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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBSTER of Florida). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 14, 2013. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL 
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

END HUNGER NOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this is 
farm bill week. Today, the Senate Ag-
riculture Committee is marking up 
their version of the farm bill, and to-
morrow the House Agriculture Com-
mittee will do the same. Although one 
bill is written by a Republican and the 
other is written by a Democrat, these 
two bills have one thing in common: 
they make hunger worse in America. 

There are 50 million hungry Ameri-
cans; 17 million are kids. Yet the Sen-

ate is going to mark up a bill that cuts 
over $4 billion from SNAP, our Na-
tion’s main antihunger program. But 
that cut pales in comparison to the 
cuts included in H.R. 1947, the House 
farm bill. 

Mr. Speaker, tomorrow we are going 
to mark up a farm bill that includes a 
$20 billion cut in SNAP—$20 billion. 
Mr. Speaker, at a time when we have 50 
million hungry Americans, at a time 
when we have 17 million hungry kids, a 
Republican-led Congress is going to 
mark up a farm bill with $20 billion 
cuts in SNAP. 

Mr. Speaker, we were elected to solve 
problems and help people, not make 
things worse. We were elected to help 
make lives better. We were elected to 
do the right thing. Cutting SNAP, 
making it harder for hungry Americans 
to put food on their tables, is the 
wrong thing. Taking $20 billion out of 
this program will do real harm to 
Americans who simply are trying to 
make ends meet. 

Now, there are some in this House, 
some on the Agriculture Committee, 
who say this is about reducing error 
rates in the program, that this is good 
getting at fraud. Well, let me remind 
them that SNAP has one of the lowest 
error rates, if not the lowest error 
rates, in the Federal Government. That 
is something that we should be proud 
of, and it is something that we should 
celebrate. 

Mr. Speaker, these cuts do not get at 
fraud. These cuts do not make the pro-
gram more efficient. These cuts don’t 
help reduce or end hunger in America. 
These cuts in this bill will make things 
worse. That’s because the cuts in this 
bill will kick 2 million people off of 
SNAP. That’s 2 million hungry Ameri-
cans who currently rely on SNAP to 
help feed themselves and their fami-
lies, and that’s 2 million low-income 
Americans who are having trouble 
making ends meet. 

These cuts will cause 850,000 house-
holds to see their SNAP benefit re-

duced by $90 a month—$90 a month. 
That’s a big cut for poor families strug-
gling to get by. 

The cuts in this bill will cause 210,000 
children to lose access to their free 
school meals. These 210,000 poor chil-
dren currently receive free school 
meals because their parents can’t af-
ford to pay for their meals. But the 
cuts in this bill will result in 210,000 
losing access to free school meals. 

This bill even cuts the nutrition edu-
cation program, a program that is de-
signed to help educate SNAP bene-
ficiaries about how to buy and prepare 
more nutritious foods. Imagine cutting 
this critical education program while 
obesity and access to unhealthy food is 
on the rise. 

To put this in proper context, these 
cuts would come on top of an across- 
the-board cut in SNAP that every re-
cipient will experience starting on No-
vember 1, 2013. Because SNAP has been 
used as an ATM to offset other worthy 
programs, a family of four will already 
be seeing their SNAP benefit cut by an 
average of $25. 

So, to recap, not only will we see 
automatic cuts in SNAP this Novem-
ber, the House farm bill will make 
things worse by cutting $20 billion ad-
ditionally from the program. This sim-
ply cannot stand. 

Tomorrow, during the farm bill 
markup, I will offer an amendment 
that will restore these cuts. I hope that 
all my colleagues on the Agriculture 
Committee will vote for my amend-
ment, and, if it fails, I hope they’ll vote 
against the farm bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot just indis-
criminately make hunger worse in the 
name of fiscal austerity. No, Mr. 
Speaker, we should look at these pro-
grams and ask ourselves: Are these 
programs working? Are they doing the 
job that they were designed to do? Are 
they succeeding or failing? And how 
can we make them work better? But 
that’s not what we’re doing. 
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Do you know how many hearings 

we’ve had on SNAP in this Congress? 
Do you know how many the Agri-
culture Committee has held? None. 
That’s right, the Agriculture Com-
mittee is about to cut $20 billion from 
SNAP, and we haven’t had one single 
hearing. Yet there are 20 new members 
of the Agriculture Committee in this 
Congress, 20 new members who deserve 
the right to learn about these issues, 
including the details of SNAP and the 
impact of these cuts. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not how we 
should be approaching this program. 
We should be holding hearings; we 
should ask questions; we should be 
thoughtful; and we should look at the 
program in an honest way, and our goal 
should be to end hunger now. Unfortu-
nately, this bill, as written, is more 
about protecting big agribusiness and 
corporate welfare than it is about pro-
tecting hungry Americans who need 
help today. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to do some-
thing about hunger in America. I’ve 
urged the administration to host a 
White House conference on food and 
nutrition to come up with a plan to end 
hunger now. Hopefully, they will act on 
that soon. But for today and tomorrow, 
we must protect SNAP from needless, 
unnecessary, and harmful cuts. We 
must stand for the most vulnerable in 
our country, and we must end hunger 
now and not make it worse. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. STEWART) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

We give You thanks, O God, for giv-
ing us another day. 

We ask Your blessing upon this as-
sembly and upon all to whom the au-
thority of government is given. Help 
them to meet their responsibilities, en-
lightened by Your eternal spirit. 

We gather after celebrating Mother’s 
Day. We thank You for the gift of self 
modeled by our mothers, who chose to 
place each of us before themselves in 
giving birth to us and nurturing us as 
we grew. May we all earn the pride of 
our mothers in the service we provide 
to the benefit of this Nation. 

There are many serious issues con-
fronting our Nation these days. May 
the truth be served and the Nation’s in-
terests be met in the proceedings of 
this day. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

OVERSIGHT IS A PRINCIPAL 
RESPONSIBILITY OF CONGRESS 

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last week was very revealing 
about misstatements of truth from the 
White House. On Wednesday, the ad-
ministration was heavily criticized as 
the House Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform held a hearing, led 
by Chairman DARRELL ISSA, to inves-
tigate the Benghazi terrorist attack. 
Additionally, on Friday, the IRS secret 
operation to target conservative 
groups was admitted after 3 years of 
denial. 

Thomas Jefferson once said, ‘‘The 
whole art of government consists in 
the art of being honest.’’ 

As a congressional body, the Mem-
bers of the United States House and 
Congress have an obligation to carry 
out oversight responsibilities. When 
situations arise where there is adminis-
tration misconduct, we must pursue in-
vestigations to protect the American 
people. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues by demanding answers 
to the countless questions of inten-
tional misrepresentations. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

SCOTTSBORO BOYS 

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

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, today I applaud the Alabama Legis-
lature’s Scottsboro Boys Act, which 
granted posthumous pardons to eight 
African American young men wrong-
fully accused in Alabama in 1931. The 
Scottsboro Boys case profoundly im-
pacted America’s civil rights move-
ment and American law. 

In two different landmark decisions, 
the United States Supreme Court ruled 
that the Constitution requires legal 
counsel for criminal defendants and 
held that arbitrarily excluding African 
Americans from jury pools was uncon-
stitutional. 

It is never too late to call wrong by 
its name. As Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr., wrote in his ‘‘Letter from Bir-
mingham Jail’’: 

Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice 
everywhere. 

I pray that the families of Olen 
Montgomery, Haywood Patterson, Ozie 
Powell, Willie Roberson, Charlie 
Weems, Eugene Williams, and Andy 
and Roy Wright may take comfort in 
Alabama’s full acknowledgement of the 
innocence of these wrongfully accused 
young men. 

f 

OBAMACARE’S THREAT 

(Mr. MULLIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
before you today not only as a Member 
of Congress, but as a concerned busi-
ness owner angered by the fact that 
ObamaCare may be putting my compa-
nies at financial risk. Currently, those 
businesses employ over 120 people in 
the State of Oklahoma. Because of the 
size of these companies, when 
ObamaCare is fully implemented, it 
will mean an immediate cost of over 
$200,000 to that business. 

I ran for Congress because I got fed 
up with the Federal Government be-
coming my biggest threat. 

The President says he wants to grow 
the economy and encourage job cre-
ation, but in reality he is punishing 
those who are trying to thrive. As a 
business owner, you are penalized 
$100,000 for hiring that 50th employee. 

ObamaCare is the number one threat 
to businesses in Oklahoma and across 
this country. This week we’ll vote to 
repeal this law, along with its harmful 
new mandates and tax hikes. 

For the sake of this country’s job 
creators, we must repeal ObamaCare. I 
urge my colleagues to join me and 
America in putting America back in 
business. 

f 

SECRETARY SEBELIUS CONTINUES 
TO VIOLATE CONGRESSIONAL 
AUTHORITY 

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, the Con-
stitution allows the Congress, specifi-
cally the House of Representatives, to 
hold the purse strings of the Federal 
Government—not the executive 
branch, not the Federal agencies. 

This week, we’ve heard reports that 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services has been calling executives 
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from the industries that she regulates 
asking them to donate money to a 
group called ‘‘Enroll America,’’ a pri-
vate organization that makes the 
President’s health care law a success 
by signing individuals up for coverage 
through exchanges. 

The Antideficiency Act prohibits the 
Federal Government departments from 
making greater expenditures in a fiscal 
year than those provided by the Con-
gress. So it begs the question: What is 
the Secretary promising to corporate 
executives in exchange for their fund-
ing of this ACA implementation? This 
continues the line of questionably eth-
ical conduct by the Secretary all to 
further the administration’s controver-
sial agenda. 

Let’s review: in 2012, the U.S. Office 
of Special Counsel concluded that Sec-
retary Sebelius violated the Hatch Act 
by campaigning for President Obama 
while traveling on official business; 
then they raided the ACA’s Prevention 
and Public Health Fund; and now she is 
seeking money from businesses that 
she regulates to prop up the Presi-
dent’s takeover of American health 
care. 

f 

ARE YOU KIDDING ME? 

(Mr. MESSER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MESSER. What a week, Mr. 
Speaker. A Benghazi coverup, the IRS 
targeting conservative groups, and now 
the Department of Justice found spy-
ing on the Associated Press. The scan-
dals from this administration are com-
ing so fast that the American people 
can barely keep up, and this pattern of 
arrogance, lies, and outright lawless-
ness should be disturbing to every 
American. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
mand the truth, and this Congress is 
duty bound to make sure they get it. 
Congress must act now and investigate 
each of these scandals. 

Some may call it political, but there 
is nothing political about keeping the 
oath of every Member of this Chamber 
to protect and defend the United States 
Constitution. And there is nothing po-
litical about working to ensure that 
none of these scandals gets swept under 
the rug. 

f 

b 1410 

IRS ACTIONS VIOLATE PUBLIC 
TRUST 

(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my outrage at the be-
havior of the IRS. 

Last week, the IRS admitted that it 
targeted organizations based on group 
names and political ideologies. Based 
on their conservative leanings, these 

organizations were often forced to di-
vulge their donor lists and answer 
invasive questions about their affili-
ations, requirements the IRS did not 
extend to other groups seeking similar 
treatment under the Tax Code. 

These actions are unacceptable. IRS 
officials cannot infringe on any person 
or organization’s constitutional rights 
simply because of a difference in polit-
ical ideology. 

We expect our government to be a 
guardian of rights. Those responsible 
for this violation of the public’s trust 
must be held accountable. IRS employ-
ees and officials are public servants, 
and those involved with this scandal 
have violated a fundamental precept of 
public service. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1703 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) at 5 
o’clock and 3 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

NATIONAL BLUE ALERT ACT OF 
2013 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 180) to encourage, enhance, 
and integrate Blue Alert plans 
throughout the United States in order 
to disseminate information when a law 
enforcement officer is seriously injured 
or killed in the line of duty, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 180 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National 
Blue Alert Act of 2013’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) COORDINATOR.—The term ‘‘Coordinator’’ 

means the Blue Alert Coordinator of the De-
partment of Justice designated under section 
4(a). 

(2) BLUE ALERT.—The term ‘‘Blue Alert’’ 
means information relating to the serious in-
jury or death of a law enforcement officer in 
the line of duty sent through the network. 

(3) BLUE ALERT PLAN.—The term ‘‘Blue 
Alert plan’’ means the plan of a State, unit 
of local government, or Federal agency par-
ticipating in the network for the dissemina-
tion of information received as a Blue Alert. 

(4) LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER.—The term 
‘‘law enforcement officer’’ shall have the 
same meaning as in section 1204 of the Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796b). 

(5) NETWORK.—The term ‘‘network’’ means 
the Blue Alert communications network es-
tablished by the Attorney General under sec-
tion 3. 

(6) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means each 
of the 50 States, the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, the United States Virgin Is-
lands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. 
SEC. 3. BLUE ALERT COMMUNICATIONS NET-

WORK. 
The Attorney General shall establish a na-

tional Blue Alert communications network 
within the Department of Justice to issue 
Blue Alerts through the initiation, facilita-
tion, and promotion of Blue Alert plans, in 
coordination with States, units of local gov-
ernment, law enforcement agencies, and 
other appropriate entities. 
SEC. 4. BLUE ALERT COORDINATOR; GUIDE-

LINES. 
(a) COORDINATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT OF 

JUSTICE.—The Attorney General shall assign 
an existing officer of the Department of Jus-
tice to act as the national coordinator of the 
Blue Alert communications network. 

(b) DUTIES OF THE COORDINATOR.—The Co-
ordinator shall— 

(1) provide assistance to States and units 
of local government that are using Blue 
Alert plans; 

(2) establish voluntary guidelines for 
States and units of local government to use 
in developing Blue Alert plans that will pro-
mote compatible and integrated Blue Alert 
plans throughout the United States, includ-
ing— 

(A) a list of the resources necessary to es-
tablish a Blue Alert plan; 

(B) criteria for evaluating whether a situa-
tion warrants issuing a Blue Alert; 

(C) guidelines to protect the privacy, dig-
nity, independence, and autonomy of any law 
enforcement officer who may be the subject 
of a Blue Alert and the family of the law en-
forcement officer; 

(D) guidelines that a Blue Alert should 
only be issued with respect to a law enforce-
ment officer if— 

(i) the law enforcement agency involved— 
(I) confirms— 
(aa) the death or serious injury of the law 

enforcement officer; or 
(bb) the attack on the law enforcement of-

ficer and that there is an indication of the 
death or serious injury of the officer; or 

(II) concludes that the law enforcement of-
ficer is missing in the line of duty; 

(ii) there is an indication of serious injury 
to or death of the law enforcement officer; 

(iii) the suspect involved has not been ap-
prehended; and 

(iv) there is sufficient descriptive informa-
tion of the suspect involved and any relevant 
vehicle and tag numbers; 

(E) guidelines— 
(i) that information relating to a law en-

forcement officer who is seriously injured or 
killed in the line of duty should be provided 
to the National Crime Information Center 
database operated by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation under section 534 of title 28, 
United States Code, and any relevant crime 
information repository of the State involved; 
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(ii) that a Blue Alert should, to the max-

imum extent practicable (as determined by 
the Coordinator in consultation with law en-
forcement agencies of States and units of 
local governments), be limited to the geo-
graphic areas most likely to facilitate the 
apprehension of the suspect involved or 
which the suspect could reasonably reach, 
which should not be limited to State lines; 

(iii) for law enforcement agencies of States 
or units of local government to develop plans 
to communicate information to neighboring 
States to provide for seamless communica-
tion of a Blue Alert; and 

(iv) providing that a Blue Alert should be 
suspended when the suspect involved is ap-
prehended or when the law enforcement 
agency involved determines that the Blue 
Alert is no longer effective; and 

(F) guidelines for— 
(i) the issuance of Blue Alerts through the 

network; and 
(ii) the extent of the dissemination of 

alerts issued through the network; 
(3) develop protocols for efforts to appre-

hend suspects that address activities during 
the period beginning at the time of the ini-
tial notification of a law enforcement agency 
that a suspect has not been apprehended and 
ending at the time of apprehension of a sus-
pect or when the law enforcement agency in-
volved determines that the Blue Alert is no 
longer effective, including protocols regu-
lating— 

(A) the use of public safety communica-
tions; 

(B) command center operations; and 
(C) incident review, evaluation, debriefing, 

and public information procedures; 
(4) work with States to ensure appropriate 

regional coordination of various elements of 
the network; 

(5) establish an advisory group to assist 
States, units of local government, law en-
forcement agencies, and other entities in-
volved in the network with initiating, facili-
tating, and promoting Blue Alert plans, 
which shall include— 

(A) to the maximum extent practicable, 
representation from the various geographic 
regions of the United States; and 

(B) members who are— 
(i) representatives of a law enforcement or-

ganization representing rank-and-file offi-
cers; 

(ii) representatives of other law enforce-
ment agencies and public safety communica-
tions; 

(iii) broadcasters, first responders, dis-
patchers, and radio station personnel; and 

(iv) representatives of any other individ-
uals or organizations that the Coordinator 
determines are necessary to the success of 
the network; 

(6) act as the nationwide point of contact 
for— 

(A) the development of the network; and 
(B) regional coordination of Blue Alerts 

through the network; and 
(7) determine— 
(A) what procedures and practices are in 

use for notifying law enforcement and the 
public when a law enforcement officer is 
killed or seriously injured in the line of 
duty; and 

(B) which of the procedures and practices 
are effective and that do not require the ex-
penditure of additional resources to imple-
ment. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.— 
(1) VOLUNTARY PARTICIPATION.—The guide-

lines established under subsection (b)(2), pro-
tocols developed under subsection (b)(3), and 
other programs established under subsection 
(b), shall not be mandatory. 

(2) DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION.—The 
guidelines established under subsection (b)(2) 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable (as 

determined by the Coordinator in consulta-
tion with law enforcement agencies of States 
and units of local government), provide that 
appropriate information relating to a Blue 
Alert is disseminated to the appropriate offi-
cials of law enforcement agencies, public 
health agencies, and other agencies. 

(3) PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES PROTEC-
TIONS.—The guidelines established under 
subsection (b) shall— 

(A) provide mechanisms that ensure that 
Blue Alerts comply with all applicable Fed-
eral, State, and local privacy laws and regu-
lations; and 

(B) include standards that specifically pro-
vide for the protection of the civil liberties, 
including the privacy, of law enforcement of-
ficers who are seriously injured or killed in 
the line of duty and the families of the offi-
cers. 

(d) COOPERATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES.— 
The Coordinator shall cooperate with the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Sec-
retary of Transportation, the Chairman of 
the Federal Communications Commission, 
and appropriate offices of the Department of 
Justice in carrying out activities under this 
Act. 

(e) RESTRICTIONS ON COORDINATOR.—The 
Coordinator may not— 

(1) perform any official travel for the sole 
purpose of carrying out the duties of the Co-
ordinator; 

(2) lobby any officer of a State regarding 
the funding or implementation of a Blue 
Alert plan; or 

(3) host a conference focused solely on the 
Blue Alert program that requires the expend-
iture of Federal funds. 

(f) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the Coordinator shall submit 
to Congress a report on the activities of the 
Coordinator and the effectiveness and status 
of the Blue Alert plans that are in effect or 
being developed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 180, currently under con-
sideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Tomorrow, on the west front of the 
Capitol, we will honor those law en-
forcement officers killed last year in 
the line of duty. In 2012, 127 officers 
gave their lives while protecting Amer-
ica’s public safety, including three offi-
cers in my home State of Virginia. 

Although officer fatalities nation-
wide decreased by 23 percent from the 
previous year, 66 of those officers were 
killed in violent or deliberate attacks. 
Ambush attacks on police officers were 
the leading cause in fatal shootings, 
followed by traffic stops or pursuits, 
drug-related crimes, and robberies. 

