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Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, do I have
any time remaining, as I have two
more speakers just for 1 minute each?

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

Ms. KUSTER. It is regrettable. This
is such an important topic for the
country.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair could entertain requests for 1-
minute speeches at this time.
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(By unanimous consent, Mr.
CICILLINE was allowed to speak out of
order.)

FACES OF ADDICTION

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, addic-
tion has many faces, and one of those
is my friend from Rhode Island, Tom
Coderre, who was elected to the State
senate at the age of 25 and also oversaw
40 employees as the director of a local
nonprofit.

Already a heavy drinker, Tom soon
started using cocaine as a way to cope
with the stress of his responsibilities,
and when he realized that drugs were
taking hold of his life, he tried to quit
on his own but was never able to main-
tain sobriety for more than a month or
two.

Eventually, he checked himself into
an inpatient treatment at Butler Hos-
pital. There he was able to get help and
support and to maintain his sobriety
and get his life back on track.

Today, more than 10 years sober,
Tom works as the chief of staff for the
Substance Abuse and Mental Health
Services Administration. His victory
over addiction is an inspiration for all
who are struggling today.

It is a reminder for those of us in
Congress that we need to do more to
provide resources and support for those
who need it most. We need a com-
prehensive approach from the Federal
Government that focuses on ensuring
that those struggling with addiction
get the support and treatment they
need. That is particularly important in
the area of opiate and heroin abuse.

In 2012, of the 23.1 million Americans
who needed treatment for drugs or al-
cohol, only 2.5 million received it
through a specialty facility.

There are millions of Americans who
are in need of treatment. We have a re-
sponsibility to do all that we can. Her-
oin use has grown tremendously over
the last decade, particularly in New
England. It is an epidemic that cuts
across all demographic boundaries—
Black and White, rich and poor, young
and old—and we need to do something
about it.

———

REQUEST FOR ONE-MINUTE
SPEECH

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts?

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, how
much time will we have for our Special
Order on the Republican side?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Recogni-
tion will stop at 10 p.m.

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the 1-minute speech then.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

Ms. KUSTER. We have taken our 45
minutes, this is the 45th. We just have
one 1-minute. This is a very important
topic for the country.

Mr. STUTZMAN. I understand, but
we are already at 9:17, and I have quite
a few Members here to talk about the
issue we have come to the floor to dis-
cuss.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

————

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. KUSTER. 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 the sub-
ject of my Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire?

There was no objection.

————

GUN CONTROL AND AMERICANS’
SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. STUTZMAN) is recognized until
10 p.m. as the designee of the majority
leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STUTZMAN. 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 materials on the
topic of this Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today along with quite a few Members
to address the issue of gun control and
Americans’ Second Amendment rights.

Mr. Speaker, I have the honor of rep-
resenting the Third District of Indiana.
In the Hoosier State, we cherish our
constitutional right to bear arms. For
many years I also had the honor of
serving in the Indiana General Assem-
bly, where I was proud to coauthor and
get signed into law the lifetime con-
cealed carry permit so that Hoosiers
could protect themselves, their fami-
lies, and their homes.

Starting in 2013, in response to the
push for radical gun control legislation
from Senate Democrats, we founded
the Republican Study Committee’s
Second Amendment Initiative here in
Congress, which serves as a platform
for House Republicans to share the
most important facts about gun con-
trol and the Second Amendment.

Tonight I will be joined on the House
floor by many members of the Second
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Amendment Initiative and other proud
Members who steadfastly defend Amer-
icans’ gun rights.

Mr. Speaker, we come to the House
floor tonight to set the record straight.
Yesterday President Obama announced
his intentions to unilaterally pursue
executive actions on gun control.

Like times past, I wholeheartedly op-
pose the manner in which the Presi-
dent has chosen to pursue changes to
current law. In fact, when reports sur-
faced this past fall that the President
was considering executive actions on
guns, I led over 30 of my House col-
leagues in sending a letter to the White
House requesting information on what
exactly he planned to do and why.

My colleagues and I had a number of
very simple questions. First, if the
President is planning on closing the
supposed gun show loophole, did the
Vice President and his gun control
commission recommend this policy for
inclusion among the 23 executive ac-
tions announced by the White House in
January of 2013? If so, why was it ex-
cluded from the announcement?

Second, is the White House relying
on any new data that was not available
when those 2013 actions were an-
nounced?

Third, does the White House have
any evidence private sellers’ trans-
action volumes and propensity for ille-
gal sales are positively correlated?

Fourth, does the White House believe
this new policy would have prevented
any of the recent year’s major shoot-
ings?

Finally, does the White House expect
criminals to voluntarily comply with
these new rules?

The White House still has not re-
sponded to our letter. Tomorrow, the
President plans to hold a Q&A town-
hall televised on CNN regarding guns
in America.

Mr. Speaker, I fear after this event,
Americans will continue to be left with
more questions than answers, like,
first and foremost, why does President
Obama insist on infringing on Con-
gress’ lawmaking authority?

The reason we don’t have any an-
swers to the questions about this new
gun control policy is because it was
crafted in back rooms, out of view of
the public, instead of in Congress,
where we would have held hearings,
committees would have reviewed the
policy, and our constituents would
have had the opportunity to comment
on it.

Mr. Speaker, in the event Congress
would have held a hearing on this
issue, we probably would have uncov-
ered the glaring reality that there is no
gun show loophole. If you were one of
the 55,277 federally licensed gun dealers
in America in fiscal year 2014, you
would have been required, by law, to
run background checks on individuals,
no matter if you sold a gun at your
place of business or at a gun show.

Congress would probably also have
come across the Department of Jus-
tice’s study of inmates from 2001 that
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