August 1, 2013

As you know, H.R. 2711 contains provisions
within the Committee on the Judiciary’s
Rule X jurisdiction. As a result of your hav-
ing consulted with the Committee and in
order to expedite the House’s consideration
of H.R. 2711, the Committee on the Judiciary
will not assert is jurisdictional claim over
this bill by seeking a sequential referral.
However, this is conditional on our mutual
understanding and agreement that doing so
will in no way diminish or alter the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary with
respect to the appointment of conferees or to
any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill or similar
legislation.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter confirming this understanding, and
would request that you include a copy of this
letter and your response in the Committee
Report and in the Congressional Record dur-
ing the floor consideration of this bill.
Thank you in advance for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.
JuLy 30, 2013.
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding the Committee on the Judi-
ciary’s jurisdictional interest in H.R. 2711,
the ‘‘Citizen Empowerment Act,” and your
willingness to forego consideration of H.R.
2711 by your committee.

I agree that the Committee on the Judici-
ary has a valid jurisdictional interest in cer-
tain provisions of H.R. 2711 and that the
Committee’s jurisdiction will not be ad-
versely affected by your decision to forego
consideration of H.R. 2711. As you have re-
quested, I will support your request for an
appropriate appointment of outside con-
ferees from your Committee in the event of
a House-Senate conference on this or similar
legislation should such a conference be con-
vened.

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter
and this response in the Committee Report
and in the Congressional Record during the
floor consideration of this bill. Thank you
again for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
DARRELL ISsA,
Chairman.

———————

NUCLEAR IRAN PREVENTION ACT
OF 2013

SPEECH OF

HON. YVETTE D. CLARKE

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 31, 2013

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, today, | rise in
opposition to the Motion to Concur in the Sen-
ate Amendment to H.R. 1911—the Bipartisan
Student Loan Certainty Act of 2013.

This bill will peg student loan interest rates
to the 10-year Treasury note allowing the rate
to fluctuate with financial markets.

Specifically, the bill would peg the perma-
nent student loan interest rate to the 10-year
Treasury note plus 2.05% for undergraduate
subsidized and unsubsidized Stafford loans;
the 10-year Treasury note plus 3.6 % for sub-
sidized and unsubsidized Stafford loans; and
the 10-year Treasury note plus 4.6% for Par-
ent Plus and Graduate Plus loans.
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One positive thing that this bill does do is
that it caps student loan interest rates at
8.25% for undergraduates, 9.5% for graduate
students, and 10.5% for Parents Plus and
Graduate Plus loans.

| am disappointed with this bill because it
fails to permanently keep student loan interest
rates at their current fixed rate, and in doing
so increases the cost to borrowers over the
next 10 years by an estimated $715 million
dollars.

Despite the public outcry over student loan
debt, now totaling over $1 trillion dollars, Con-
gress has chosen to make an estimated $715
million dollar profit off of student loans.

This is shameful! We should not be making
a profit off the backs of students. Students are
our future. An educated populous is what
America needs to remain competitive in the
21st century. Balancing the budget on the
backs of students is wrong, unfair and shame-
ful!

———

NUCLEAR IRAN PREVENTION ACT
OF 2013

SPEECH OF

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 31, 2013

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | regretfully
rise to express my opposition to H.R. 850, the
most recent legislative effort by this body to
further increase sanctions on lIran. Although |
believe the intentions of the authors of this
legislation are good, | believe our shared goal
of preventing Iran from achieving a nuclear
weapon will actually be harmed by bringing
this legislation forward at this critical moment.

In three days, Iran will inaugurate a new
president—Hasan Rowhani—who was elected
after he ran on a platform of engaging with the
United States and rejecting the extremist poli-
cies of his predecessor. Despite the fact that
Mr. Rowhani was not the preferred candidate
of Supreme Leader Khamenei, he was elected
by an overwhelming majority of the Iranian
people this past June. In short, the lIranian
people rejected an extremist government and
voted for the candidate who represented the
best opportunity to break with the human
rights violations and belligerent policies of the
past.

Yet, instead of taking this moment to re-en-
gage with Iran and pursue diplomacy—which
is the only way to ultimately prevent Iran from
obtaining a nuclear weapon—we are instead
moving forward with new, crippling sanctions
before we have the opportunity to see whether
President-elect Rowhani’s campaign promises
will lead to new, positive action. Even worse,
this legislation sends a message to the Iranian
people that their bravery and massive turnout
this past June in the face of violent repression
and intimidation from the government, was a
futile and irrelevant action in the eyes of the
United States.

In addition to this legislation’s unfortunate
timing, this bill also contains several troubling
provisions which diverge significantly from pre-
vious Iran sanctions legislation. The bill con-
tains policy language that changes the red line
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for war with Iran from the clear position laid
out by the Obama Administration to a nebu-
lous position that Iran should not be allowed to
obtain a nuclear weapons “capability.” The
term “capability” is not defined in the bill.
When dealing with questions of war and
peace, it is incumbent that Congress and the
Administration speak with one voice and avoid
putting forward policy positions are open to in-
terpretation and could pave the way for war.

Additionally, the bill places significant re-
strictions on the President’s ability to waive
sanctions in exchange for positive action by
Iran on the nuclear issue. In doing so, the bill
threatens to fracture the unprecedented inter-
national coalition working to prevent Iran from
achieving a nuclear weapon.

For all of these reasons, both procedural
and substantive, | oppose the bill.

———

NUCLEAR IRAN PREVENTION ACT
OF 2013

SPEECH OF

HON. GENE GREEN

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 31, 2013

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in strong support of H.R. 850, the Nu-
clear Iran Prevention Act.

This legislation will significantly strengthen
the impact of existing sanctions on Iran in the
hopes of convincing the regime’s leaders to
stop their nuclear weapons program.

The message to Iran must be crystal clear:
stop your nuclear program or face intensifying
international isolation and crippling economic
pressure until your program stops.

| stand with over 350 over my colleagues
who have co-sponsored this legislation in
strong opposition to Iran’s nuclear weapons
program.

Allowing Iran to achieve nuclear weapons
capability would start a very dangerous nu-
clear arms race in a region that is already un-
stable—endangering our Nation’s security and
the security of our friends and allies in the
Middle East.

Iran continues to increase its stockpiles of
twenty-percent enriched uranium, approaching
a level where they can very quickly breakout
whenever they want. They are also installing
advanced centrifuges that would allow them to
substantially increase their uranium enrich-
ment at a rapid pace.

This legislation will eliminate sources of for-
eign funding, reduce oil exports by an addi-
tional million barrels per day and apply harsh
penalties to human rights violators.

By passing this legislation and ensuring its
enforcement, we can continue to enforce the
strongest possible amount of financial pres-
sure against Iran.

The window for a peaceful resolution is
quickly closing. Through tightening sanctions,
pursuing the diplomatic track, and keeping all
options on the table, | believe we can per-
suade the lIranian regime to stop their quest
for nuclear weapons before it is too late.

As co-chair of the Democratic Israel Work-
ing Group, | urge my colleagues to stand for
peace and a nuclear-free Middle East and
vote in support of this important legislation.
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