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thwart it then, and now they want to
sneak it into a treaty, and the Amer-
ican people are not permitted to know
what is in the treaty.

Will that hurt us in some way? It will
only make all of our technological dis-
coveries available for our competitors
overseas to be using long before the
patent is even granted to the American
inventor. You see what type of sinister
forces we are up against. Who can sit
down here and say how wonderful this
treaty is going to be when the Amer-
ican people aren’t allowed to see it and
when almost all of us have not read it
and when our briefers who come here
have not even read it?

I asked them yesterday, these
briefers, “Well, is this in the treaty?”’
They didn’t know. They didn’t know
whether or not this provision on pat-
ents was in there, which would under-
mine our rights to control our own cre-
ations here and have our opponents and
our competitors overseas have all of
the information about our technology
even before the patent is granted. They
didn’t even know that was in there.
They didn’t know if it was or if it
wasn’t.

By the way, if I had gone down and
had finally gotten through the maze
and had read the actual wording in the
treaty, I would have been required not
to have mentioned it today on the
House floor as we are being restricted
because it has been declared secret
from the American people. This is out-
rageous.

We don’t need to have a trade pro-
motion authority that will keep things
from the American people, and we
don’t need to have a trade treaty with
the Pacific and with all of these na-
tions in Asia that will open us up to
having our technology stolen, but also
we don’t know the other parts of it ei-
ther.

We keep hearing of the great things
that are in it that are going to benefit
the American workers, but we know
what has happened in China. As for
China, we were told, if we opened up
our trade with China, China would
modernize, and they would become a
liberal, democratic country over the
years. I call it the ‘““hug a Nazi, make
a liberal” theory. Basically, we were
told that China would become a benev-
olent force. As we know now, China is
becoming a malevolent force. China is
becoming a threat to world peace, and
the American people have not bene-
fited from China trade as our good-pay-
ing jobs have gone to China.

We don’t want that for the rest of the
world. We need to know what is in
these trade treaties because they
might have a major impact on bringing
our working people’s salaries down
even more. Whether it is immigration
or trade or patent law, our criteria
should be what is in the interests of
the people of the United States or
whether it is in trade, where we have
been basically having trade for the ben-
efit of some mega-multinational cor-
porations or patent law for the same
clique.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Guess what they also want? They
want cheap labor, and that is why you
see today this push to give 11 million
people amnesty who have come here il-
legally. It is not 11 million. That is a
10-year-old figure. By the time they get
done, they are going to bring 50 million
people into our country who wouldn’t
be here otherwise. What is that going
to do to our wage base? What is that
going to do to Americans who are out
looking for work right now? What is
that going to do to our schools? to the
money we have for our veterans’ bene-
fits? What is that going to do? We are
undermining the well-being of the
American people for the profits of some
mega-multinational corporations. That
is wrong.

I am a Republican—I believe in free
enterprise; I believe in private prop-
erty; I believe in the profit motive—but
we have to have a Congress that is
working for the benefit of and pro-
tecting the rights of the American peo-
ple, and they need to mobilize to make
sure we are doing that by supporting
them to make sure that our commu-
nities are not overrun with illegal im-
migrants.

By the way, if you grant amnesty to
25 million illegals, there will be a huge
surge of people from around the world
who will know that all they have to do
is outlast us, and they will get their
amnesty. We need to make sure that
these decisions, those things—immi-
gration policy and trade policy and,
yes, intellectual property protection
policy—are done in a way that will
benefit us and will not benefit our com-
petitors.
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When I say us, United States, it is us,
U-S, us, the American people. That
should be the basis of our criteria:
what is going to be in the interests of
the American people; not bring down
their wages, not let people steal our
technology and use it to compete
against us.

I ask my colleagues, please pay at-
tention to H.R. 9 and these issues. Join
with me in supporting the cause of the
American people, of us instead of the
big corporations.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———

HONORING DEREK ‘‘CHIP”’ ANDREW
HANSEN

(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, dur-
ing National Police Week we honor
those law enforcement officers who
have lost their lives while protecting
and providing for the safety and pro-
tection of our communities.

As an important part of these cere-
monies that we see here today in Wash-
ington, D.C., we honor city of Wapato,
Washington, ©police officer Derek
“Chip”” Andrew Hansen, an Army vet-
eran who paid the ultimate sacrifice on
March 8, 2014, when he passed away as
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a result of injuries sustained in the line
of duty in 2011.

Over his 15-year career as a police of-
ficer, Officer Hansen demonstrated ex-
emplary service. He acted as an in-
structor for Standard Field Sobriety
Testing. He was a school crossing
guard. He wrote numerous grants re-
lated to school safety. And he served as
a volunteer in his community.

As Derek’s name is added to the list
of heroes we lost last year, we also rec-
ognize his family, especially his son
Colt, for their loss.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
honoring Officer Derek ‘‘Chip’”’ Andrew
Hansen and his family for his dedicated
service and for their sacrifice.

I yield back the balance of my time.

——
A MISSION OF MERCY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, today I am on a mission of mercy;
a mission of mercy, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause a U.S. military helicopter has
gone down in Nepal on Tuesday, May
12. They were on a mission of mercy.
The United States of America always
responds to those who are in need,
those who are in harm’s way. This was
no exception.

Our very finest volunteer to serve in
our military. Many of them will go to
distant places, and some of them will
not always return home the same way
they left. Some will not return at all.
I am honored to say that we should be
proud of those who serve. Regardless as
to how we feel about conflicts around
the world, we ought to appreciate the
service of those who are in our mili-
tary, and we ought to want every one
of them to return home safely. So
today I stand in the well of the House
on a mission of mercy for our military
persons who have lost their lives in dis-
tant places, but more specifically in
Nepal.

We are there for a reason, Mr. Speak-
er. We are there because Ruth Smeltzer
is right:

Some measure their lives by days and years,

Others by heartthrobs, passions, and tears,

But the surest measure under God’s Sun.

Is what for others in your lifetime have you
done.

We, in the United States of America,
are doing things for others in the life-
time of people in this country cur-
rently, and we do it in the lifetime of
our Nation. We want it said that we
were there to help those in time of
need.

So, Mr. Speaker, there is a time of
need for those in Nepal. On April 25, a
7.8 magnitude earthquake hit Nepal;
7.8. Thereafter, on May 12, a 7.3 mag-
nitude earthquake hit Nepal. These
earthquakes have devastated this coun-
try. Lives have been lost, more than
8,000 lives. People have been injured,
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