H.R. 180, the National Blue Alert Act 
of 2013, encourages an enhanced nation-
wide system for distribution of time- 
sensitive information to help identify a 
violent suspect when a law enforce-
ment officer is injured or killed in the 
line of duty. 

A Blue Alert broadcasts information 
and speeds apprehension. Blue Alerts 
use the same principle as Amber Alerts 
for missing children and Silver Alerts 
for missing seniors. The Blue Alert sys-
tem is a cooperative effort among 
local, State, and Federal authorities, 
law enforcement agencies, and the gen-
eral public. 

A Blue Alert provides a description of 
an offender who is still at large and 
may include a description of the of-
fender’s vehicle and license plate infor-
mation. Like Amber Alerts, Blue 
Alerts will help hinder the offender’s 
ability to escape and will facilitate 
their capture. 

This bill directs the Department of 
Justice to designate an existing officer 
as the Blue Alert national coordinator 
who will encourage those States that 
have not already done so to develop 
Blue Alert plans and establish vol-
untary guidelines. As of today, 18 
States have Blue Alert networks in 
place. However, there are many exam-
ples where an integrated, nationwide 
Blue Alert system would save lives and 
help bring fugitive suspects to justice. 

Following the tragic Boston Mara-
thon bombing last month, one of the 
suspects shot and killed Patrol Officer 
Sean Collier of the Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology Police Depart-
ment. One of the subjects approached 
Officer Collier as he sat in his patrol 
car and opened fire on him without 
warning, striking him several times. 
The subjects then attempted to steal 
his service weapon but were thwarted 
by his secured holster. 

The suspects then carjacked a vehicle 
and led police on a pursuit while 
throwing explosive devices at pursuing 
units. The pursuit ended in Watertown, 
Massachusetts, where one suspect was 
killed and a Massachusetts Bay Trans-
portation Authority police officer was 
shot and seriously wounded in a gun 
battle. The second suspect was cap-
tured in Watertown the following 
evening after another tense standoff. 

The immediate aftermath of the Bos-
ton Marathon bombing demonstrates 
how criminals are becoming even more 
violent, and their contempt for law en-
forcement and the rule of law is more 
evident than ever. This year is already 
shaping up to be a devastating year for 
law enforcement fatalities. As com-
pared with this time last year, line-of- 
duty deaths this year are up 21 percent. 
Law enforcement deaths by gunfire are 
up 7 percent compared with May 2012. 

This bill encourages expansion of an 
integrated Blue Alert communications 
network throughout the United States, 
which would ensure that when tragedy 
strikes, the public is on notice and sus-
pects can be more quickly apprehended 
and brought to justice. A nationwide 
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Blue Alert network will be particularly 
effective when a suspect flees across 
State lines. 

I thank Mr. GRIMM of New York and 
Mr. REICHERT of Washington for their 
work on this bipartisan, bicameral leg-
islation. An identical Senate measure 
is pending before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee. 

Supporters of this legislation include 
the National Fraternal Order of Police, 
the National Sheriffs’ Association, the 
Federal Law Enforcement Officers As-
sociation, the Sergeants Benevolent 
Association, and the National Associa-
tion of Police Organizations. 

This bill reaffirms our commitment 
to ensure the safety of our law enforce-
ment men and women and the commu-
nities they serve to protect every day. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan legislation, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
180, the National Blue Alert Act. H.R. 
180 will establish a coordinator within 
the Department of Justice to facilitate 
the issuance of Blue Alerts to help ap-
prehend individuals suspected of kill-
ing or seriously injuring police officers. 
I support the bill because it provides 
critical support for a system that pro-
tects police officers and the public. 

It’s particularly timely that we con-
sider this measure during National Po-
lice Week. National Police Week is a 
special occasion during which we rec-
ognize law enforcement officers and 
honor those who have lost their lives in 
the line of duty. 

Since the first known line-of-duty 
death in 1791, more than 1,900 U.S. law 
enforcement officers have made the ul-
timate sacrifice. Today, there are more 
than 900,000 sworn law enforcement of-
ficers serving in the United States and, 
regrettably, on average one is killed in 
the line of duty every 57 hours. 

Currently, 15 States, including my 
home State of Virginia, have Blue 
Alert systems that use media broad-
casts and roadside message signs to 
disseminate, within their respective 
borders, time-sensitive information 
about those suspected of killing or seri-
ously injuring Federal, State, or local 
law enforcement officers. In addition 
to those States, two more States are 
establishing Blue Alert systems this 
year. 

The information disseminated by 
these systems—which can include de-
scriptions of the suspect, the vehicle, 
and the license plate number—enables 
the public to assist the police in locat-
ing these perpetrators. H.R. 180 will en-
able more States to institute these val-
uable programs and require the Depart-
ment of Justice to facilitate the dis-
semination of Blue Alerts across State 
lines and throughout specific geo-
graphic areas. 

b 1710 
The Blue Alert program is similar to 

the Amber Alert program that helps us 

find missing children, and it makes 
sense that we would encourage similar 
expansion for the Blue Alert programs. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
support this important public safety 
measure. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at 

this time, it is my pleasure to yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. GRIMM) and thank him for 
his authorship and sponsorship of this 
legislation. 

Mr. GRIMM. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, I very much appreciate 
the opportunity to speak in support of 
my bill, H.R. 180, the National Blue 
Alert Act of 2013. As a former FBI spe-
cial agent, it is a very unique honor for 
me to have the House consider this im-
portant legislation during National Po-
lice Week, where thousands of law en-
forcement officers from around the 
world converge on our Nation’s Capitol 
to honor those that have paid the ulti-
mate sacrifice to protect our citizens 
here at home. 

On a personal note, I would like to 
extend my sincere gratitude to New 
York Police Commissioner Ray Kelly 
and to all the brave men and women of 
the NYPD for their service to our great 
city. I encourage all my colleagues to 
treat every week as if it were National 
Police Week. 

Truly, it is the sacrifices made by 
these great individuals that inspired 
me to introduce this important legisla-
tion. During my career as a special 
agent in the FBI, I witnessed firsthand 
the danger posed by criminals who at-
tack law enforcement officers, and the 
particular danger they pose on our 
communities. Time and time again, we 
have seen that if criminals are willing 
to attack a police officer to avoid ap-
prehension, then there is absolutely no 
limit to the lengths they will go or the 
victims they will target to avoid jus-
tice. 

According to the National Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Fund, 127 
officers have been killed in the line of 
duty during 2012. We can take a look at 
States that had officers killed in the 
line of duty from Texas to Pennsyl-
vania. 

While it is impossible to completely 
transform the hazardous nature of the 
work our law enforcement officers do 
day in and day out, there are steps that 
we can take to enhance their safety 
and quickly apprehend those who put 
them at risk. The National Blue Alert 
Act does this by creating a national 
Blue Alert communications network 
within the United States Department 
of Justice. This will disseminate infor-
mation on suspects who are being 
sought in connection with the death or 
injury of law enforcement officers. 

I have had the distinct pleasure of 
working with some of the bravest men 
and women this country has to offer. I 
really believe that, similar to Amber 
Alert, Blue Alert would rapidly notify 
our law enforcement agencies. It will 

notify the media and the public so that 
we can have the help that we need to 
aid in the apprehension of some of the 
most violent criminals. 

Additionally, this legislation would 
further encourage the expansion of the 
Blue Alert program beyond the handful 
of States where it is currently existing 
by helping the development of Blue 
Alert plans, regional coordination, and 
the development and implementation 
of new technologies to improve Blue 
Alert technologies. 

This legislation is supported by 
many. It’s supported by a number of 
law enforcement organizations, includ-
ing the Sergeants Benevolent Associa-
tion, the National Sheriffs’ Associa-
tion, the National Association of Po-
lice Officers, the Federal Law Enforce-
ment Officers Association, as well as 
the Fraternal Order of Police. 

I am certain that the National Blue 
Alert Act will enhance the safety of 
our communities as well as the law en-
forcement officers who protect them, 
and I encourage its swift passage today 
in the full House of Representatives. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Does my col-
league from Virginia have further 
speakers? 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I do not have any 
further speakers at this time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I thank the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. GRIMM), my colleague from 
Virginia, Chairman GOODLATTE, and 
the ranking member of the full com-
mittee, Mr. CONYERS, for their coopera-
tion in bringing this bill to the floor 
during National Police Week. 

As we join together on this bill, it is 
my hope that we can continue to work 
in a bipartisan fashion on other meas-
ures that will assist law enforcement 
officers and find sensible solutions to 
the problems of crime that face our 
communities. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I thank my friend and colleague from 
Virginia, the ranking member of the 
House Judiciary Committee, Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, Home-
land Security, and Investigations, for 
his leadership on this bipartisan effort, 
as well as Ranking Member CONYERS, 
Mr. GRIMM, and Chairman SENSEN-
BRENNER of the subcommittee as well 
for their efforts. 

I can’t think of a more appropriate 
time to honor police, during National 
Police Week, or in a more appropriate 
way than by passage of this legislation, 
which will not only allow law enforce-
ment to more effectively communicate 
in these situations where police offi-
cers are in jeopardy or have been 
harmed, but also in circumstances that 
will allow everyone in this country to 
become involved. 

With the availability of smartphones 
and other devices and social media like 
Twitter and Facebook and YouTube 
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and other means that people now have 
of communicating that they didn’t 
have just a few years ago, the word can 
get out to everyone to be on the look-
out for people who are committing 
crimes. This will help us to apprehend 
criminals and prevent crimes, and we 
very much urge our colleagues to sup-
port it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-

ior member of the Judiciary Committee and 
the representative from Houston, which lays 
claim to one of the most effective police de-
partments in the nation, and a co-sponsor of 
the legislation, I rise today in strong support of 
H.R. 180, the ‘‘National Blue Alert Act of 
2013.’’ I support this bill as a good and nec-
essary measure. Everyday, more than 
900,000 officers protect and serve the people 
of the United States. Every 57 hours, one of 
these men and women die in the line of duty. 
These officers deserve nothing less than a 
system that ensures an efficient method to 
support and protect them, and to bring justice 
to those who would harm them. It is for this 
reason that I support the legislation before us. 

The National Blue Alert Act directs the Attor-
ney General to establish a national commu-
nications network within the Department of 
Justice to disseminate information when an of-
ficer is seriously injured or killed in the line of 
duty, and assign a Department of Justice offi-
cer to act as the national coordinator of the 
Blue Alert Network. The Blue Alert system is 
modeled after the Amber Alert and the Silver 
Alert programs, which have been very suc-
cessful in finding abducted children and miss-
ing seniors. Currently 18 states, including my 
home state of Texas, have local Blue Alert 
programs in operation. 

The National Blue Alert Coordinator will pro-
vide assistance to states and local govern-
ments using Blue Alert plans; establish vol-
untary guidelines for states and local govern-
ments for developing these plans; develop 
protocols for efforts to apprehend suspects; 
work with states to ensure regional coordina-
tion of various elements of the network; and 
establish advisory groups, to assist states, 
local governments, law enforcement agencies 
and other entities in initiating, facilitating, and 
promoting Blue Alerts through the network. 

The National Blue Alert Coordinator will de-
termine what procedures and practices to use 
in notifying law enforcement and the public 
when a law enforcement officer is killed or se-
riously injured in the line of duty and which 
procedures and practices are the most cost ef-
fective to implement. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to announce that 
this legislation enjoys the strong support of the 
Fraternal Order of Police, and the National 
Sheriffs Association. As I stated, 18 states 
currently have a Blue Alert program in place, 
and it is time to expand this excellent program 
nationwide. 

This bill will enhance officer safety, which 
should always be one of our major concerns. 
Since the first recorded line-of-duty death in 
1791, more than 19,000 men and women 
have died in the line of duty. It saddens me 
that 1,665 of the names on the National Law 
Enforcement Memorial in Washington D.C. 
come from Texas. That is more than any other 
state. My city of Houston has lost 112 officers 
in the line of duty. 

It should be clear to everyone that the reg-
ular dangers our officers face have only in-

creased. The 40 deaths that have occurred in 
2013 represent a 21% increase over the com-
parable period in 2012; and gun related 
deaths are up 7 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, passage of H.R. 180, the Blue 
Alert Notice Act of 2013, will not prevent brave 
law enforcement officials from falling in the 
line of duty in the future, but it will help. If it 
saves the life of at least one policeman and 
enables him or her to return safely home to 
his loved ones, this legislation will have prov-
en its value. 

I urge all members of the House to join me 
in supporting H.R. 180, the National Blue Alert 
Notification Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 180, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

POLICY REGARDING INTERNET 
GOVERNANCE 

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1580) to affirm the policy of the 
United States regarding Internet gov-
ernance. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1580 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) Given the importance of the Internet to 

the global economy, it is essential that the 
Internet remain stable, secure, and free from 
government control. 

(2) The world deserves the access to knowl-
edge, services, commerce, and communica-
tion, the accompanying benefits to economic 
development, education, and health care, and 
the informed discussion that is the bedrock 
of democratic self-government that the 
Internet provides. 

(3) The structure of Internet governance 
has profound implications for competition 
and trade, democratization, free expression, 
and access to information. 

(4) Countries have obligations to protect 
human rights, whether exercised online or 
offline. 

(5) The ability to innovate, develop tech-
nical capacity, grasp economic opportuni-
ties, and promote freedom of expression on-
line is best realized in cooperation with all 
stakeholders. 

(6) Proposals have been, and will likely 
continue to be, put forward at international 
regulatory bodies that would fundamentally 
alter the governance and operation of the 
Internet. 

(7) The proposals would attempt to justify 
increased government control over the Inter-
net and could undermine the current multi-
stakeholder model that has enabled the 

Internet to flourish and under which the pri-
vate sector, civil society, academia, and in-
dividual users play an important role in 
charting its direction. 

(8) The proposals would diminish the free-
dom of expression on the Internet in favor of 
government control over content. 

(9) The position of the United States Gov-
ernment has been and is to advocate for the 
flow of information free from government 
control. 

(10) This Administration and past Adminis-
trations have made a strong commitment to 
the multistakeholder model of Internet gov-
ernance and the promotion of the global ben-
efits of the Internet. 
SEC. 2. POLICY REGARDING INTERNET GOVERN-

ANCE. 
It is the policy of the United States to pre-

serve and advance the successful multistake-
holder model that governs the Internet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WALDEN) and the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD on the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of H.R. 1580, some-

times called the Internet Freedom Bill. 
The Internet is possibly the most im-

portant technological advancement 
since the printing press. Governments’ 
hands-off approach has enabled the 
Internet’s rapid growth and made it a 
powerful engine of social and economic 
freedom. This bipartisan bill is de-
signed to combat recent efforts by 
some in the international community 
to regulate the Internet, which could 
jeopardize not only its vibrancy, but 
also the benefits that it brings to the 
entire world. 

Nations from across the globe met at 
the December 2012 World Conference on 
International Telecommunications in 
Dubai. They considered changes to the 
international telecommunications reg-
ulations. The treaty negotiations were 
billed as a routine review of rules gov-
erning ordinary international tele-
phone service. A number of countries, 
such as Russia, China, and Iran, sought 
to use the negotiations, however, to 
pursue regulation of the Internet 
through the International Tele-
communication Union, a United Na-
tions agency. None other than Russian 
President Vladimir Putin has been 
clear in his objective of ‘‘establishing 
international control over the Internet 
using the monitoring and supervisory 
capabilities of the International Tele-
communication Union.’’ 

The developments in Dubai were not 
unanticipated. That is why leading up 
to the conference last year, the House 
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and Senate unanimously passed Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 50. That resolu-
tion expressed the sense of Congress 
that the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Commerce should advo-
cate ‘‘the consistent and unequivocal 
policy of the United States to promote 
a global Internet free from government 
control and preserve and advance the 
successful multi-stakeholder model 
that governs the Internet today.’’ 

b 1720 

Now, under that multi-stakeholder 
model, non-regulatory institutions 
seek input from the public and private 
sectors to develop best practices for 
managing the content, applications, 
and networks that make up the Inter-
net. The Internet is organized from the 
ground up and not from the govern-
ment handed down. This is not to say 
that government has no role in polic-
ing unlawful behavior. Illegal activity 
is no less illegal simply because some-
one has used digital tools to perpetrate 
the act. Child pornography, for exam-
ple, is no less illegal if it is dissemi-
nated over the Internet rather than in 
photographs or magazines. There is a 
big difference, however, between pun-
ishing illegal acts committed over the 
Internet and government control of its 
management and operation. Refraining 
from regulating the underpinning of 
the Internet has allowed it to evolve 
quickly to meet the diverse needs of 
users around the world and to keep 
governmental or non-governmental ac-
tors from controlling the design of the 
network or the content it carries. 

Buttressed by the unanimous passage 
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 50, 
the United States and 54 other coun-
tries left Dubai without signing the 
treaty. Unfortunately, 89 nations did 
sign. The revised ITRs will be imple-
mented by those nations, and that be-
gins in January of 2015. Now, a number 
of upcoming conferences will present 
additional opportunities for countries 
to pursue international regulation of 
the Internet, including the World Tele-
communication/ICT Policy Forum in 
Geneva, which starts today, and the 
ITU Plenipotentiary Conference in 
Busan, South Korea, in 2014. 

The growing threat of such regula-
tion prompted the subcommittee of 
which I chair, the House Energy and 
Commerce Subcommittee on Commu-
nications and Technology, to hold a 
joint hearing earlier this year with the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Just as international opponents of an 
unregulated Internet are redoubling 
their efforts, so must we. That is why 
the hearing we held focused on draft 
legislation elevating the language of 
last year’s resolution from a mere 
sense of Congress aimed at particular 
treaty negotiations to a generalized 
statement of U.S. law. 

I want to thank Foreign Affairs 
Chairman ED ROYCE; Africa, Global 
Health, Global Human Rights, and 
International Organizations Sub-
committee Chairman CHRIS SMITH; and 

Terrorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade 
Subcommittee Chairman TED POE for 
their leadership and their help in call-
ing attention to this important legisla-
tion and the issue broadly. 

I also want to address the elephant in 
the room, if you will: the FCC’s net-
work neutrality regulations. As the 
legislation we consider today was mov-
ing through the subcommittee and 
then the full committee, some of my 
colleagues expressed concern that 
transforming the exact language of last 
year’s unanimous resolution into law 
would somehow interfere with the 
FCC’s network neutrality rules. In par-
ticular, they saw a conflict with the 
language in making it U.S. policy ‘‘to 
promote a global Internet free from 
government control.’’ 

Let me be clear: while I oppose the 
FCC’s rules regulating the Internet, 
this legislation does not address those 
regulations. While statements of policy 
can help delineate the contours of stat-
utory authority, they don’t create 
statutorily mandated responsibilities. 
Nonetheless, in the interest of reaching 
bipartisan consensus and moving this 
important legislation forward, I agreed 
to drop the ‘‘government control’’ lan-
guage. The result is the language you 
see today in H.R. 1580, which I intro-
duced with Ranking Member ESHOO. 
This bill would make it U.S. policy ‘‘to 
preserve and advance the successful 
multi-stakeholder model that governs 
the Internet.’’ 

Passing H.R. 1580 will show we are 
united against efforts by authoritarian 
nations to exert their grip on the Inter-
net. For the sake of the Internet and 
the social and economic freedoms that 
it brings, I urge my colleagues to vote 
for the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
To my colleague and my chair on the 

subcommittee, thank you for your fine 
leadership and for your leadership on 
this legislation as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 
H.R. 1580. As my colleague mentioned, 
it is a bill to affirm the policy of the 
United States to preserve and advance 
the successful multi-stakeholder model 
that governs the Internet. It has 
worked. If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it. 
The Internet has been a unique and 
powerful driver of social and economic 
progress, and it is changing nearly 
every part of the American economy 
and society, everything from education 
to health care delivery to agriculture. 

