Third Congressional Dis-
trict of South Carolina. He quickly dis-
tinguished himself among his large
freshman class, becoming the first
freshman ever appointed to the Budget
Committee, on which he served for 10
years in the House, as well as chairing
the Task Force on Budget Process for
an additional 2 years.

At the start of his third term, Butler
was appointed to the Rules Committee,
on which he would serve for the re-
mainder of his tenure in Congress,
serving as vice chair from 1989 to 1995.

Butler had a way of bringing people
together. The Democratic Caucus in
those days was very ideologically di-
verse, from dyed-in-the-wool Northern
liberals to old guard Southern conserv-
atives. Born in Massachusetts and
raised in South Carolina, Butler was
uniquely able to bridge these divides.
In 1986, he was elected to serve as a re-
gional representative to the Demo-
cratic Steering and Policy Committee.

In 1992, his ascent in the leadership
continued when he was named chief
deputy whip, the first time that a
South Carolinian had been named to a
top leadership post in 130 years. I owe
him a debt of gratitude for paving the
way for other South Carolinians to fol-
low in his footsteps.

While Butler’s service in leadership
gave him a role in all the issues affect-
ing the Nation, his focus never left the
Third Congressional District. He was a
tireless advocate for the textile indus-
try, serving as chair of the Congres-
sional Textile Caucus from 1987 to 1994.

With his district containing the Sa-
vannah River Site and Barnwell Nu-
clear Fuel Plant, he struck a balance
between promoting the economic bene-
fits of the industry and ensuring the
health and safety of his constituents.
Finding the right balance wasn’t al-
ways easy, but Butler navigated the
issue as he did all issues, with a keen
intellect and fierce advocacy.
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Butler Derrick was a man who did
what he thought was right and let the
political chips fall as they may. Scott
A. Frisch and Sean Q. Kelly, in their
book, “Jimmy Carter and the Water
Wars,” singled Butler out for a special
commendation in this regard when it
came to fiscal responsibility and envi-
ronmental protection. It is worth
quoting them at some length:

Butler’s support of the administration’s
position might be considered surprising. In-
cluded in the hit list was the Richard B. Rus-
sell lake project which spanned Georgia and
South Carolina.

Mr. Speaker, Butler’s service to
South Carolina continued beyond his
years in Congress. I close by concur-
ring with the late Speaker Tom Foley,
who said, upon Butler’s retirement,
“Butler Derrick is a true leader.”

While I miss my friend Butler, I am
comforted by the fact that he lived a
rich and full life, and he will live on
through the impact he made in the
lives of those he served. He is a model
that we will all do well to emulate.

———————

IRAN’S NUCLEAR AMBITIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BENTIVOLIO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I am
gravely concerned about the threat of a
nuclear-armed Iran and the status of
the current negotiations between P5+1
in Iran.

As Iran has moved off the front pages
over the past few months, I fear that
the Iranians are becoming increasingly
emboldened. With less than 2 months
until the current Joint Plan of Action
expires, we have yet to see real conces-
sions from the Iranians. In fact, Presi-
dent Rouhani, supposedly a moderate,
said just weeks ago that Iran will offer
only transparency in a final agree-
ment.

What good is transparency if Iran can
continue to spin uranium and charge
forward towards a nuclear weapon?

While the administration is respon-
sible for representing the United States
with the P5+1, it is important to re-
member that Congress has a very im-
portant role to play in this process.
Congress has made it very clear that
any final deal with Iran must lead to
the dismantlement of Iran’s nuclear in-
frastructure, and we must continue to
reiterate this. It is unacceptable for
the P5+1 to strike a deal that allows
Iran any pathway to a nuclear weapon.

Additionally, Congress must con-
tinue to insist that Iran does not ex-
tend the negotiations and use them as
a stalling tactic to advance its pro-
gram. If the Joint Plan of Action is ex-
tended beyond the July 20 deadline,
Iran must make real and meaningful
concessions and convince us that it is
not simply stalling. If Iran violates the
current agreement or if it refuses to
negotiate an acceptable final agree-
ment, Congress must move imme-
diately to impose dramatic new sanc-
tions on the regime.
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