This is especially true for rural com-
munities, where communications tech-
nology can have an even greater im-
pact in areas where populations are 
small and distances are vast. The 
Internet enables connections from even 
the most far-flung corners of our coun-
try to people, goods, and services 
around the globe, allowing rural Amer-
ica to compete just as effectively in 
the 21st century digital economy. 

A critical element of the Internet’s 
success story has been the open man-

ner in which the Internet is governed. 
Rather than relying on centralized con-
trol by governments, the Internet in-
stead adopts a multi-stakeholder 
model in which all who have an inter-
est can have a voice in the Internet’s 
operation. Lately, however, the multi- 
stakeholder model towards Internet 
governance has been under assault on 
the global stage. 

At the World Conference on Inter-
national Telecommunications in Dubai 
last December, as my colleague men-
tioned, the International Tele-
communication Union adopted several 
proposals that could fundamentally 
alter the way the Internet operates. 
These proposals undermine the success-
ful decentralized approach to Internet 
governance and impose a government- 
controlled management regime, there-
by threatening citizens’ access to con-
tent and information via the Internet 
as well as the global free flow of infor-
mation online. 

I am pleased that Congress unani-
mously passed a resolution last year 
urging the administration to preserve 
and advance the successful multi- 
stakeholder model. That’s what gov-
erns the Internet today. That’s what 
we want to govern the Internet tomor-
row. I applaud the decision by the U.S. 
delegation not to sign that final trea-
ty, but efforts to bring the Internet 
under the control of international reg-
ulatory bodies continues. This week, 
member-states of the International 
Telecommunication Union will meet 
again in Geneva to debate issues sur-
rounding global Internet governance. 
The passage of H.R. 1580 will be timely 
in, once again, demonstrating the un-
wavering support of our Congress of 
the multi-stakeholder Internet govern-
ance model. 

I want to thank Chairman UPTON, 
and I want to thank Chairman WAL-
DEN, and their staff, for working with 
us on the Democratic side to address 
the concerns. Ranking Member WAX-
MAN and Ranking Member ESHOO raised 
these concerns during the bill’s mark-
up in the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. We worked it out. 

Mr. WALDEN, thank you. 
I appreciate the modifications made 

to the bill, which make it clear that 
this policy statement will not impli-
cate the legitimate activities of the 
U.S. Government online or the authori-
ties of Federal agencies. Because of 
these changes, Democrats and Repub-
licans in Congress once again stand 
united with the administration in its 
efforts to resist proposals that would 
undermine the existing multi-stake-
holder approach. 

I join my colleague Mr. WALDEN in 
urging my colleagues on the Demo-
cratic side to vote for this bill so we 
can once again demonstrate that there 
is support across the entire political 
spectrum for continuing the multi- 
stakeholder model that allows the 
Internet to thrive, which is for the ben-
efit of every American and citizens 
around the world. 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WALDEN. In closing, Mr. Speak-

er, freedom of the Internet is as essen-
tial as America’s long held constitu-
tional belief in freedom of the press, 
and we don’t need governments—ours 
or others—infringing on how the Inter-
net is managed and governed, nor in 
terms of maintaining the freedom of 
the press. 

So, with that, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 1580, which reaffirms current 
policy to preserve and advance the successful 
multi-stakeholder model that governs the Inter-
net, which is so very critical to our economic 
and social well-being. 

In June 2011, the thirty-four member coun-
tries of the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development, business rep-
resentatives, and technical experts agreed on 
principles that included a commitment to pro-
mote the open, distributed and interconnected 
nature of the Internet. The 34 OECD members 
range from the United States to France to 
South Korea to Mexico. 

This landmark OECD communiqué recog-
nized the importance of the multi-stakeholder 
approach, stating that ‘‘The Internet’s open-
ness to new devices, applications and serv-
ices has played an important role in its suc-
cess in fostering innovation, creativity and 
economic growth.’’ That’s right. 

Yet somehow the United Nations missed the 
memo. In December 2012, the U.N.’s Inter-
national Telecommunications Union—a gov-
ernment-only membership body—took a vote 
on a binding global treaty that would establish 
the ITU as the forum for Internet standard set-
ting. Despite U.S. opposition, 89 of 144 coun-
tries voted for the revised International Tele-
communications Regulations. They included 
China, Cuba, Russia and other countries hos-
tile to political freedom. 

In a UN system where each country has 
one vote—no matter how undemocratic—this 
UN overreach could shift the idea of Internet 
governance from what is best for netizens to 
what is best for a group of governments. 
There is no need for a UN Internet treaty. The 
Internet is flourishing in the current multi- 
stakeholder framework just fine. 

In addition, there are serious concerns 
around the lack of transparency and inclusivity 
of the UN’s ITU process. The Internet has 
transformed our ability to access and share in-
formation—surely Internet policy should not be 
developed behind the closed doors of the UN. 

The U.S. State Department, Commerce De-
partment, business community and civil soci-
ety leaders must step up their outreach. We 
must clearly explain the huge economic and 
social benefits that are derived from the Inter-
net and the policy framework that is needed to 
maximize those benefits. Going forward, a 
concerted effort must be made to turn around 
as many as possible of the 89 votes for the 
International Telecommunications Regulations. 

Congress is unified in our support of an 
open Internet—we recognize the importance 
of the Internet to our economy and society. 
We recognize the threat of proposed inter-
national control of the Internet. It is now time 
to rally the international community against 
this dangerous policy. 

I want to thank Chairman WALDEN for his 
work on H.R. 1580 and want to recognize the 

excellent cooperation between the Energy and 
Commerce Committee and the Foreign Affairs 
committee on Internet governance. Our com-
mittees held a joint hearing in February enti-
tled ‘‘Fighting for Internet Freedom: Dubai and 
Beyond.’’ We will continue to coordinate. And 
we will certainly continue to fight for Internet 
Freedom. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, as the World 
Telecommunication/ICT Policy Forum (WTPF) 
begins in Geneva, Switzerland today, it’s fitting 
that the House is considering legislation that 
affirms the support of the United States for the 
multi-stakeholder process of global Internet 
governance. 

As we’ve debated before the Communica-
tions and Technology Subcommittee time and 
time again, H.R. 1580 is not about our views 
on domestic Internet policy. The legality of the 
FCC’s 2010 Open Internet Order will be de-
cided by the Courts. H.R. 1580 is about ensur-
ing that this week and at future conferences, 
the International community knows that the 
U.S. Congress stands behind the multi-stake-
holder process and the importance of a free 
and open Internet. 

The Internet continues to advance rapidly 
and with this growth, billions around the world 
will experience the innovation, openness and 
transparency that have enabled the Internet to 
flourish. I thank Chairman WALDEN for bringing 
this legislation to the floor in a bipartisan man-
ner and urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1580. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
be able to support H.R. 1580, a bill to affirm 
the policy of the United States to preserve and 
advance the successful multistakeholder 
model that governs the Internet. 

Democrats and Republicans in Congress 
and the Administration have been united in 
our support for a global open Internet gov-
erned from the bottom up. We worked to-
gether last Congress on a bipartisan, bi-
cameral basis to express our support for that 
successful approach to Internet governance. 

On some domestic issues, I have strong dif-
ferences with the majority over Internet policy. 
One example is my support for a domestic 
Internet policy that prevents Internet service 
providers from acting as ‘‘gatekeepers’’ that 
control what American citizens can do online. 
But those differences appropriately stop at the 
water’s edge. 

I want to thank Chairman UPTON and Chair-
man WALDEN for listening to the concerns we 
had about the initial draft of this bill. They 
worked with me and other Committee Demo-
crats to address those issues by removing 
certain language from the draft and assuring 
us that the legislation is in no way intended to 
direct domestic Internet policy. With these 
changes and the assurances of my col-
leagues, I am pleased that we stand together 
on a bipartisan basis in support of our dip-
lomats and the multistakeholder model for 
global Internet governance. 

I urge my colleagues to support this meas-
ure so we can send a strong, united signal to 
the global community. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WAL-
DEN) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1580. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1730 

AUTHORIZING USE OF EMANCI-
PATION HALL TO CELEBRATE 
BIRTHDAY OF KING KAMEHA-
MEHA 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and concur in the concurrent resolu-
tion (S. Con. Res. 10) authorizing the 
use of Emancipation Hall in the Cap-
itol Visitor Center for an event to cele-
brate the birthday of King Kameha-
meha. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

S. CON. RES. 10 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), 
SECTION 1. USE OF EMANCIPATION HALL FOR 

EVENT TO CELEBRATE BIRTHDAY 
OF KING KAMEHAMEHA. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center is authorized to be 
used for an event on June 9, 2013, to celebrate 
the birthday of King Kamehameha. 

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations 
for the conduct of the ceremony described in 
subsection (a) shall be carried out in accord-
ance with such conditions as may be pre-
scribed by the Architect of the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) and the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Ms. HANABUSA) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
concurrent resolution. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support, Mr. Speaker, of Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 10, author-
izing the use of Emancipation Hall on 
June 9 to celebrate the birthday of 
King Kamehameha, a legendary figure 
in Hawaiian history and culture. 

On June 11, the people of Hawaii will 
celebrate the 97th annual Kamehameha 
Day commemorating the life of Kame-
hameha the Great, who between 1795 
and 1810 unified the islands into the 
Kingdom of Hawaii. 

Known for being a fierce warrior who 
fought for unity and independence, 
King Kamehameha was highly regarded 
for ruling with fairness and compas-
sion. He’s remembered for his law 
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known as the ‘‘law of the splintered 
paddle,’’ which specifically protects ci-
vilians in wartime. It is a model for 
human rights throughout the world 
today. 

The statue of King Kamehameha, 
prominently displayed in Emanci-
pation Hall in the Capitol Visitor Cen-
ter, was added to the National Stat-
uary Hall collection by Hawaii in 1969. 

Every year, as part of the King Ka-
mehameha celebration, the statue is 
draped in long beautiful strands of lei. 
In adopting the resolution, Mr. Speak-
er, we will authorize the use of this 
space for the celebration of his life and 
great accomplishments. 

I certainly want to thank the gentle-
woman from Hawaii, Ms. HIRONO, for 
introducing this concurrent resolution; 
and I certainly would urge my col-
leagues to support it, as well. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I would like 
to thank Chairman MILLER and Rank-
ing Member BRADY for allowing this 
bill to be heard on the floor today. 

As was stated, the Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 10 would permit use of 
Emancipation Hall to allow us to cele-
brate King Kamehameha and the lei- 
draping ceremony. 

King Kamehameha has a unique his-
tory; and, as you know, Hawaii is the 
only kingdom that is part of the 
United States. This is going to be the 
44th time such a celebration has taken 
place in the United States Capitol. 

June 11 is a State holiday in Hawaii, 
a day of celebration honoring King Ka-
mehameha. He was believed to have 
been born around 1758 and is credited 
with unifying the major islands by the 
year 1810. By uniting the Hawaiian Is-
lands, King Kamehameha secured Ha-
waii’s future as a viable and recognized 
political entity. 

King Kamehameha was the first in a 
long line of Hawaiian—what we call 
‘‘ali’i,’’ which is our royalty—who held 
the needs and well-being of their people 
as their foremost priority. 
Kamehameha’s legacy and commit-
ment to Hawaii’s people is evident 
today through organizations created by 
his prodigy, like Kamehameha Schools, 
the Queen Lili’uokalani Children’s 
Trust, Lunalilo Home, and the Queen’s 
Hospital. These organizations are the 
bedrock foundations in Hawaii and pro-
vide crucial services to native Hawai-
ians while ensuring the maintenance of 
our State’s uniquely Hawaiian iden-
tity. 

The Hawaiian lei that we’ll be drap-
ing is a special bond, or relationship, 
between two people that is figuratively 
represented by the stringing of flowers 
together in a circle. The Kamehameha 
lei-draping ceremony emphasizes the 
strong bond Hawaii’s people have with 
each other and our State’s rich history. 

Honoring King Kamehameha in this 
lei-draping ceremony acknowledges our 
deep appreciation for his sacrifice and 

success in unifying our island home 
and reaffirms our connections with one 
another and the responsibility we all 
share to care for one another. 

The significance of holding this cere-
mony in the Capitol of the United 
States cannot be overemphasized as it 
demonstrates to the Nation and the 
world that the rights and needs of the 
people should always be at the heart of 
the work that we do here. This is the 
legacy of King Kamehameha and his 
prodigy, and we should honor that by 
approving this event. 

The celebration of King Kamehameha 
has been honored for over 140 years in 
Hawaii. It was first recognized in 1871, 
when Hawaii was still a kingdom, by 
Kamehameha V, his great-grandson. It 
was the first holiday proclaimed by the 
Governor and legislature when Hawaii 
became a State in 1959. 

The statue of King Kamehameha and 
the traditional lei draping is over 100 
years old itself. In Hawaii, the lei-drap-
ing ceremony is celebrated as a 2-day 
festivity in tribute to the great King. 
We celebrate it with parades, hula, 
music, chanting, storytelling, and arts. 
It is the way for Hawaiians to celebrate 
our history. 

The American sculptor, Thomas 
Gould, was commissioned by the King-
dom of Hawaii to create the statue. It 
was sculpted in 1879 from his studio in 
Rome. It was completed in 1880, but the 
ship that was transporting the original 
from Germany sank. In 1883, the second 
statue made its way to Hawaii. The 
first statue was ultimately recovered 
and erected on North Kohala on the 
Big Island, and that is where King 
Kamehameha’s birthplace is. 

The statue stands 81⁄2 feet tall with 
the King in his royal clothing. In it, 
King Kamehameha wears a mahiole, 
which is the helmet, and the ’ahu ’ula, 
which is the cloak. They are finished 
with gold leaf, reminiscent of the rare 
yellow feathers from the mamo bird 
the King wore. The spear in his left 
hand is the symbol of his kingdom and 
the fact that he is willing to defend it 
himself, and his right hand is extended 
towards the direction of the Hawaiian 
Islands. 

The statue in Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center is a mold of 
the second statue which stands in front 
of our Ali’iolani Hale, the home of the 
Hawaii Supreme Court. This was dedi-
cated as a gift to the National Stat-
uary Hall from Hawaii in the year 1969. 

As everyone knows, President Obama 
was born in Hawaii. And on June 20, 
2010, President Obama issued Procla-
mation 8534 in honor of the bicenten-
nial of the unification of Hawaii. 

President Obama said: 
On this bicentennial King Kamehameha 

Day, we celebrate the history and the herit-
age of the Aloha State, which has immeas-
urably enriched our national life and cul-
ture. The Hawaiian narrative is one of both 
profound triumph and, sadly, deep injustice. 
It is the story of native Hawaiians oppressed 
by crippling disease, aborted treaties and the 
eventual conquest of their sovereign king-
dom. These grim milestones remind us of an 

unjust time in our history, as well as the 
many pitfalls in our Nation’s long and dif-
ficult journey to perfect itself. Yet through 
the peaks and valleys of our American story, 
Hawaii’s steadfast sense of community and 
mutual support shows the progress that re-
sults when we are united in the spirit of lim-
itless possibility. 

Mr. Speaker, that is what this cele-
bration means to us. It is a symbol of 
how the Hawaiian people have the spir-
it of limitless possibility. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentlelady from Hawaii 
(Ms. GABBARD). 

b 1740 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Hawaii for yielding 
me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 10, 
which authorizes the use of Emanci-
pation Hall in the Capitol Visitor Cen-
ter for an event to celebrate the birth-
day of King Kamehameha. 

On June 11 of every year, the State of 
Hawaii celebrates King Kamehameha 
Day. It’s a beautiful State holiday, 
filled with parades and lei draping at 
the statues that exist in his honor. One 
of these statues stands proudly here in 
Washington, D.C., in the Capitol Vis-
itor Center; and for the last 43 years, 
we have celebrated King 
Kamehameha’s birthday in our Na-
tion’s capital. 

Kamehameha I, sometimes called Ka-
mehameha the Great, was a skilled and 
fierce warrior and an intelligent lead-
er. He established his dynasty and rep-
utation by uniting the eight major is-
lands of the Hawaiian chain under his 
rule in 1910. By uniting the Hawaiian 
Islands into a viable and recognized po-
litical entity, Kamehameha helped pro-
tect his people during a time of great 
cultural change. 

King Kamehameha I is known for his 
prowess in war, but he is also remem-
bered for his humanity. 

We honor King Kamehameha on his 
birthday, and we welcome visitors both 
to Hawaii and here to our Nation’s 
Capitol, and appreciate the oppor-
tunity to tell a little bit about one of 
our great heroes. 

His Kānawāi Māmalahoe, or Law of the on 
in the Hawaii State Constitution and is a 
model for human rights policies on civilians 
and other non-combatants today. When at-
tacked by fishermen trying to protect their land 
and family, rather than punishing them, King 
Kamehameha declared, ‘‘Let every elderly per-
son, woman and child lie by the roadside in 
safety.’’ This decree lives on in Hawaii and is 
a living symbol of this ruler’s concern for pub-
lic safety. 

After uniting the islands, Kamehameha also 
focused on governing his kingdom. He ap-
pointed governors for each island, made laws 
for the protection of all, built houses and irriga-
tion ditches, managed natural resources such 
as sandalwood, and traded shrewdly with for-
eigners. Otto Von Kotzebue, a Russian ex-
plorer, said, ‘‘The king is a man of great wis-
dom and tries to give his people anything he 
considers useful. He wishes to increase the 
happiness and not the wants of his people.’’ 
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I ask my colleagues for their support of Sen-

ate Concurrent Resolution 10 so that we can 
honor one of Hawaii’s great leaders. 

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, we 
have no more speakers, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I would certainly urge all of 
my colleagues to support this very bi-
partisan legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today in strong support of Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 10, a resolution that would author-
ize the use of Emancipation Hall in the Capitol 
Visitor Center for an event to celebrate the 
birthday of King Kamehameha in the annual 
Kamehameha Day Lei Draping Ceremony. I 
thank Senator MAZIE HIRONO for sponsoring 
this resolution, and I thank my fellow members 
of Congress who join me in support of this im-
portant resolution. 

Kamehameha the Great was one of the 
greatest Polynesian warrior-kings who ever 
lived. As a young man, Kamehameha was 
trained by one of the greatest warrior chiefs of 
his time, Kekuhaupi’o. He was knowledgeable 
of military tactics and was fearless in armed 
combat, and he was determined to bring all of 
the Hawaiian Islands under his rule, a monu-
mental task that took him about ten years to 
achieve. 

Kamehameha, also seen as a great leader 
by his Pacific neighbors—including the Sa-
moan islands—developed political alliances to 
maintain Hawaiian independence under his 
rule. 

Along with being a bold leader and skilled 
warrior, Kamehameha was a humanitarian 
with a heart for the people of Hawai’i. He is 
also remembered for the Kanawai 
Mamalahoe, the ‘‘Law of Splintered Paddle’’, 
which ensured that during times of battle, 
every man, woman, and child would be able to 
travel freely and in peace, with the right ‘‘to lie 
down to sleep by the roadside without fear of 
harm. . .’’ This law, which was later pre-
served in Hawai’i’s State Constitution, has be-
come a model of human rights law. 

Since 1872, every June 11th in Hawai’i is 
honored as Kamehameha Day. It is tradition 
that the three statues of King Kamehameha 
placed at Ali‘iolani Hale in downtown Honolulu, 
at King Kamehameha’s home island, the Big 
Island of Hawai‘i, and lastly at the United 
States Capitol in the Capitol Visitor Center, 
are draped with long strands of flower gar-
lands, or leis, every Kamehameha Day in his 
honor. 

This year, the Capitol Visitor Center will wel-
come guests from across the nation as we 
gather once again to celebrate the life and ac-
complishments of a revered leader and today 
I urge my colleagues to support this resolution 
to honor Kamehameha the Great. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. 
MILLER) that the House suspend the 
rules and concur in the concurrent res-
olution, S. Con. Res. 10. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 42 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) at 6 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 180, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 1580, by the yeas and nays; 
S. Con. Res. 10, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

NATIONAL BLUE ALERT ACT OF 
2013 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 180) to encourage, enhance, 
and integrate Blue Alert plans 
throughout the United States in order 
to disseminate information when a law 
enforcement officer is seriously injured 
or killed in the line of duty, as amend-
ed, on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 406, nays 2, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 144] 

YEAS—406 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 

Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 

Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 

Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holding 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 

McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
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Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 

Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 

Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—2 

Amash Massie 

NOT VOTING—24 

Barletta 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Clarke 
Clyburn 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Ellmers 

Garcia 
Gosar 
Grijalva 
Hinojosa 
Jeffries 
Kingston 
Lynch 
Markey 

Moran 
Perlmutter 
Quigley 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 
Sewell (AL) 
Tonko 
Waters 

b 1852 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

144. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
144, I was absent because of travel delays. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
vote No. 144 for the National Blue Alert Act, 
I was unavoidably detained. I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

POLICY REGARDING INTERNET 
GOVERNANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1580) to affirm the policy of 
the United States regarding Internet 
governance, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WAL-
DEN) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 0, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 145] 

YEAS—413 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 

Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 

Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 

Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 

Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holding 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 

Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 

Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 

Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 

Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Bentivolio 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Clyburn 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Ellmers 

Gosar 
Grijalva 
Hinojosa 
Jeffries 
Kingston 
Lynch 
Markey 

McHenry 
Moran 
Perlmutter 
Quigley 
Rohrabacher 

b 1900 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 145 I was unavoidably detained. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

AUTHORIZING USE OF EMANCI-
PATION HALL TO CELEBRATE 
BIRTHDAY OF KING KAMEHA-
MEHA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and concur in 
the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 
10) authorizing the use of Emanci-
pation Hall in the Capitol Visitor Cen-
ter for an event to celebrate the birth-
day of King Kamehameha, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. 
MILLER) that the House suspend the 
rules and concur in the concurrent res-
olution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 0, 
not voting 21, as follows: 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:14 May 15, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14MY7.005 H14MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2588 May 14, 2013 
[Roll No. 146] 

YEAS—411 

Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 

Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holding 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 

Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 

Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radel 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 

Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—21 

Becerra 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Clyburn 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Ellison 

Ellmers 
Gosar 
Grijalva 
Hinojosa 
Kingston 
Lynch 
Markey 

Moran 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Quigley 
Rohrabacher 
Scott, David 
Welch 

b 1907 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
concurrent resolution was concurred 
in. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 676 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove my 
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 676. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

REPEALING THE AFFORDABLE 
CARE ACT 

(Mr. JOYCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. JOYCE. I rise in support of re-
pealing the Affordable Care Act and 
preventing Ohioans from having to deal 
with higher health costs, $1.1 trillion in 
tax hikes, and more government intru-
sion in their health care. As we near 
the full implementation of the health 
care law, it seems as though every day 

we receive more evidence that this law 
will increase health costs for ordinary 
Ohioans, place an enormous burden on 
Ohio small businesses owners—making 
it harder for those businesses to hire 
new workers—and insert more big gov-
ernment in between Ohioans and their 
doctors. 

My district in northeastern Ohio is 
home to several medical device manu-
facturing companies which will be es-
pecially hurt by the health care law’s 
onerous medical device tax. It’s crucial 
we repeal this law and replace it with 
commonsense health care legislation. 
Jobs and affordable health care are at 
stake. 

f 

HONORING ‘‘BREAKAWAY FOR 
CANCER’’ CHAMPION VIRGINIA 
‘‘DEE’’ WILLIAMS OF LIVERMORE 

(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
Today, I rise to honor the amazing Vir-
ginia ‘‘Dee’’ Williams of Livermore, 
California, a 12-year survivor of breast 
cancer who will be honored this Satur-
day as part of Amgen’s ‘‘Breakaway 
From Cancer’’ initiative at the Amgen 
Tour of California. 

Dee was chosen as a ‘‘Breakaway 
From Cancer’’ champion because of the 
profound difference that she has made 
in the lives of cancer patients within 
our community. Dee is a ‘‘call back’’ 
volunteer who talks to cancer patients 
to determine if their needs are being 
met while undergoing chemotherapy or 
radiation. She also spends time talking 
with recently diagnosed breast cancer 
patients to help relieve their concerns 
as they’re going through this journey. 

As one of the Walnut Creek American 
Cancer Society ‘‘Look Good, Feel Bet-
ter’’ coordinators for Livermore and 
Pleasanton, Dee teaches women who 
are undergoing chemotherapy or radi-
ation how to pick out, take care of, and 
wear wigs, as well as teaching make-up 
techniques. 

Dee has survived cancer and is still 
dealing with fibromyalgia and arthritis 
and battling a neurological disorder, 
but she has not let any of that slow her 
down one bit. She is truly an inspira-
tion, and Livermore is lucky to have 
her, and I am lucky to represent her in 
the United States Congress. I look for-
ward to seeing her this weekend on the 
Amgen Tour. 

f 

IRS, DOJ, BENGHAZI—AMERICANS 
DESERVE ANSWERS 

(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, at a 2009 college com-
mencement address, President Obama 
joked he could use the Internal Rev-
enue Service to target political en-
emies, but, of course, he never would. 
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Well, today, it appears that officials at 
the Internal Revenue Service had the 
last laugh. On Friday, the IRS admit-
ted to the political profiling of con-
servative groups and that senior-level 
officials were aware of these actions as 
far back as 2011. 

This, on top of new revelations in the 
ongoing Benghazi terrorist attack in-
vestigation, one could say it’s been a 
bad week for the White House. But it 
doesn’t stop there. Yesterday, it was 
reported the Justice Department used 
a secret subpoena to obtain 2 months of 
phone records for Associated Press re-
porters and editors without notifying 
the news organization. 

It has been a bad week for the White 
House, Mr. Speaker, but an even worse 
week for the Constitution, which is no 
laughing matter. The American people 
deserve answers from the White House 
concerning these abuses. The constitu-
tional protections of free Americans 
and a free press—the foundations of our 
democracy—are at stake. 

f 

BENGHAZI 

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans are trying to tar anyone in sight 
with Benghazi. Next they’re going for 
the former Joint Chief of Staff and a 
former Ambassador who did the inves-
tigation. But their investigation man-
date was not talking points. It was: 

Whether the attacks were security related; 
whether security systems and procedures 
were adequate and implemented properly. 

They have found that they most defi-
nitely were not, resulting in four tragic 
deaths. Talking points say a lot about 
bureaucratic in-fighting. We have yet 
to get to the real investigation of the 
causes and most especially how to pre-
vent another Benghazi. That is our 
mission. Let’s get to it this week. 

f 

STATE SECRETS VS. FREEDOM OF 
THE PRESS 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, when 
I went to the Soviet Union in the 1980s, 
the Communist leaders told me that 
they believed in and had a free press 
and they also had free speech. However, 
I also learned that Soviet law prohib-
ited these freedoms when they jeopard-
ized state secrets—or national secu-
rity, as we call it in America. The 
state-secret provision was so broad the 
Soviet press and speech were gagged 
and shackled. They certainly were not 
free. 

Now we learn that our Department of 
Justice improperly seized without no-
tice phone records of over 100 Associ-
ated Press journalists—all in the name 
of national security concerns. 

To me, this is a clear violation of the 
spirit and letter of the First Amend-
ment. These actions border on the So-
viet method of legalizing these free-
doms but never allowing them. So it’s 
time to revisit U.S. law and require in 
all cases judicial review where these 
types of records are seized. 

We cannot allow our government to 
arbitrarily abolish the First Amend-
ment in the name of ‘‘state secrets.’’ 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

STUDENT LOAN INTEREST RATES 

(Mr. PETERS of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. PETERS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to bring further 
attention to the fact that unless Con-
gress takes definitive action, student 
loan interest rates will double on July 
1. With that in mind, I proudly support 
H.R. 1595, introduced by Congressman 
JOE COURTNEY, and other bills that 
would keep student interest rates fro-
zen at their reasonable rates for the 
next 2 years. 

Right now, college tuition is spi-
raling beyond what many students and 
their families can afford. In many in-
stances, students are being forced to 
leave school because they are accruing 
so much debt. At UC-San Diego or the 
University of San Diego or Point Loma 
Nazarene, all of which are in my dis-
trict, students are relying on us to 
keep loan rates low. 

My own education was made possible 
by student loans and work-study, and 
we must ensure that today’s genera-
tion of students has the same oppor-
tunity to attend college that I and so 
many of us had. I ask my colleagues to 
support H.R. 1595. 

f 

THE BUCK STOPS HERE 

(Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia. Well, we 
once had a political party known as the 
Know-Nothings. We now have a Presi-
dent who wants us to believe that he 
knows nothing. He wants us to believe 
that he knows nothing about who de-
cided to blame the terrorist attacks in 
Benghazi on a video. He wants us to be-
lieve that he knew nothing about the 
IRS scandal until he read the same 
press reports that you and I have read. 
He wants us to believe that he knows 
nothing about the Department of Jus-
tice subpoenaing 2 months of the Asso-
ciated Press’ phone records. 

What has happened to the days in 
America when Democratic President 
Harry Truman proudly placed a placard 
on his desk that said: ‘‘The buck stops 
here’’? Perhaps, sadly, we have re-
turned to the days where the question 
to the President of the United States 
ought to be: What did you know and 
when did you know it? 

b 1920 

LIMITING CONGRESSIONAL TERMS 

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

Mr. O’ROURKE. Today I joined JIM 
BRIDENSTINE in filing a bipartisan con-
stitutional amendment that would 
allow Congress to decide whether and 
how to limit the terms of its Members. 
Our measure would not prescribe the 
number of terms a Member would 
serve; but by giving Congress the power 
to ultimately decide, I believe it will 
foster a productive conversation about 
how to make Congress more responsive 
to the needs of the American public. 

Many in our country feel that Con-
gress is focused on reelection to the ex-
clusion of solving our country’s prob-
lems. They are rightly concerned about 
the enormous powers of incumbency 
and the corrupting influence of money 
as well as the uncompetitive, gerry-
mandered districts where the Rep-
resentative chooses his constituency 
and not the other way around. 

We owe our constituents institu-
tional reforms that address these con-
cerns. Enacting comprehensive cam-
paign finance reform, fixing the con-
gressional redistricting process, and 
moving forward with sensible term 
limits can improve how Congress 
works. 

I urge all my colleagues to join in 
this reform agenda. 

f 

CELEBRATING NATIONAL POLICE 
WEEK 

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay special tribute to those 
men and women who have answered the 
call of duty to serve their community, 
to those who place their lives on the 
line each and every day for their neigh-
bors. This week we celebrate National 
Police Week, and I want to thank the 
police officers in my community who 
exemplify what it means to ‘‘serve and 
protect.’’ 

Minnesota is proud to be home to 
some of the most dedicated and profes-
sional police departments in the coun-
try. I have the distinct honor to meet 
regularly with local police officers and 
leaders during my law enforcement 
roundtables, and I can tell you we are 
privileged to have such committed offi-
cers patrolling our streets. 

I want to especially recognize the of-
ficers that are currently aiding in the 
search for Mandy Matula, an Eden 
Prairie woman who has been missing. I 
pray for her swift return. And thank 
you to the law enforcement, also, for 
whose perseverance recently brought 
closure to the families of Danielle 
Jelinek and Kira Steger Trevino, who 
were victims of domestic violence. 

Mr. Speaker, as we go about our busy 
lives, let’s take time this week to 
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thank the police officers in our com-
munities and keep the memory of those 
who’ve lost their lives in our thoughts 
and prayers. 

f 

YOUNG PEOPLE IN MEMPHIS 
CHOOSING OCCUPATIONS THAT 
HELP OTHERS 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, there was a 
recent survey of about 9,000 out-
standing high school and college stu-
dents and graduates asking them where 
they would like to work. They had 200 
companies that were all in the Fortune 
magazine list of top companies. I’m 
proud of that group of students from 
ages 15 to 27. Their number one choice 
was St. Jude Children’s Hospital in 
Memphis, Tennessee. It speaks well of 
that group of young people that they 
want to work to help others and to find 
a cure for cancer—and to work at St. 
Jude, which is such a wonderful insti-
tution in my home city of Memphis. 

Eight of the 25 sites that were se-
lected by these young people were in 
the health care field. I think it’s admi-
rable and commendable that so many 
young people want to help others and 
do it through efforts in the health care 
industry, not necessarily in ways to en-
rich themselves. 

I’m proud that they chose St. Jude, 
and it wasn’t just because of the 
Grizzlies. 

f 

IRS TALKERS 

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

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, it is humbling for me every 
single day to walk onto this House 
floor knowing that I represent the 
former district held by Abraham Lin-
coln in central Illinois. In 1863, during 
his Gettysburg Address, President Lin-
coln spoke of our democracy by saying 
that it is ‘‘a government of the people, 
by the people, for the people.’’ Yet 
what we have seen over the last 48 
hours is nothing close to a government 
for the people. 

Does a government of the people tar-
get specific groups of individuals, espe-
cially groups that oppose the Presi-
dent’s viewpoints? Does a government 
by the people obtain the phone records 
of reporters in what appears to be a 
violation of First Amendment rights? 
And does a government for the people 
refuse to accept responsibility and in-
stead place blame wherever they can? 
The answer, of course, is no. 

Public trust in government is at an 
all-time low, and partisan actions by 
this administration will continue the 
deterioration of that trust. We have 
been called to Washington by our con-
stituents to work together in a bipar-
tisan fashion for the best interests of 
our country. So I ask that we put poli-

tics aside, Mr. Speaker, lead by exam-
ple, and work together to keep the 
trust of the American public. 

f 

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT FIXES 
(Mr. BARBER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about commonsense ac-
tions we must take to fix the health 
care law. I wasn’t in Congress in March 
of 2010 and I didn’t vote for the Afford-
able Care Act, but I’m here today to 
ensure that it meets the needs of small 
businesses and middle class families. 

That’s why I’ve spent a lot of time 
listening to small business owners and 
staff, to seniors, and to hospital em-
ployees and physicians in Arizona 
about their concerns. That is why I 
have cosponsored legislation to repeal 
the medical device tax, the annual tax 
on health insurance, and the Inde-
pendent Payment Advisory Board. 
These actions will protect families and 
small businesses from premium hikes, 
and protect access to health care for 
seniors and all Americans. This is why 
I’m working with the citizens of Green 
Valley in my district to keep health 
care affordable by protecting the tax 
deduction for medical expenses. 

These are but a few examples of how 
we can come together to fix this law. I 
will continue to work with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
find additional ways to do so. 

f 

MILITARY SEXUAL ASSAULT 
(Ms. KUSTER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, sexual as-
sault in the military has reached a cri-
sis point. A recent report from the De-
partment of Defense found that the 
number of servicemembers who have 
experienced unwanted sexual contact 
has increased by more than 30 percent 
over the past 2 years, from 19,000 to 
26,000 people. 

These numbers are staggering, but 
they’re more than just statistics. Be-
hind every number is the story of a 
member of our armed services who 
stepped forward to serve our country. 
They’re people like my constituent, 
Judy Atwood-Bell, a Hudson, New 
Hampshire, resident who enlisted in 
the Army at age 17 to further her edu-
cation and live the American Dream. 
At 19, Judy was raped by a fellow sol-
dier and suffered sexual harassment in 
silence throughout her career. After 20 
years of service, she sought help and 
was eventually diagnosed with PTSD 
related to military sexual trauma. 

Our military leadership, the chain of 
command, and the Veterans Adminis-
tration failed to protect Judy and 
thousands of victims like her who suf-
fered from sexual assault. We owe it to 
Judy and every other survivor to come 
together in a bipartisan manner to con-
front this epidemic head on. 

REPUBLICAN FRESHMAN CLASS 
ON THE NEED TO REPEAL 
OBAMACARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JOYCE). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2013, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MESSER. 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 gen-
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 

another in a series of Republican fresh-
man class Special Orders, this time to 
focus on the need to repeal ObamaCare 
in a vote in this Chamber later this 
week. 

The President and many of our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
proudly refer to this health care law as 
‘‘ObamaCare,’’ but we should neither 
be proud of the process that led us to 
this point nor the resulting policy 
mess. 

The 2,800-page bill was crafted behind 
closed doors and rushed through Con-
gress in 2010 with limited debate and 
without amendments. The predictable 
result is a flawed product that expands 
the Federal Government’s role in 
health care, raises taxes on employers, 
and mandates benefits that will in-
crease health care costs for most. Re-
markably, there already have been 
more than 20,000 pages of regulations 
issued regarding this bill’s implemen-
tation. 

b 1930 

I would like to start by recognizing 
my distinguished colleague, the gentle-
lady from Missouri, for her remarks on 
this important issue. 

Mrs. WAGNER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana for yielding and 
for organizing these Special Orders this 
evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 45, a bill that will repeal the 
President’s devastating health care re-
form law, commonly referred to as 
ObamaCare. When promoting the 
health care reform legislation to the 
American public, the President and 
members of his party told people that 
if you liked your health insurance then 
you could keep it, that the penalty 
Americans have to pay under the indi-
vidual mandate was not a tax, and that 
those with preexisting conditions 
would have access to health care. Well, 
as many of us suspected then, these 
claims were nothing more than blatant 
lies. 

In fact, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice recently said that 7 million people 
will lose their job-based health insur-
ance due to ObamaCare. The Supreme 
Court has affirmed what we already 
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knew: that ObamaCare penalties are, 
indeed, taxes, and on February 15 the 
Obama administration announced they 
would not cover over 40,000 patients 
suffering from preexisting conditions. 

Mr. Speaker, friends, this should not 
happen in America. We need to repeal 
this law, and we need to do it now. 
Today, though not fully implemented, 
ObamaCare has already had many de-
structive effects on the American peo-
ple—real people with bills to pay, 
mouths to feed, and jobs to do. 

Since ObamaCare was signed into 
law, many of the new taxes in the 
President’s $1 trillion tax hike have 
gone into effect, most of which target 
the middle class, increase the cost of 
health care, and stifle job creation. 

The law continues to take its toll on 
small business. I hear from mom and 
pop operations throughout the St. 
Louis region that are not hiring needed 
workers or reducing full-time employ-
ees to part-time workers, for the sole 
purpose of being able to keep their 
doors open as a consequence of the new 
ObamaCare regulations. 

The impact on jobs already is unmis-
takable. ObamaCare promised 4 million 
jobs, including 400,000 almost imme-
diately. Yet we know the truth: that 
ObamaCare is destroying jobs and cost-
ing the American Dream for millions of 
Americans. 

Just today, a Missouri hospital an-
nounced that it was eliminating 129 
good-paying jobs. The reason? 
ObamaCare. 

These are facts, these are real jobs, 
and this law is hurting real people. 

It continues. 
Premium costs continue to rise on 

hardworking families across the coun-
try. Premiums for the average family 
have already grown by $3,000 since 2008, 
despite promises by the Obama admin-
istration that ObamaCare would de-
crease premiums $2,500. 

Premium costs are expected to dou-
ble, triple, and even quadruple for mil-
lions of Americans when many of the 
provisions of the law go into effect 
next year. The greatest effect will be 
on young people in this country, who 
are already struggling to find jobs, pay 
off student loans, and grow healthy, 
prosperous families. These young peo-
ple will be stuck between paying for in-
surance they cannot afford and being 
subject to a burdensome tax. 

Mr. Speaker, I will close by address-
ing the shameful raiding of Medicare 
by this irresponsible law called 
ObamaCare. Despite promises to the 
contrary, ObamaCare has gutted Medi-
care to the tune of $716 billion—nearly 
three-quarters of a trillion dollars— 
stolen from our Greatest Generation to 
pay for this devastating law. 

Every day, more and more doctors 
are refusing to see Medicare patients 
because they simply cannot afford to 
do so. Is this how we pay back our sen-
iors—with reduced benefits, reduced ac-
cess to health care, and reduced respect 
for their quality of life? We owe them 
more. We owe the American people 
more. 

Mr. Speaker, the facts are clear: this 
law is wrong for America and needs to 
be repealed immediately before any 
more of its harmful provisions are im-
plemented. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlelady for her remarks. 

Many of the promises that were made 
to justify ObamaCare’s enactment have 
been broken. The results of these bro-
ken promises are hurting hardworking 
American families, workers, and busi-
nesses today, and will hurt them even 
more in the future, which is why House 
Republicans will be voting to repeal 
this government takeover of health 
care later this week. Through the 
course of the Special Order, we will 
look at some of those broken promises. 

I would next like to recognize my 
good friend, my colleague from North 
Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER). 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to join a chorus of individuals 
who are calling for the repeal of the Af-
fordable Care Act. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s not even affordable. 
The CBO says it will cost $1.8 trillion 
just to employ. Blue Cross/Blue Shield 
in North Carolina says the premiums 
are going to go up 284 percent. We can’t 
afford this. Seven million people won’t 
be able to keep their own policies. 
There’s no risk pool now, no funding 
for it, no provision. Even Democrat 
Senator MAX BAUCUS, Finance Com-
mittee chairman, says this is a train 
wreck getting ready to happen. 

Mr. Speaker, last January, I spon-
sored a seminar in my district that 
brought together 400 business leaders. 
The purpose of this seminar was to ex-
plain ObamaCare. We had the Cato In-
stitute and the AARP there. Mr. 
Speaker, what they heard was a re-
sounding, What in the world have we 
done? They were so concerned about 
what ObamaCare was going to do to 
their own businesses, they were afraid 
to hire people, and they thought they 
would let people go. 

Do you know what they saw, Mr. 
Speaker? This chart right here. This 
chart—what a quagmire to process 
through to try to get real health care. 
It can’t be done. We can do better. 

That’s why with Congressman HUD-
SON I’ve introduced a bill called Auto 
Enroll. This is a little provision put in 
the health care law, one of those provi-
sions that I believe Speaker PELOSI 
said we are going to read it after we 
vote on it, we are going to learn about 
it then. 

Well, we’ve learned about it. What 
did we learn? That the companies have 
to automatically put people on their 
health care plan. And this bill says, no, 
you can opt out, you don’t have to 
comply. 

Students who are already on their 
parents’ health care, they shouldn’t 
have to do this. You have temporary 
people who are working during sea-
sonal work time in major retail or in 
restaurants. They shouldn’t have to be 
on this, yet they’re required to. This 
bill will allow some flexibility for em-
ployers. 

The American people were told, We 
are going to provide you a champion 
thoroughbred horse who is going to go 
win the Kentucky Derby. Do you know 
what they got, Mr. Speaker? They got 
a maimed, blind, deaf, crippled horse 
that can’t even make its way around 
the track. That’s what we have with 
ObamaCare. 

We are going to do better. We are 
going to provide for the American peo-
ple at the right time, and we can do 
this in competitive markets. They can 
cross State lines, hundreds of compa-
nies competing, drawing down the cost 
of health care. This needs to be done 
now. 

We can get rid of the frivolous law-
suits that are driving the cost of health 
care up. The American workers, re-
sponsible people, hardworking taxpayer 
Americans, they deserve better, and we 
are going to do it. 

Thank you, and God bless you. 
Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 

for his remarks. 
I would next like to recognize my 

good friend, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. STEWART). 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my good friend, Mr. MESSER. 

I’ve been blessed to do a lot of fun 
things in my life, to do a lot of inter-
esting jobs. I was an Air Force pilot for 
14 years. That was maybe the funnest 
thing I’ve ever done. I was a writer. 
I’ve written 15 books. That was very 
satisfying. But the hardest job, with-
out question the hardest job I’ve ever 
done was to be a small business owner. 

As a small business owner, you fight 
every day to make ends meet. You care 
about your employees. Your employees 
become your family. 

One of the funnest things to do is to 
hire new people, but one of the hardest 
things to do, and one of the most, 
frankly, discouraging things you have 
to do is when you have to lay people 
off. But that is exactly what has hap-
pened in the business that I owned, 
that is exactly what is happening now, 
and that is what is going to continue to 
happen. 

Jobs are being killed by the imple-
mentation of ObamaCare. And that’s 
not a statistic. That isn’t some govern-
ment projection. It isn’t some esti-
mation from CBO. That is a fact. It is 
a reality. ObamaCare is killing eco-
nomic activity. ObamaCare is killing 
jobs. And it’s only going to get worse. 

b 1940 

There is a reason that the Demo-
crats—and I’m not talking about the 
Republicans; I’m talking about Demo-
cratic leaders—are calling ObamaCare 
a train wreck. There is a reason why 
NANCY PELOSI said, We have to pass 
this bill before we can find out what’s 
in it. 

This is like taking the lid off a gar-
bage can that has been sitting out in 
the sun too long. The longer it’s out 
there and the more we know about this 
legislation, the worse it is. 400 per-
cent—that’s how much some people’s 
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premiums are going to go up because of 
the implementation of ObamaCare. The 
President promised and, in fact, the en-
tire purpose of the Affordable Care Act 
was to drive premiums down. Instead, 
we see exactly the opposite—30 per-
cent, 80 percent, 400 percent increases 
in health care premiums. 

All of us Americans have become fa-
miliar with new words over the last 
year or two. We’ve learned about se-
quester, and we’ve heard a lot about 
the fiscal cliff. The new government 
phrase of the year is going to be ‘‘rate 
shock.’’ You’re going to hear about 
that all the time beginning this fall be-
cause people will be shocked and busi-
nesses will be shocked and jobs will be 
lost and people will be hurt because of 
the implementation of ObamaCare. 

Please, let’s take the opportunity to 
repeal it now. We can do better. We can 
write something and design something 
that is better. Let’s take the oppor-
tunity to do that. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his remarks. 

I would quote for you broken promise 
No. 1 of ObamaCare: ‘‘If you like your 
current health care plan, you will be 
able to keep it.’’ 

Not true. The Congressional Budget 
Office estimates that nearly 7 million 
people will lose their employer-spon-
sored health care coverage under 
ObamaCare. 

I would next like to yield to my good 
friend, the gentleman from New York, 
Representative COLLINS. 

Mr. COLLINS of New York. I want to 
thank the gentleman for holding this 
special session tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, the American public is 
often concerned there is not enough 
agreement in the Halls of Congress. 
Well, I am pleased to report there is 
growing agreement among both parties 
and in both Houses of this Congress 
that ObamaCare is truly a train wreck, 
as recently described by Democrat Sen-
ator MAX BAUCUS. As this massive 
piece of legislation is being imple-
mented, the negative impact it is and 
will have on our economy is becoming 
clear: 

ObamaCare guts the funding for 
Medicare Advantage to help cover its 
growing price tag. So, for all those sen-
iors out there, like my 86-year-old 
mom, who are happy with the coverage 
they receive through Medicare Advan-
tage, I have news for you: you can’t 
keep your existing plan, as promised, 
because ObamaCare effectively ends it. 

What the administration could not 
raid from other sources to pay for 
ObamaCare it makes up in new taxes. 
Just last week, as chairman of the 
Small Business Subcommittee on 
Health and Technology, I heard from 
small business owners and advocates 
about the impact the health insurance 
tax will have on the bottom line of 
America’s small businesses. The 
amount of that tax will be $8 billion in 
2014, increasing to $14.3 billion in 2018, 
and will increase based on premium 
trends thereafter. 

Supporters of ObamaCare will say 
these fees are supposed to be paid by 
the health insurance companies; but 
common sense, substantiated by inde-
pendent studies, tells you the insur-
ance companies are passing these costs 
directly on to consumers in the form of 
higher premiums. To avoid the taxes 
and fees, companies are cutting jobs, 
not hiring, and are reducing employee 
hours to stay under ObamaCare thresh-
olds, all this at a time when national 
unemployment remains embarrass-
ingly high. 

ObamaCare is built on the premise 
that the young and the healthy will 
pay to insure the old and the sick. 
Well, guess what? The young and the 
healthy are too smart to have their 
pockets picked. Knowing they can’t be 
denied coverage down the road, the 
young and the healthy are going to 
drop out of the insurance market and 
instead pay the $95 penalty and their 
out-of-pocket medical expenses. They 
know this approach will be far, far 
cheaper in the end than paying thou-
sands of dollars for an individual or a 
family plan under ObamaCare. It’s like 
not buying collision insurance on your 
new car because you know you can get 
it after you’ve been in a wreck. 

When attempting to defend 
ObamaCare, its supporters like to tout 
all those ‘‘free’’ things that ObamaCare 
offers the American people. That sales 
pitch crystallizes what is wrong with 
ObamaCare and the tax-and-spend poli-
cies this town is famous for. Nothing is 
free in this world. For every free serv-
ice ObamaCare offers, someone out 
there in America is paying for it with 
his hard-earned money; or, worse yet, 
we’ll just add a few more bucks onto 
our staggering debt to cover this so- 
called ‘‘free’’ service. 

This country can’t afford ObamaCare 
figuratively or literally. ObamaCare 
must be repealed. It needs to be re-
placed with commonsense, cost-effec-
tive ways to improve health care in 
this country. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his remarks. 

I would next like to yield to my good 
friend, the gentlelady from my home 
State of Indiana, for her insights as to 
this important Special Order. 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Thank you 
to the gentleman from Indiana for or-
ganizing this. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 45, the repeal of the Af-
fordable Care Act. 

ObamaCare is bad for the young and 
for the elderly. 

I recently received a letter from a 
high school senior in my district. She 
noted that her family’s out-of-pocket 
premium costs have risen $7,000 in re-
cent years while their deductible has 
increased tenfold. She said she is wor-
ried about how she is going to pay for 
health care on her own in the future. 

She is right to worry. According to a 
study published by the American Acad-
emy of Actuaries’ magazine, 80 percent 
of Americans under the age of 30 will 

face premium increases because of 
ObamaCare. 

The costs of ObamaCare are more 
than monetary. Americans will also 
have fewer health care choices because 
of it. Specifically, the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board will threaten 
the options available today to Medi-
care recipients. This board of 15 offi-
cials will get to choose which treat-
ments and which procedures Medicare 
will reimburse and which it will not. 
What a doctor prescribes or what a pa-
tient needs will come second, if at all. 
The IPAB is unelected and won’t report 
to Members of Congress or to any 
elected official. The budget for this 
board is given directly by the executive 
branch. IPAB doesn’t even have to jus-
tify its finances to the public. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle like to say Republicans want to 
change Medicare as we know it; but, in 
fact, it is ObamaCare that is changing 
Medicare, putting bureaucrats in 
charge of decisions that should be be-
tween senior citizens and their doctors. 

Repealing ObamaCare will right this 
wrong for the young and for our sen-
iors. I urge the adoption of this impor-
tant bill. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentlelady 
for her remarks. 

I would next like to yield to my good 
friend from the State of Florida, Rep-
resentative YOHO. 

Mr. YOHO. I would like to thank my 
colleague from Indiana. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today in 
support of H.R. 45, the repeal of the Af-
fordable Care Act. 

It’s not just the House Republicans 
who want this or House freshmen who 
want to repeal this law; it’s the Amer-
ican people. The American people don’t 
like this. The people of my district 
overwhelmingly desire the repeal of 
this legislative debacle. 

Let’s face it: in March of 2009, with a 
Democratic Congress, this bill was 
passed through in the twilight hours. 
The Speaker said—and I think we all 
remember those infamous words—that 
we have to pass it to see what’s in it, 
that we have to pass it to see how it’s 
going to work. 

America deserves better. Americans 
deserve better, and they demand bet-
ter. 

The Affordable Care Act is the num-
ber one job-killing bill in America. 
When the President speaks of job cre-
ation and of stimulating the economy, 
the 800-pound gorilla in the room that 
nobody talks about is the Affordable 
Care Act. It’s the number one job-kill-
ing bill—bar none. Here are a couple of 
examples: 

I had a person call in today. A young 
lady, one of my constituents, said that 
even though she doesn’t have insur-
ance, it’s because she doesn’t have a 
job; and the reason she doesn’t have a 
job is due to this bill. It’s getting in 
the way of job creation. 

b 1950 
Another business owner I know, he’s 

got 350 employees. I asked him how the 
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effects of this bill were going to affect 
his business. He said, Let me tell you 
about this bill. I could expand my busi-
ness right now and I could add 100 new 
employees, but I’m not doing anything 
because of the estimated cost of this 
bill. 

Think about that. That’s one man’s 
business in one town in America. How 
many businesses in America, through-
out this country, are not expanding be-
cause of this bill and the uncertainty? 
It’s got to stop. 

There’s a county in our district, Clay 
County. I was talking to one of the mu-
nicipal people there that was in charge 
of the health care. He said that the es-
timated costs coming up because of the 
Affordable Care Act were going to cost 
$15 million. Then they figured out if 
they didn’t comply with the Affordable 
Care Act what that cost would be. It 
would be $5 million. What choice do 
you think they’re going to make? 
They’re either going to lay off people 
or they’re not going to cover people. 
They’ll pay the fine. 

In my own town in Alachua County, 
there’s a contractor, and he’s got 51 
employees. He’s bidding on a job 
against another contractor that has 49 
employees. The estimated cost to him 
is $2,000 per employee. So this con-
tractor with the 51 employees is start-
ing at the same line with this guy who 
has 49 employees, and he’s going to owe 
$102,000 more in his opening bid. I 
asked him what he was going to do. He 
said, The most commonsense thing to 
do is lay off some people so I don’t have 
to pay for that. Again, I hear this story 
over and over and over again. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems the President 
himself doesn’t really like his plan 
that much either. In spite of all the 
glowing speeches he gives, the Presi-
dent himself has signed into law re-
peals of certain ObamaCare provisions 
on seven different occasions. When the 
President claimed that his plan would 
lower the cost of health care for Ameri-
cans, he left out the fact that about 7 
million Americans would just lose 
their health care altogether. 

Estimated insurance costs for the 
younger generation: they can expect 
their insurance premiums to increase 
from what they are today 150 percent 
to 175 percent. When the President 
claimed that under his plan no family 
making less than $250,000 a year would 
see taxes increase, he completely left 
out the fact that there are 21 new taxes 
in this bill; and these are taxes that 
are on not just the wealthy, but all 
Americans at all income levels. It’s a 
bad bill, and this is not what America 
wants. 

The whole point of the Affordable 
Care Act was to create health reform, 
which implies not just health care, but 
health prevention. After 31⁄2 years of 
this bill being out there, the Supreme 
Court said in reviewing it that it’s not 
health care; it’s a health tax. The bot-
tom line is it’s going to create people 
who have less insurance. 

Then we have to think about who 
will collect these taxes: the IRS. That’s 

the very same IRS we found out that’s 
under a criminal investigation today. 
Americans don’t want this. 

Americans are a caring, generous, 
and a charitable people. We will always 
make sure that the least fortunate 
among us are cared for. The President’s 
plan doesn’t care for the less fortunate. 
In fact, it makes us all less fortunate. 
Our vote this week is not about poli-
tics; it’s about being responsive to the 
people and adhering to the Constitu-
tion. 

We represent the people who are 
being hurt the most by the ObamaCare 
bill, and we owe it to them to relieve 
them of this burden. If we truly want 
to create jobs, the full repeal of 
ObamaCare is the first step in jump- 
starting our economy, and I’m proud 
and thankful to be able to be a part of 
the process of repealing this legislative 
disaster and replacing it with a com-
monsense health care reform. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments, and I thank my col-
leagues for their stamina and patience. 

I would next like to recognize my 
good friend, the straight-talking Mem-
ber from Oklahoma (Mr. BRIDENSTINE). 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. I’d like to thank 
the gentleman from Indiana for allow-
ing me to speak on this issue on behalf 
of my constituents. I can say very 
clearly that I support H.R. 45, 
ObamaCare repeal, and I can tell you 
why. 

Under ObamaCare, we’re looking at a 
minimum of about $500 billion in new 
taxes. We’re talking about taxes on 
pharmaceuticals and taxes on medical 
devices. We’re also talking about taxes 
on payroll, things that have nothing to 
do with medicine; taxes on the sale of 
real estate; taxes on other capital 
gains. There will be 21 new taxes, and 
$500 billion is the conservative esti-
mate. Some people say it’s going to be 
$1.1 trillion in new tax revenue. 

Guess what? It’s not enough. There’s 
also going to be $500 billion in new bor-
rowing over the first 10 years of 
ObamaCare. And it’s still not enough. 
So we’re going to rob $716 billion from 
Medicare at a time when seniors are 
finding it hard to find providers who 
are willing to accept Medicare as it is. 
This is hugely problematic for the peo-
ple in my district. 

Let’s talk about the employers. Em-
ployers are seeking ways to reduce 
their staffs below 50 people. They’re 
laying people off. No kidding. I talked 
to an employer just a few weeks ago in 
my district. He’s got 57 employees. He’s 
now trying to get down to 49. He’s also 
trying to figure out ways to make his 
staff part-time. He’s trying to get his 
staff under 29 hours so he has less than 
50 full-time equivalents, as they refer 
to them now. This is going to be a dis-
aster for the employment prospects of 
the people in my district. 

Let’s talk about how this is adminis-
tered. It’s going to be administered by 
the IRS. So everyone has to have the 
health insurance that perfectly con-
forms to what the President wants 

them to have. It used to be that there 
was a time when my wife and I had in-
surance, where we had a high deduct-
ible and a low premium. We had a little 
bit of savings. We wanted to save 
money on our premium, and so we were 
willing to accept the high deductible. 
We were willing to accept a little bit of 
risk upon ourselves to save money. 
That’s not available anymore under 
ObamaCare. All that will be enforced 
by the IRS. 

So if you have that high-deductible, 
low-premium policy, or if you have a 
policy that they call a ‘‘Cadillac plan,’’ 
you’re going to be penalized. These 
penalties have been ruled by the Su-
preme Court to be taxes, but let’s be 
clear that they are penalties for not 
conforming to what the President 
wants you to have in insurance. 

That penalty, if you don’t have the 
right health insurance, is going to be 
21⁄2 percent of your income, eventually. 
So if you make $50,000 a year, your pen-
alty is $1,250, assessed by the IRS when 
you do your taxes. Or you could pay 
the premium. If you want the com-
prehensive health care that ObamaCare 
requires you to have, that premium is 
likely to be around $7,000, or you can 
pay the penalty of $1,250. What are 
most people going to pay? They’re 
going to pay the penalty. Why? Be-
cause under ObamaCare, they can’t ex-
empt you for a preexisting condition. 
So you can pay the penalty, and then 
when you get sick you can go to the 
doctor and get the health insurance 
you need and then get healthy; and 
then when you’re healthy, you can drop 
your health insurance again. 

This creates an adverse selection. 
This is a big problem. If you want to 
see health insurance premiums sky-
rocket, let’s only insure the people who 
are sick; and that’s exactly what this 
bill does. 

Let’s talk for a second about the ex-
pansion of Medicaid under ObamaCare. 
I’m very proud of the State of Okla-
homa for not expanding Medicaid under 
ObamaCare. This is a teaser rate. This 
is a time when the Federal Government 
comes in and they say, We’re going to 
fully expand your Medicaid expansion 
up to 138 percent of the poverty line for 
the first 3 years, then we’re going to 
pull the rug out from under you. 

The State of Oklahoma is going to be 
faced with challenges. What are we 
going to cut? Maybe we’ll cut edu-
cation, maybe we’ll cut the Depart-
ment of Transportation in the State of 
Oklahoma, or maybe we’ll raise taxes. 
This is just another way for the Fed-
eral Government to addict States to a 
program that ultimately they’re going 
to pull the rug out from under the pro-
gram and the State of Oklahoma is 
going to be forced to carry this load. 
I’m very proud of Governor Mary 
Fallin for not expanding Medicaid 
under ObamaCare. 

I’d like to thank the gentleman from 
Indiana for allowing me to express my 
views. I fully support H.R. 45, the re-
peal of ObamaCare. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:14 May 15, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00017 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K14MY7.037 H14MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2594 May 14, 2013 
Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 

for his remarks. 
Mr. Speaker, I’d like to inquire as to 

the amount of time we have left. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman has approximately 30 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MESSER. Great. We’re right on 
pace. 

I would next like to recognize my 
good friend, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS). 

Mr. ROTHFUS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and for organizing 
this important discussion with our 
freshman colleagues. 

President Obama made big promises 
while pushing his health care law 
through the House and Senate. He 
promised the American people that it 
could create jobs, that it could increase 
access to health care, that it would 
promote economic growth, that it 
wouldn’t add to the deficit, that it 
would not raise taxes on the middle 
class. He promised that if you like your 
health care plan, you could keep it. He 
said that it would lower the cost of pre-
miums. He said that it would strength-
en Medicare. 

b 2000 

Three years later, President Obama’s 
health care law has proven to be a 
string of empty and broken promises. 
We are seeing premiums rise. One busi-
ness in my district that employs 13 
workers expects a 26 percent increase 
in its premiums, totaling more than 
$30,000. That’s $30,000 that cannot go to 
increasing wages for workers. Another 
company in my district with 17 em-
ployees expects a 19 percent premium 
increase with an annual cost of more 
than $20,000. Companies are being 
forced to change their health plans and 
pay more for them. Some companies 
may even drop their plans and put 
their employees in the ObamaCare ex-
changes. That means they’re not keep-
ing their plans. That’s a broken prom-
ise. 

ObamaCare is also raising taxes on 
the middle class. The Supreme Court 
made that clear. 

One little known tax in ObamaCare is 
a medical device tax. This is a tax on 
the middle class because it is going to 
be passed directly to the consumers. 
Pennsylvania has the fourth largest 
medical device industry in the Nation. 
The medical device tax threatens 
health care businesses and innovators, 
like ZOLL Medical Corporation in my 
district, that supports 600 good-paying 
jobs. 

ObamaCare does not strengthen 
Medicare. It cuts $716 billion from the 
program and creates the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board, also known 
as IPAB, which puts unelected bureau-
crats in between seniors and their doc-
tors. 

President Obama’s health care law is 
causing folks to lose their health plans; 
it’s raising taxes; it’s hurting Medi-
care; it’s increasing the deficit; and it 
won’t bring universal coverage. More 

than 30 million people will still be un-
insured in 10 years. The fact remains 
that 3 years later, President Obama’s 
health care law is a trillion-dollar 
string of broken promises. It’s dam-
aging our families, seniors, hard-
working Americans and their health 
care. It’s killing jobs, and it’s violating 
the First Amendment rights of people 
of faith. 

It’s a small wonder that even some of 
the authors of this misguided health 
care law are now calling it a train 
wreck. The American people deserve 
better. This law should be repealed. 
Then all Members of Congress should 
sit down and do their jobs to craft com-
monsense, patient-centered reforms 
that reduce costs, preserve Medicare, 
and increase access to all Americans. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

I would like to talk right now about 
ObamaCare broken promise number 
two. The President promised: 

I will not sign a plan that adds one dime to 
our deficits, either now or in the future. 

The truth: ObamaCare will end up 
adding, according to a GAO report, 
more than $6.2 trillion to the debt over 
the long run. 

I would next like to yield to my good 
friend, the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. BENTIVOLIO). 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. I thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana very much. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to talk 
about the unaffordable health care act. 
I’ll admit it: I’m standing here because 
of it. The unaffordable health care act 
is what made me realize that Wash-
ington was out of control and run 
amuck. It made me realize that the 
people of this great country needed a 
voice. Whenever I think of the pro-
ceedings that gave us this massive 
health care law, the words ‘‘we must 
pass the bill to find out what’s in the 
bill’’ ring in my ear. It makes me 
cringe. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle are good people. They passed the 
bill because their leadership assured 
them that it was good law. I don’t 
think they purposely wanted to harm 
the country. We now know what’s in 
the bill, and it’s not good. I’m con-
fident that my friends wouldn’t have 
voted in favor of ObamaCare had they 
known that the bill empowered the IRS 
to bully people about their health in-
surance or that the new law created a 
rationing board to decide who gets 
treatment and who doesn’t. Had the 
bill been read, I don’t think it would 
have passed. 

On top of repealing this law, we must 
reform how business gets done in the 
Capitol. That’s why I’ve introduced the 
Read the Bills Act. The law is easy to 
understand: before we pass laws which 
will impact millions of hardworking 
Americans, Congress must read the 
bill. This is the kind of bill that will 
help restore the faith in Congress of 
those who send us here to represent 
them. Let’s get rid of the notion that 
we have to pass bills to find out what’s 

in them. Please join me in repealing 
ObamaCare and supporting the Read 
the Bills Act. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the good gen-
tleman for his comments. 

Next I yield to my very good friend 
from the great State of Georgia (Mr. 
COLLINS). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding to me. 

This has been a great time tonight. It 
is a great time in the sense that we get 
to stand here and explain to the Amer-
ican people what they were not ex-
plained to a few years ago. It’s a good 
time to explain to them what they 
were sold as being something good and 
something that was going to help in 
health care, and remember this bill 
says ‘‘health care’’ in its title. But the 
truth of the matter is it’s not about 
health care, Mr. Speaker; it’s about 
control. It’s about who’s going to con-
trol health care, who’s going to control 
what our government is getting into 
and what our government should stay 
out of. 

I fully support voting this week to 
repeal ObamaCare and moving forward 
with an agenda that promotes jobs, 
that creates better opportunities, be-
cause you see what is happening to-
night, as my good colleagues have 
stood here: they’ve talked about the 
problems with business; they’ve talked 
about the problems with taxes; they’ve 
talked about the broken promises. My 
colleague has spoken of the broken 
promise of keeping your own health 
care, of it not adding to the debt, all of 
which are lies, things that are not true 
that were not talked about on this 
House floor just a few years ago. 

So my problem is let’s be honest. 
Let’s talk about what it does do. It be-
gins to make a regulatory framework 
that is amazing. It wasn’t a matter if 
you read the bill. It didn’t matter if 
you read the bill in 2009 because you 
wouldn’t have known what’s in it be-
cause at the end of almost every para-
graph it would say, oh, by the way, 
we’re going to let this agency promul-
gate the rules and regulations. You 
could have read every page and you’d 
have just known that more bureaucrats 
were going to tell you what health care 
was going to be like. Twenty thousand 
pages of regulations are already on the 
books, 828 pages in one day. We’re pay-
ing a lot of folks to do a lot of regula-
tion writing. We’re paying a lot of 
folks to take away the basic rights 
that we’re looking at. 

You see, you can make an argument 
this is not about health care, this is 
about broadening regulatory authority 
at HHS and at IRS. Oh, wait, IRS. Any 
thoughts this week about letting them 
be the regulators of who’s paying and 
who’s not paying in our health care 
system? Excuse me, we’re having trou-
ble dealing with what their job is. We 
don’t need them in health care. We’ve 
got bigger problems here. 

But when broken promises come 
about, we have to remember—what has 
disturbed me the most about this 
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whole debate tonight is we’ve heard 
about businesses; we’ve heard about 
taxes; we’ve heard about some broken 
promises; but what we’ve not heard 
about is health care. We’ve not really 
heard about health care in a doctor and 
patient. As a doctor told me the other 
day, he said, Just let me practice medi-
cine, which is all I want to do. 

You see, it’s time we talked about 
health care because this law, instead of 
helping those who need help, it kicks 
them off insurance and makes people 
pay more and does all of the things 
that it was promised not to do. 

Doctors are getting out, and new doc-
tors are not going in. And you know 
who’s lost? I can see it right now. The 
picture I have in my mind is those 
waiting in the waiting room waiting to 
see a doctor who need health care, and 
this law simply leaves them waiting. 

Let’s don’t do that. Let’s repeal this 
law. Let’s get on with the real business 
of this House. 

I appreciate the gentleman yielding 
me this time. 

Mr. MESSER. I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s remarks. 

I yield to my good friend from Mon-
tana (Mr. DAINES). 

Mr. DAINES. I thank my good friend 
from Indiana, Congressman LUKE 
MESSER, for organizing this Special 
Order in preparation for Thursday’s 
vote to repeal the President’s health 
care law. 

Earlier today I emailed my constitu-
ents a quick survey back home in Mon-
tana with one simple question: Do you 
support efforts to repeal President 
Obama’s health care law? 

We’ve seen already overwhelming re-
sponse to our office here tonight from 
Montanans across our State, combined 
with letters, emails, the phone calls 
we’ve received, by three to one, Mon-
tanans want to repeal ObamaCare. 

b 2010 

Last week I had a tele-townhall 
meeting so I could hear from the people 
of Montana about the issues that mat-
ter most to them. The last question I 
was asked at the very end of this hour- 
long tele-townhall was from a woman 
from Florence, Montana, a small town 
on the western side of our State. 

She shared her heartfelt concerns 
about the health care law and how it 
was going to affect her small business. 
Between the costly new rules and regu-
lations and rising health insurance pre-
miums, she didn’t know how she would 
be able to follow the law and keep her 
business afloat. 

And these challenges aren’t unique to 
this one small business owner from 
Montana. Families and small busi-
nesses across America are struggling 
under President Obama’s health care 
overhaul. 

Rather than providing real solutions 
to increase access to affordable care, 
ObamaCare is driving costs up, it’s 
hurting small businesses, it’s raising 
taxes on Americans by more than $1 
trillion over the next decade and, ulti-

mately, puts the government directly 
between patients and their doctors. 

This law also hurts our seniors and 
their access to health care. The Presi-
dent’s health care law took more than 
$700 billion out of Medicare to pay for 
new ObamaCare spending, and estab-
lishes IPAB, this unaccountable, 
unelected board of bureaucrats empow-
ered to further undermine seniors’ ac-
cess to medical care. 

And following this week’s troubling 
news from the IRS, it makes it very 
clear that the IRS should not be in 
charge of enforcing ObamaCare’s core 
provisions. We need to repeal 
ObamaCare to strip them of this au-
thority. 

Furthermore, the President’s health 
care overhaul sets in motion serious 
violations of America’s religious free-
doms. Under ObamaCare, the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services 
has mandated health care coverage of 
products and services to which some 
Americans are morally opposed. Under 
this mandate, religious institutions 
and employers, as well as health care 
providers who hold religious and moral 
convictions, are stripped of their reli-
gious freedoms. 

This is a clear violation of Ameri-
cans’ First Amendment rights, and it is 
of critical importance that the reli-
gious and moral convictions held by 
many Americans are protected. 

That’s why I recently joined more 
than 90 of my colleagues here in the 
House in calling for the upcoming 
House appropriations proposals to con-
tain full protections for Americans’ re-
ligious liberties and conscience rights 
by including provisions found in the 
Health Care Conscience Rights Act, 
which I helped introduce in March. 

But we must continue fighting to re-
peal this failed law in its entirety. We 
know that our health care system is 
complex; it has major problems that 
need to be addressed. But ObamaCare 
only makes the matters worse. 

The President’s health care law takes 
us in the wrong direction. At the end of 
the day, it will result in higher costs, 
higher premiums, and force millions of 
Americans to lose the coverage they 
currently have. 

And let’s just remember something 
from 3 years ago. Remember in March 
of 2010, when ObamaCare passed the 
House, there was nothing bipartisan 
about ObamaCare. There was bipar-
tisan opposition. In fact, 34 Democrats 
joined 178 Republicans in opposing 
ObamaCare, but not one single Repub-
lican voted for this. There’s nothing bi-
partisan about it, other than bipar-
tisan opposition. 

I will vote to repeal this law on 
Thursday. I will continue to work with 
my colleagues in support of better, 
more effective solutions that give 
Americans the quality, affordable care 
they deserve. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his remarks. 

I’ll talk to you briefly about broken 
promise number three. The President 

promised that ‘‘coupled with com-
prehensive reform, our bill could save 
families $2,500 in the coming years.’’ 

The truth? Just the opposite has hap-
pened. The average family premium 
has grown by more than $3,000 since 
2008. In Indiana, residents are expected 
to face some of the highest health care 
insurance cost increases in the Nation, 
amounting to more than 60 percent for 
many and as high as 100 percent for 
some. 

I next would like to recognize my 
good colleague, a man who’s shown the 
patience of Job this evening as he’s 
waited with great stamina, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HOLD-
ING). 

Mr. HOLDING. Thank you to my 
friend from Evansville, Indiana (Mr. 
MESSER) for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, few things in life are 
more personal than health care, the 
care we receive as individuals, the 
treatment our children receive, the 
treatment our friends and our loved 
ones receive. 

And beginning next year, Mr. Speak-
er, the government will dominate this 
personal arena. Dismantling this failed 
attempt at health care reform needs to 
be a priority of this Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, time and time again I 
hear from the medical professionals in 
my district, those who have dedicated 
their lives to serving others, about the 
uncertainty ObamaCare is causing 
them. What regulations and rules are 
going to come down from HHS and step 
in between the care that these medical 
professionals provide their patients? 

What treatments will they be able to 
provide? 

How many hoops are they going to 
have to jump through to get the proce-
dures and tests that their patients 
need? 

How many hoops will they have to go 
through to get approved? 

Mr. Speaker, ObamaCare has also 
harmed small business in all sorts of 
unimaginable ways. Small businesses 
are what drive this Nation’s economy, 
through innovation and good old-fash-
ioned sweat equity. They are a testa-
ment to what built this country and 
made it great. 

But this law, Mr. Speaker, is causing 
many of them to make tough decisions, 
tough decisions about whether they 
can go out and hire that additional 
worker or employee; tough decisions on 
if they can invest in growth as they try 
to grow their company, and what other 
long-term impacts ObamaCare is going 
to have on their business. 

Many small businesses are strug-
gling, and this law will only make 
things worse. We have heard here to-
night about employers considering 
dropping coverage altogether because 
of the uncertainty. 

Providing health care benefits has 
served as a sense of pride for small 
business owners, and has always been a 
means by which small business owners 
have been able to recruit and retain 
the best talent. This talent is what 
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helps them be successful but, unfortu-
nately, under ObamaCare, providing 
health care is not going to be some-
thing that many small businesses do. 

Two years ago, Mr. Speaker, the Con-
gress repealed the misguided 1099 re-
porting requirement that was included 
in ObamaCare. It was there to gin up 
revenue. In this Congress I’m hopeful 
we can repeal the medical device tax, 
and I’ve cosponsored a bill to do just 
that, one that enjoys overwhelming bi-
partisan support, bipartisan support 
that is similar to the support shared 
for many of the misguided provisions of 
ObamaCare and the wish to get in 
there and repeal them and rein them 
back in. 

Anyone who reads or watches the 
news knows that the Affordable Care 
Act, which, Mr. Speaker, probably 
should have been named the 
Unaffordable Care Act, as Mr. 
BENTIVOLIO said earlier this evening, is 
costing more and more money just to 
get it up and running. Costs have 
ballooned, and the law hasn’t even been 
fully implemented yet or nearly imple-
mented yet. 

State exchanges are requesting more 
and more Federal dollars, which has 
sent the administration scrambling to 
pull dollars out of the so-called Preven-
tion Fund. 

Mr. Speaker, the CBO estimates that 
ObamaCare may now cost twice as 
much as originally promised, at a 
pricetag of $1.88 trillion through 2022. 

Mr. Speaker, we haven’t even 
touched on what will, without a doubt, 
impact individuals and families the 
most: the cost of their premiums. This 
is what American families are the most 
concerned about. Since 2008, families 
have seen their premiums grow by over 
$3,000, and the new report by the House 
Energy and Commerce Committee, 
based upon actual industry numbers, 
suggests that rates may go up any-
where from 47 percent to 400 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, this law needs to be re-
pealed immediately so patient-oriented 
reforms can be enacted that protect 
American jobs and actually deliver on 
the promise of affordable health care 
to individuals and families. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his remarks. 

I would like to speak briefly about 
broken ObamaCare promise number 
four. The President promised ‘‘Under 
my plan, no family making less than 
$250,000 a year will see their taxes in-
crease.’’ The truth? Taxes have gone up 
for many, and not just the well-off. 

The Joint Committee on Taxation 
has issued a report detailing 21 new or 
higher taxes that will cost taxpayers 
more than $1 trillion. Indiana, which 
has a medical device industry that em-
ploys 20,000 Hoosiers, with a payroll ex-
ceeding $1 billion, would be devastated 
by ObamaCare’s $20 billion tax on med-
ical devices. 

I would next like to recognize my 
good friend from Indiana—I appreciate 
her leadership on this topic—Mrs. 
WALORSKI. 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Thank you to my 
good friend and my colleague from In-
diana, Representative MESSER, for or-
ganizing this Special Order tonight. 

It has been, Representative MESSER, 
over 3 years since ObamaCare was 
signed into law. In a recent Senate Fi-
nance Committee hearing, Senator 
MAX BAUCUS told Health and Human 
Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius 
that he now sees this bill as ‘‘a huge 
train wreck.’’ I couldn’t agree more. 
ObamaCare is a huge train wreck. 

A few weeks ago I held roundtable 
discussions in many of the Chambers of 
Commerce in my area, in each county 
in my district. I sat down with a wide 
spectrum of industries, ranging from 
agriculture to manufacturing. 
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The prominent topic of each discus-
sion was ObamaCare and the uncer-
tainty it creates for Hoosier businesses 
that cannot afford the overwhelming 
taxes and employer mandates. From 
longtime small businessowners to as-
piring start-up companies, employers 
agree that ObamaCare is largely re-
sponsible for smothering economic de-
velopment. If the President and Mem-
bers of Congress were truly listening to 
the American people’s opinion of this 
law, they would see the writing on the 
wall: we must repeal ObamaCare. 

The State of Indiana is proud to be a 
global leader in the medical device in-
dustry that my colleague just spoke of. 
However, ObamaCare is forcing a 2.3 
percent tax on medical device manu-
facturing. This tax affects the ortho-
pedic industry, causing rises in costs 
for seniors, veterans, and patients in 
need. 

On the 3-year anniversary of 
ObamaCare, I met with Complexus 
Medical in Mishawaka, an emerging 
leader in orthopedic instrument manu-
facturing in the Second District. I was 
told that this tax will stifle innovation 
and could force companies to consider 
overseas supply chains. 

The medical device tax is of great 
concern also for our veterans. That’s 
why I sent a letter, along with my col-
leagues from Indiana, to the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs asking how this tax 
will impact veterans care. After the 
sacrifice and fearless bravery dem-
onstrated by our troops and our vet-
erans, it is unacceptable for them to 
worry about their access to quality 
care. 

And it gets worse. Just this week, we 
learned more shocking news when the 
IRS admitted they’re targeting certain 
groups of people, a practice that is 
completely unlawful, unethical, and 
downright shameful. Their willful ac-
tions to defy transparency have al-
ready qualified the IRS for a com-
prehensive congressional investigation, 
with at least two hearings scheduled in 
the House in the coming weeks. 

But let’s not forget, the IRS is set to 
play a major role in ObamaCare from 
enforcing the individual mandate to 
distributing tax credits. If the IRS can-

not operate under the light of trans-
parency today with their current du-
ties, I am deeply concerned that fur-
ther responsibilities with sensitive in-
formation and controversial policies 
are a recipe for disaster. 

This bill, ladies and gentlemen, is 
spiraling out of control. It’s time for 
Washington to heed the overwhelming 
evidence and wipe the slate clean to 
show the American people that we are 
listening. Now, more than ever, the 
President and the Congress must re-
store transparency at the Federal 
level. I support the full repeal of 
ObamaCare and urge my colleagues to 
do the same. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentlelady 
for her remarks. As many other speak-
ers have said tonight, ObamaCare is 
Big Government at its worst. 

Federal agencies have recently re-
ported that it will take them almost 
190 million additional man hours per 
year for employers, families, and 
health care providers to comply with 
its onerous implementation regula-
tions. That’s nearly 95,000 new, full- 
time employees just to do ObamaCare 
paperwork. 

Now I’d like to recognize our final 
speaker of the night, one of the hardest 
working Members I know in this Cham-
ber. I appreciate your stamina and per-
sistence for being here, the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. BARR). 

Mr. BARR. Well, I want to thank the 
gentleman, my friend from Indiana, for 
his courtesy and for his leadership on 
this very important issue. I join my 
colleague in supporting H.R. 45, the full 
repeal of ObamaCare. 

Mr. Speaker, it is true, you’ve heard 
from the other Members here this 
evening, you’ve heard about the impor-
tance of repealing ObamaCare because 
it is legislation that is full of broken 
promises. We know that the signature 
promise of this legislation was that if 
you like your current health insurance, 
you can keep it. We know now that 7 
million people will lose their employer- 
sponsored health insurance at least, 
which is nearly double the previous es-
timate of 4 million. 

We heard about savings. Remember, 
this was titled the ‘‘Affordable Care 
Act,’’ but in 2013, the Congressional 
Budget Office projection tags the total 
cost at $1.88 trillion. Premiums—pre-
miums are not decreasing; premiums 
are going up. The average family pre-
mium has grown over $3,000 since the 
passage of ObamaCare. Individuals 
earning as little as $25,000 will pay 
more for insurance because of 
ObamaCare. And 1.1 trillion in new 
taxes and jobs. This legislation was 
supposed to create 400,000 jobs imme-
diately. Speaker PELOSI promised that 
ObamaCare would create 4 million jobs. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, small employers in 
Kentucky and central Kentucky tell 
me that ObamaCare is the principal 
reason that they’re not hiring. 

According to a study by the National 
Federation of Independent Business, 
the employer mandate like the one in-
cluded in ObamaCare could eliminate 
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an additional 1.6 million jobs by 2014. 
ObamaCare is creating an environment 
in which employers are incentivized to 
reduce hours for their employees to go 
to part-time work. The supporters of 
ObamaCare are supporting a part-time 
work economy. We need a full-time 
work economy, and that’s why we need 
to repeal ObamaCare. 

It increases the Federal deficit. Ac-
cording to a January GAO report, 
ObamaCare will add 6.2 trillion to the 
deficit over the next 75 years. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to conclude with the 
story that illustrates why this really 
matters. 

There’s a lot of statistics about jobs 
and the economy and increased pre-
miums and costs, but the real signa-
ture failure of this legislation is that it 
hurts patients, that it deprives the 
American people of the benefits of 
medical innovation. A hospital admin-
istrator told me in central Kentucky 
that we used to take care of patients, 
but we now take care of paper. Medical 
innovation is central to America’s fu-
ture economic growth and to delivering 
new lifesaving medical devices to pa-
tients. But the new medical device tax 
included in ObamaCare, which imposes 
a 2.3 percent tax on medical device 
manufacturers, punishes medical inno-
vation and prevents quality health 
care. 

Families around the country know 
this all too well. In my own family, we 
saw this up close. Christmas Day 2012 
could have been one of the worst days 
of our lives. Fortunately, it was the 
best day of our lives. 

It happened when my mother called 
me that morning on Christmas morn-
ing and said, Andy, your father has had 
a fainting spell. I said, can I talk to 
him? So she got him on the phone. I 
said, Dad, how are you doing? He said, 
I need to drink a glass of water. I said, 
Well, stop drinking any more coffee. 
Calm down and give me a call if any-
thing happens. 

I got another call an hour later. This 
time, it was from my mother again. 
She said they were in the emergency 
room. My father had passed out a sec-
ond time. So I rushed to the emergency 
room. I was greeted by the ER doctor. 
I said, What’s going on, Doctor? He 
said, Well, we did an EKG, and here are 
the results. He showed me a flat line. 
He said, your father’s heart is slowing 
down. I said, Doctor, what are we going 
to do about that? He said, Well, fortu-
nately, we can put a pacemaker in your 
father. 

An electrophysiologist came down to 
the ER, and he reassured us. He said, 
We can put a pacemaker in your father, 
and we can make him better. So he 
went in to get that pacemaker surgery. 
When he came out, he was recovering, 
and his life was saved because of that 
pacemaker technology. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people, 
American families depend on the inno-
vative, unbelievable technology that 
American entrepreneurship has cre-
ated. But ObamaCare punishes that. 

And if it wasn’t for that kind of med-
ical innovation and technology, my fa-
ther wouldn’t be here today. 

So I stand opposed to ObamaCare for 
all the reasons we’ve talked about here 
tonight, but, most importantly, be-
cause I credit the American free enter-
prise system for saving lives, and 
ObamaCare rolls that back. I certainly 
appreciate the leadership of the gen-
tleman from Indiana for discussing the 
importance of this issue and the future 
of high-quality, innovative health care 
in America in the future. 

Mr. MESSER. I thank the gentleman 
for his moving remarks. I thank all my 
colleagues for their remarks today. 
We’re going to vote this week on re-
pealing ObamaCare. That vote is more 
than symbolism. ObamaCare is wreck-
ing this economy. ObamaCare is ter-
rible for patient outcomes, and it needs 
to be repealed. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 
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MAKE IT IN AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

PERRY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I had 
intended to talk about this subject, re-
building the American manufacturing 
sector, and I will. But I just heard the 
most remarkable 1-hour debate in my 
life—not a debate, but a whole slew of 
accusations and incorrect facts. I guess 
a fact shouldn’t be incorrect. But I’ve 
never heard such gobbledygook and 
misstatements in my entire life. 

The last one—I’m absolutely de-
lighted the gentleman’s father is 
healthy, but to think that a 2 percent 
tax on medical devices is somehow 
going to stop medical technology when 
those devices are extraordinarily prof-
itable to these companies is just lu-
nacy. I know nobody likes to pay taxes, 
and certainly the manufacturers of 
those devices don’t want to have to pay 
a 2 percent tax. But come on, you 
think that’s going to stop medical 
technology from advancing when 
there’s so much profit in it? I don’t 
think so. 

Okay. Thirty-seven times now, 37 
times this week the Republican major-
ity is going to repeal the Affordable 
Health Care Act—37 times—when 
Americans are already benefiting from 
the Affordable Care Act. Is it that my 
friends who spoke here for the last 
hour want to tell every 22-year-old or 
21-year-old in the entire Nation that 
they can no longer stay on their par-
ents’ health insurance? Because that’s 
exactly what the repeal would do. 
Those young men and women who are 
counting on being able to have health 
insurance—no, repeal ends that part of 
the Affordable Health Care Act. 

Are they to go out and tell 40 million 
Americans that they’re not going to 

have health insurance at all? That’s 
what the repeal of the Affordable 
Health Care Act will do, 40 million 
Americans. Are they to say that some-
how this is costing more money to 
have an insurance policy where you 
can stay healthy, where you can get 
care before it becomes a crisis and wind 
up in an emergency room, that that’s 
going to be cheaper when you repeal 
the Affordable Health Care Act? Send-
ing people to the emergency room is 
going to be cheaper? What planet are 
you from? That’s not the way it is. The 
most expensive care in the world is the 
emergency room, where somebody does 
not have the continuity of care that an 
insurance policy provides for them. 

Or maybe they want to discriminate 
against women as existed before the 
Affordable Health Care Act. Every 
woman in this Nation faced insurance 
discrimination, but the Affordable 
Health Care Act ends that discrimina-
tion. 

And how many families out there, 
how many families out across America 
have a member of that family—or 
maybe many members of that family— 
that have some preexisting condition— 
high blood pressure, onset of diabetes, 
maybe some incident in their past? I 
will tell you, I was the insurance com-
missioner in California for 8 years, and 
I know exactly what the health insur-
ance companies will do if the provi-
sions that prevent insurance discrimi-
nations are eliminated with the bill 
that these gentlemen and ladies intend 
to take up later this week. 

Insurance discrimination has harmed 
millions upon millions of Americans— 
many of whom came to me as insur-
ance commissioner in California plead-
ing for some justice in their insurance 
program. Justice was to be found at 
least in California because I knew that 
the insurance companies had an obliga-
tion and they had a contract. But you 
eliminate the Affordable Health Care 
Act and you’ll see insurance discrimi-
nation reemerge in the United States 
in a way that will harm millions upon 
millions of Americans because they 
will not be able to get insurance. And 
if they did, they will have to pay far 
more simply because they are a 
woman. 

Thirty-seven times. Thirty-seven 
times you’ve attempted to repeal the 
Affordable Health Care Act. 

Seniors—every senior in this Nation 
that’s on Medicare is able to get a free 
annual checkup. And ladies and gentle-
men, you need to understand in your 
arguments that that free, affordable 
annual checkup has reduced the cost of 
medical care in Medicare programs. 
And the inflation rate in Medicare has 
come down since the Affordable Care 
Act has gone into effect. 

The statistics you toss around about 
the extraordinary cost, you need to un-
derstand that we have been plagued by 
health care insurance inflation for dec-
ades. The Affordable Health Care Act 
has built into it the very first oppor-
tunity this Nation has had nationwide 
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to bend the cost curve on health care, 
and we’re seeing it happen today. We’re 
seeing it happen today in the Medicare 
program because seniors are able to get 
prevention. They’re able to get that 
drug that brings down their blood pres-
sure, or the advice on how to deal with 
diabetes and avoid the extraordinary 
cost. Oh, yeah, 37 times repealing the 
Affordable Health Care Act. 

You talk about jobs in America. 
Okay, let’s talk about jobs in America. 
Let’s talk about the fact that there’s 
not been one significant piece of legis-
lation out of this House since the be-
ginning of this session to create jobs. 
President Obama stood here on this 
dais and talked about creating jobs, 
but this House has not brought forward 
one significant piece of legislation. 

The President called for an infra-
structure program—$50 billion—to put 
people back to work, to create the in-
frastructure—the streets, the roads, 
the bridges, the water systems, the 
sanitation systems—not just to put 
people back to work, but to build the 
foundation for future economic growth. 

So where is that legislation? Has it 
even been heard in one committee con-
trolled by our friends in the opposition 
party? No. No. Well, we will take up a 
transportation act soon, but will there 
be adequate funding for infrastructure? 
Probably not. Probably not. 

The President called for an American 
Jobs Act, not even heard in committee 
here. Americans want to go to work. 
They want jobs. They want to go to 
work, and we have a program on the 
Democratic side to do that. 

We want to deal with the big prob-
lems facing this Nation. We want to 
deal with the fact that we have mil-
lions of people that want to work in 
America, and we have serious problems 
to solve. 

We ought to put aside this business 
of repealing the Affordable Health Care 
Act. Change it? Yes. Make a reasonable 
change and let’s talk about it. Make a 
proposal about how to make it better, 
and we’ll talk about it; but we’re not 
going to talk about repealing it. We’re 
not going to go there. 

Maybe we ought to go with some 
things that are really important. 
Maybe we ought to go with something 
that was in the news today. 

It’s been determined that for the first 
time in at least 3 million years the car-
bon dioxide in the Earth’s atmosphere 
is over 400 parts per million. What does 
that mean? Climate change? Oh, yes. If 
you were in Los Angeles this last cou-
ple of days, you would have seen 
record-high temperatures in early May. 
Reports are coming out about 
firestorms this summer season. We’ve 
seen Superstorm Sandy, and around 
this world we’ve seen many super-envi-
ronmental effects. 
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The scientists tell us that that cli-
mate change will bring more severe 
weather events and there will be dis-
ruptions in our food supply like the 

current drought in the Southwest. 
Four hundred parts per million; in the 
last 3 million years, the carbon dioxide 
in the atmosphere has never been that 
high. 

Now, the good news is that this Na-
tion, the strongest economic nation in 
the world, despite the inability of this 
House to get things done, we can solve 
the climate change problem, or at least 
lead; and in doing so, we can put people 
back to work. 

Here’s how it can be done: clean en-
ergy. Clean energy is spurring business 
development across this country and 
its future is very, very bright. Not a 
month goes by without some entre-
preneur, a scientist, an inventor, com-
ing to me with another idea about how 
you can improve solar technologies, 
photovoltaic technologies. One just 
came up the other day, a very inspired 
way of doing it, perhaps two times 
more efficient, or one-and-a-half times 
more efficient than the current solar 
panels. 

Companies are investing. U.S.-based 
venture capital investments in clean 
energy surged 30 percent from $5.1 bil-
lion in 2010 to $6.6 billion in 2011, and 
the trend continues. Jobs in the solar 
energy industry are in every State, and 
there are over 5,000 companies involved 
employing over 100,000 American work-
ers. And wind energy, which is big in 
my district in Solano County, 75,000 
people across this Nation, and many of 
them my own constituents. 

There’s great potential out there as 
we move from coal and oil, the energy 
of the previous two centuries, to the 
clean energies of the future. We’ll see 
that in agriculture as we grow crops 
that can generate energy. We’ll see it 
in geothermal. We’ll see it in wave en-
ergy in our oceans. There’s enormous 
potential. And the research that goes 
into this is also jobs. 

Our colleagues on the majority side 
have attempted in the last year to re-
duce research for energy and agri-
culture. To what effect? Well, maybe 
they want to go to 500 parts per million 
carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. I 
don’t think Americans want to go 
there. I don’t think the people of the 
world want to go there. I don’t think 
they want the calamity that will come. 

There’s many other ways this can be 
done. Yesterday, as part of our Make It 
in America agenda, I was in Sac-
ramento, California, on the edge of my 
district and a remarkable event took 
place, an event that was actually 
caused by a piece of legislation that 
was passed here, the very first piece of 
legislation signed by President Obama 
in 2009. It was the stimulus bill, the 
much-maligned stimulus bill. They 
said it didn’t work. Well, it did work, 
Mr. Speaker, and it is working today, 
and it’s being made in America. Here’s 
what the American Recovery Act is 
doing for Americans. Here’s what the 
stimulus bill, in yet one more example 
of success, is doing for America. 

This is the most advanced locomotive 
built in the world. It’s built in Sac-

ramento. The stimulus bill provided 
$466 million for Amtrak to buy 70 ad-
vanced electric locomotives. And writ-
ten into that bill was a sentence that 
said these locomotives must be Amer-
ican-made. 

So, Siemens, a German company 
with large manufacturing facilities 
around the world, certainly in Ger-
many and other countries on every 
continent except Antarctica, looked at 
that and said, 466 million? Hmmm. 
Made in America? We can do that. 

They put a bid in. They went to their 
manufacturing plant in Sacramento 
that was previously manufacturing 
light rail cars, set about building a new 
factory, and that new factory employs 
200 people today. Yesterday, the first of 
70 new locomotives rolled onto Amer-
ica’s rail tracks and will soon be pro-
viding service on the Northeastern Cor-
ridor. Two hundred new direct jobs in 
Sacramento at the Siemens factory 
and hundreds around the Nation—it 
works. 

The climate change issue here is very 
important. The advanced technology in 
this locomotive that has 9,000 horse-
power has the ability to generate elec-
tricity when it slows down, when it 
brakes for curves or stations, putting 
back into the grid electricity that it 
consumed in its previous travel. 

Make it in America. Use our Federal 
tax dollars to buy and to build Amer-
ican-made equipment and supplies and 
materials. That’s precisely what Sie-
mens is doing. 

This is a success story. This is the 
kind of thing we should be talking 
about here on the floor of the House of 
Representatives. This is the kind of 
work we should be doing in our com-
mittees: putting Americans back to 
work, laying the infrastructure for the 
future growth of this country. But, oh, 
no, we are going to spend this week 
dealing with the 37th attempt to repeal 
the Affordable Care Act. 

There’s so much more to do. There’s 
so much more to do here in America. 
Why don’t we put our shoulder to the 
wheel of progress and provide a trans-
portation bill that actually builds the 
infrastructure for this Nation, that 
provides these kinds of locomotives 
and train sets. 

In the early days of the Civil War, 
Abraham Lincoln signed the Trans-
continental Rail Act. Little known, 
but in that Rail Act was a provision, 
not just to build a rail line across 
America, but that all of the steel, all of 
the iron that was to be used in that 
line had to be American made. Made it 
in America, creating jobs, connecting 
the east to the west, 1862. And here we 
are all these decades later with the 
same idea: a new locomotive on Amer-
ican rails and American made. 

I want to congratulate Siemens. I 
want to congratulate this German 
company that is here in America, is 
providing American jobs, and is pro-
viding the most advanced locomotive 
in the world, and they’re building it in 
Sacramento, California. 
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So, what else can we do? What else 

can we do to provide jobs? There’s so 
much. If we had listened to the Presi-
dent when he proposed to Congress the 
American JOBS Act, perhaps 2 million 
more Americans would be working 
today. Construction crews would be 
putting bridges and dams and levees 
and flood protection facilities, they 
would be building the infrastructure. 
And we would also be working on our 
energy systems. 

b 2050 

The piece of legislation that I have 
introduced would require that tax sub-
sidies for individuals and businesses 
that wanted to put up a wind turbine 
or a solar panel would only be available 
to them if they bought American-made 
equipment. Spend our tax money on 
American-made equipment made by 
Americans: a pretty simple thought. 
Abraham Lincoln must have had that 
thought, and the Congress in 1862 had 
that thought and passed a law that did 
it. 

There is more that we can do. 
When we passed the transportation 

bill, as we should this year or early 
next year, a new highway bill, we 
should put into it a proposal by Rank-
ing Member RAHALL. That proposal 
said that the money in this bill will be 
spent on American-made concrete, 
steel, trucks, buses—putting Ameri-
cans to work. The Democrats on that 
committee think that’s a really good 
idea, and we hope our Republican col-
leagues agree and that we write into 
the transportation bill a very strong 
‘‘buy America’’ provision so that 
Americans can have the jobs and so 
that we avoid the egregious and 
humiliating fact that the steel in much 
of the new Oakland-San Francisco Bay 
Bridge was not made by American 
steelworkers, not by American compa-
nies, but Chinese. It went out to bid. It 
was supposed to be 10 percent cheaper, 
so the Chinese company took the bid, 
built a new highly advanced steel mill, 
and sent faulty steel to San Francisco 
Bay, requiring even more expenditure. 

So there are things we should learn 
from the history, and we will if we lis-
ten carefully, if we pay attention to 
what science is telling us about cli-
mate change, about the buildup of car-
bon dioxide in our atmosphere, and if 
we listen, then we must have the cour-
age to act. I would pray for our chil-
dren’s future and their children’s and 
their children’s beyond that that this 
House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate have the courage to act decisively 
on the climate crisis, and that in the 
farm bill that we mark up tomorrow 
we take the opportunity to write into 
that farm bill serious conservation pro-
grams that conserve the Nation’s for-
ests and farmland and water and 
streams. I would hope that we would do 
that. 

I would hope that this House would 
find the courage to take on the oil in-
dustry and the coal industry and move 
decisively to green energy systems and 

stop, slow down what is a terrible proc-
ess underway of filling our atmosphere 
with ever-increasing levels of carbon 
dioxide. After all, it’s about the next 
generations. My generation will soon 
be gone, and so will most of the Mem-
bers of this House. It’s the future gen-
erations that are going to face our ap-
parent unwillingness and inability to 
attack the climate change problem. As 
I said a moment ago, we can do it in a 
way that builds efficient transpor-
tation systems, like this locomotive 
that Siemens built in Sacramento, 
California, that builds green energy 
systems, renewable energy, low carbon 
dioxide-producing energy. 

I’ve noticed that my colleague from 
Texas has joined us. 

SHEILA JACKSON LEE, thank you so 
very much for joining us this evening. 
We’ve gone on here about the Afford-
able Care Act and how we ought to 
turn our attention to jobs for America, 
and I’m sure you have some thoughts 
on those subjects and others. Please 
join us. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I want to thank 
my good friend from California for 
really framing the discussion tonight 
around, I think, the only theme that 
gives us the kind of positive agenda 
that puts Americans back to work. We 
know, as the economy collapsed, 12 
million were out of work. We also know 
that we have steadily made an in-
crease, but it’s not where any of us 
would like to be. 

I listened to the gentleman so elo-
quently and so effectively ask the sim-
ple question as to why are we again 
putting on the floor of the House a re-
peal of the Affordable Care Act, some-
thing that has not only been resound-
ingly embraced by many of our leaders 
and by the uninsured in our Nation 
who are looking forward to the oppor-
tunity to be insured, but in the last 
election, I think it was very clear that, 
in the affirmation of President Obama, 
64 million-plus people voted for him, 
and an enormous, unequaled divide in 
the States supported him, and he made 
it clear that he wanted to ensure, on 
behalf of the American people, that 
there would be the coverage of working 
families. 

Now, as he looks to implementation, 
we recognize that Members of Congress 
will be engaged in making it work 
right, but we also realize that the Af-
fordable Care Act will provide more re-
sources for health professionals, that it 
will establish more federally qualified 
health clinics, which will create more 
jobs, and that it will attack the das-
tardly number, my friend, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, of 28.4 percent uninsured, 
and of 6 percent uninsured in the State 
of Texas. Of course, our Governor sees 
fit to reject the expanded Medicaid. 

I can’t imagine why we have not em-
braced this agenda, which includes the 
idea of all of the above and of creating 
clean energy and manufacturing jobs, 
bringing solar energy back to the 
United States again, making solar pan-
els. Certainly, I’m aware of the fact 

that any country will grab what it can 
grab, but the United States has the ca-
pacity to do solar energy. It has the ca-
pacity to build wind turbines. All we 
have to do is invest. 

It has the opportunity, in actuality, 
to build submarines and to get back in 
the shipbuilding business. I’m sure 
there are Members listening and say-
ing, We’ve long left that business. No, 
I don’t think so, because there is al-
ways a more technologically efficient, 
more effective, more swift, if you will, 
ship or submarine. You can always 
make it bigger and better, smaller and 
better. With the technological revolu-
tion, we also have the opportunity to 
raise the specter of manufacturing. 

Of course, in the energy sector, where 
I come from, there is a whole array of 
opportunities as we utilize clean nat-
ural gas. That is making the manufac-
turing opportunities grow grander and 
grander, and I truly believe that we 
will find a common balance between 
natural gas producers and the manu-
facturers who need to use clean energy. 
Let me also say that the housing mar-
ket is booming, and I am delighted to 
stand here and say that that is cre-
ating jobs, and many of these homes 
are being built on the basis of clean en-
ergy. H.R. 1524 is a bill that speaks to 
this issue. 

I don’t know why we are spending our 
time, 3 days, on the floor. I know that 
they will be in the Rules Committee 
tomorrow, and I will have a number of 
amendments that I hope to be intro-
ducing that hopefully speak to the 
issue of the utilization of expanded 
Medicaid for States that have 20 per-
cent-plus of uninsured, the idea of en-
suring that we include the right kind 
of Medicare reimbursement. These are 
issues that can go in regular order, but 
yet we are spending the Nation’s time, 
dollars, and resources to be on the floor 
when we could be putting forward tax 
reform. 

Many of us want to work on tax in-
centives for small businesses, the back-
bone of the economic engine of this 
country. My friends—I call them all 
my friends; I want small businesses to 
be paying attention—you are our 
friends. You create jobs. You stay the 
course. 

b 2100 

Just today, I was listening to an indi-
vidual in the ravaged area of Hurricane 
Sandy, and she was saying she has six 
restaurants. She was complaining that 
we had not done what we were supposed 
to do. Obviously you remember they 
stalled the compensation for those 
souls in that eye of the storm. We wait-
ed and our friends, the Republicans, 
wouldn’t let the money out. She is a 
victim of that. She said I have six res-
taurants and some of the ones I cook 
in. But just give her, in addition to the 
compensation from FEMA which is 
overdue, give her a tax structure that 
can help her grow her business and pass 
legislation that gives incentives for 
hiring the unemployed. That’s what 
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should be on the floor of the House as 
we approach all of the excitement of 
graduation, when young people will be 
coming out of college doors, looking 
for the opportunity that America has 
always promised when they say we all 
are created equal. 

I’ll be going to a number of gradua-
tions. I know I will. You’ll be speaking 
at graduations. What will you be say-
ing to them? That America is a land of 
opportunity, yet we pound day after 
day after day after day, month after 
month, year after year on a bill that 
has been passed, signed into law and is 
being implemented, where physicians 
and researchers are saying thank you 
for the Affordable Care Act. For the 
items we have to fix, let’s fix them to-
gether. 

So I came to the floor to just say 
that I want to join the chorus of get-
ting to work; I want to join the chorus 
of creating jobs. In fact, I want to join 
the chorus of putting our heads to-
gether and creating a summer youths’ 
job program for the young people, high 
school students that are coming out in 
the middle of their high school years. 
We always used to be able to find work. 
No one cannot tell me that when we 
did it in 2009, the first year of Presi-
dent Obama’s administration, it was a 
grand and exciting—it was not an ex-
periment, but a grand and exciting re-
sponse to all those young people who 
were in the high schools preparing to 
go to college. 

Let me finish by saying this and just 
throw a little something on the table 
just to say that if we want to work, 
let’s move toward immigration reform. 
That is another job creator and one 
that answers the questions of Amer-
ica’s businesses. Let’s do that. If we 
want to work—of course, I know I’ll see 
a couple of my friend running out the 
door, but we can find sensible gun leg-
islation. But I’ll just say that if noth-
ing else, can we get something that 
says store your guns? 

Over the last weeks, we’ve been see-
ing people leave guns around and do 
this. So could you do that? Could you 
just have a simple—H.R. 65 says to hold 
people responsible for storing their 
guns. 

I want to thank my friend for your 
leadership. It has been a persistent and 
pronounced leadership that I’ve been 
delighted to join you on. And I want to 
thank our leader, NANCY PELOSI, for 
her pointedness about can we get to 
work and her rising leadership, if you 
will, in the backdrop of the tenor that 
she had as Speaker to be able to get 
things done. And, of course, all the 
leadership, including the leading 
spokesperson for Make It in America, 
our friend, STENY HOYER, and I must 
mention all of our leaders, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Chairman BECERRA, and our vice 
chair in Mr. CROWLEY, along with our 
committee ranking members. 

But our message has been that we 
can do all of the fussing; we can fix the 
IRS; we can talk about issues that are 
occurring with leaks. That’s our job. 

We understand that. But it is not our 
job to come back over and over again 
and revive a bill that is the law of the 
land not only by the vote of the United 
States Congress, but by the United 
States Supreme Court. What more do 
we need to answer that question? 

So I hope to accomplish this in part-
nership with the gentleman. We’re 
writing legislation, as well. Let me 
throw one other point in there. We 
joined in on some legislation about 
doing human exploration again. That 
creates jobs, as well. It builds the 
Orion that’s on the books right now 
that is getting ready to be built. There 
are so many things we can do together 
bipartisan. And I want to thank the 
gentleman for his leadership. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. SHEILA JACKSON 
LEE, thank you so very much. You are 
a leader in all of these issues. You’ve 
often and almost always present these 
issues to the American people on the 
floor of the House, and you do it with 
passion and knowledge. 

There was an hour spent earlier by 
our colleagues about the 37th time that 
they’re going to attempt to repeal the 
Affordable Health Care Act. It re-
minded me that they also have a piece 
of legislation to end Medicare as we 
know it. If you go back to when Medi-
care was put in place in the sixties, 
1964, 1965, the Republican Party op-
posed it then and have often, through 
those years, to this date, attempted in 
various ways to eviscerate or to end it 
as we know it. Apparently they’re 
going to try to do the same thing with 
the Affordable Health Care Act. It is 
such a waste of time because these pro-
grams are so fundamental to our abil-
ity to survive. This is health care for 
Americans and spreading that oppor-
tunity out. 

It’s a long discussion. We’ve had that 
discussion on the floor for many days. 
What we really ought to be focusing on 
is putting Americans back to work. 
This piece of legislation is one of about 
30 pieces of legislation that’s put in by 
the Democratic Caucus. This is mine. 
It deals with your tax money. It simply 
says that it’s going to be spent on 
American-made clean energy, solar 
panels, wind turbines and the like. It’s 
not a bad idea to spend your tax money 
on American-made equipment, Amer-
ican jobs, American businesses. 

There’s another bill that I have deal-
ing with the transportation system. 
It’s the same thing. That bill is now 
finding its way into the rewrite of the 
highway transportation program, the 
transportation bill; and hopefully it 
will be there. It’s a very strong buy- 
American provision for our buses, our 
trains, our light rail, locomotives and 
steel and concrete for bridges. 

We’ve got a lot of work to do in 
America. We’ve got a lot of work and a 
lot of need; and this House ought to be 
spending its time on that. 

We’ll take another night and we’ll go 
into the tax policy side of this, which 
there is a lot to be said about changing 
our taxes to encourage manufacturing. 

Some of that has been done. I’ll leave 
the one example that 2 years ago when 
the Democrats controlled this House, 
we eliminated about $12 billion of tax 
breaks that American companies re-
ceived for shipping American jobs over-
seas. We put a stop to that. There’s 
about another $5 billion that needs to 
be done, but we no longer control this 
House. But we ought to bring those 
jobs back home. We ought to flip that 
over and give a tax break for reshoring, 
bringing the jobs back to America. 

That’s another night’s discussion. 
We’ll take that up in another evening. 
But for tonight, it’s about putting 
Americans back to work. It’s about fo-
cusing the attention of this Chamber, 
the 435 of us, on what we really need in 
this country, which is a very strong 
and growing economy. 

We’ve seen progress every quarter 
since the beginning of 2010. Every quar-
ter we’ve seen private sector employ-
ment grow. We’re not where we ought 
to be. We have more work to do. And 
when we finally rebuild the American 
manufacturing sector, when once again 
we make it in America, Americans are 
going to make it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of ill-
ness. 

Mrs. ELLMERS (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of family 
matters. 

Mr. CLYBURN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and for the balance of 
the week. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

REVISIONS TO THE AGGREGATES AND ALLOCA-
TIONS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2013 BUDGET RESO-
LUTION 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to sections 401 and 503 of House Con-
current Resolution 112 (112th Congress), the 
Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fis-
cal Year 2013, deemed to be in force by 
House Resolution 614 (112th Congress), 
House Resolution 643 (112th Congress), and 
House Resolution 5 (1136th Congress), I 
hereby submit for printing in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD revisions to the budget aggre-
gates and allocations set forth pursuant to this 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fiscal 
year 2013, as deemed in force. 

These revisions are provided for the consid-
eration of H.R. 45, a bill to repeal the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act and health 
care-related provisions in the Health Care and 
Education Reconciliation Act of 2010. A cor-
responding table is attached. These adjust-
ments are made for the purposes of sections 
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, and other budgetary enforcement 
provisions. 

House Concurrent Resolution 112 included 
the budget impact of repealing the Patient 
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Protection and Affordable Care Act (P.L. 111– 
148) and the Health Care and Education Rec-
onciliation Act of 2010 (P.L. 111–152) in its 
aggregates and allocations. 

For enforcement purposes, however, section 
101 of this concurrent resolution set the rev-
enue aggregate at the baseline level esti-
mated by the Congressional Budget Office. 
Sections 401 and 503 of the concurrent reso-
lution on the budget provided for downward 
adjustments for the consideration of certain 
specified policies, among these is the repeal 
of these public laws. 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Year 

2013 2013–2022 

Current Aggregates: ................ ..................
Budget Authority ............................................ 2,799,329 (1) 
Outlays ........................................................... 2,891,863 (1) 
Revenues ........................................................ 2,089,540 28,957,333 

A bill to repeal the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act and the health care-related pro-
visions in the Health Care and Education Rec-
onciliation Act of 2010 (H.R. 45): 

Budget Authority ............................................ 0 (1) 
Outlays ........................................................... 0 (1) 
Revenues ........................................................ ¥34,000 ¥896,000 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ............................................ 2,799,329 (1) 
Outlays ........................................................... 2,891,863 (1) 
Revenues ........................................................ 2,055,540 28,061,333 

1 Not applicable because annual appropriations acts for fiscal years 2014 
through 2022 have yet to be considered by Congress. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, May 15, 2013, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1465. A letter from the Management Ana-
lyst, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — United 
States Standards for Wheat (RIN: 0580-AB12] 
received May 1, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1466. A letter from the Acting Congres-
sional Review Coordinator, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Updates to the List of Plant In-
spection Stations [Docket No.: APHIS-2012- 
0099] received April 29, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

1467. A letter from the Acting Congres-
sional Review Coordinator, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Gypsy Moth Generally Infested 
Areas; Additions in Wisconsin [Doc. No.: 
APHIS-2012-0075] received April 29, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

1468. A letter from the Administrator 
Rural Housing Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Community Programs Guaranteed 
Loans (RIN: 0575-AC92) received May 7, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

1469. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-

culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Recordkeeping for Approved Live-
stock Facilities and Slaughtering and Ren-
dering Establishments [Docket No.: APHIS- 
2007-0039] (RIN: 0579-AC61) received May 9, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

1470. A letter from the Chairman and Chief 
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Funding and Fiscal Affairs, Loan 
Policies and Operations, and Funding Oper-
ations; Liquidity and Funding (RIN: 3052- 
AC54) received May 1, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

1471. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting Annual Re-
port on the Activities of the Western Hemi-
sphere Institute for Security Cooperation 
(WHINSEC) for 2012; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1472. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Department’s 2013 Report to Congress on 
Sustainable Ranges; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1473. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
a letter on the approved retirement of Vice 
Admiral Carol M. Pottenger, United States 
Navy, and his advancement to the grade of 
vice admiral on the retired list; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

1474. A letter from the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, Department of Defense, 
transmitting the 2012 report on vulnerability 
assessments; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

1475. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the thirty-third annual report on 
the implementation of the Age Discrimina-
tion Act of 1975 by departments and agencies 
which administer programs of Federal finan-
cial assistance, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
6106a(b); to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

1476. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Division of Regulatory Services, 
Department of Education, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Final Priorities: 
Gaining Early Awareness and Readiness for 
Undergraduate Programs (GEAR UP) — Col-
lege Savings Account Research Demonstra-
tion Project [CFDA Number: 84.334D.] re-
ceived May 1, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

1477. A letter from the Chief, Policy and 
Rules Division, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Amendment of Parts 1, 2, 15, 74, 
78, 87, 90, and 97 of the Commissions Rules 
Regarding Implementation of the Final Acts 
of the World Radiocommunication Con-
ference (Geneva, 2007) (WRC-07), Other Allo-
cation Issues, and Related Rule Updates [ET 
Docket No. 12-338] received May 6, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1478. A letter from the Chief, Policy and 
Rules Division, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Reassessment of Federal Com-
munications Commission Radiofrequency 
Exposure Limits and Policies; Proposed 
Changes in the Commission’s Rules Regard-
ing Human Exposure to Radiofrequency 
Electromagnetic Fields [ET Docket No.: 13- 
84] [ET Docket No.: 13-137] received May 6, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1479. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — NRC Regulatory Issue Summary 
2013-04 Content Specification and Shielding 

Evaluations for Type B Transportation 
Packages received May 7, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1480. A letter from the Special Inspector 
General for Afghanistan Reconstruction, 
transmitting the nineteenth quarterly report 
on the Afghanistan Reconstruction; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1481. A letter from the Chairman, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
transmitting the System’s Semiannual Re-
port to Congress for the six-month period 
ending March 31, 2013, as required by the In-
spector General Act of 1978, as amended; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

1482. A letter from the Assistant Director 
for Legislative Affairs, Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, transmitting the semi-
annual report on the activities of the Office 
of Inspector General for the period October 1, 
2012 to March 31, 2013; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

1483. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Financial Management, United States Cap-
itol Police, transmitting Statement Of Dis-
bursements Of The U.S. Capitol Police For 
The Period October 1, 2012 through March 31, 
2013; (H. Doc. No. 113—24); to the Committee 
on House Administration and ordered to be 
printed. 

1484. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s Thirty-Fifth Annual Report to 
Congress pursuant to section 201 of the Hart- 
Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of 
1976, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 18a(j); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

1485. A letter from the Chair, United States 
Sentencing Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s amendments to the federal 
sentencing guidelines, policy statements, 
and official commentary, together with the 
reasons for the amendments, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 994(o); to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

1486. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of Home-
land Security, transmitting the 2012 Annual 
Progress Report on the National Strategy 
for Transportation Security; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows; 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 180. A bill to encourage, enhance, 
and integrate Blue Alert plans throughout 
the United States in order to disseminate in-
formation when a law enforcement officer is 
seriously injured or killed in the line of duty 
(Rept. 113–54). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 767. A bill to 
amend the Energy Policy Act of 2005 to mod-
ify the Pilot Project offices of the Federal 
Permit Streamlining Pilot Project; with an 
amendment (Rept. 113–55). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 573. A bill to 
amend Public Law 93–435 with respect to the 
Northern Mariana Islands, providing parity 
with Guam, the Virgin Islands, and Amer-
ican Samoa (Rept. 113–56). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 

on Natural Resources. H.R. 356. A bill to 
clarify authority granted under the Act enti-
tled ‘‘An Act to define the exterior boundary 
of the Uintah and Ouray Indian Reservation 
in the State of Utah, and for other purposes’’ 
(Rept. 113–57). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
FLEMING, Mrs. ROBY, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mr. JONES, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. ROGERS of 
Alabama, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. CARTER, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. GOODLATTE, 
Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. WOODALL, 
Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mrs. BACH-
MANN, Mr. AMASH, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. BRADY 
of Texas, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GOWDY, 
Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 
WOLF, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. SALMON, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. GINGREY of 
Georgia, Mr. HOLDING, Mrs. ELLMERS, 
Mr. LONG, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MARINO, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
POMPEO, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. JORDAN, Mr. GUTHRIE, Ms. FOXX, 
Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. ADER-
HOLT, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. ROGERS of 
Michigan, Mr. MULVANEY, Mrs. 
HARTZLER, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. HARRIS, 
Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. BARTON, Mr. DUFFY, 
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. BACHUS, 
Mr. KLINE, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. 
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. STEWART, Mr. MCKINLEY, and Mr. 
YODER): 

H.R. 7. A bill to prohibit taxpayer funded 
abortions; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committees on 
the Judiciary, and Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: 
H.R. 1958. A bill to prohibit wholesalers 

from purchasing prescription drugs from 
pharmacies, and to enhance information and 
transparency regarding drug wholesalers en-
gaged in interstate commerce; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. OLSON (for himself, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. CRAWFORD, 
Mr. HALL, Mr. COLE, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan-
sas, Mr. FLORES, Mr. BARTON, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Mr. VELA, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
MARINO, and Mr. NEUGEBAUER): 

H.R. 1959. A bill to amend the Renewable 
Fuel Program in section 211(o) of the Clean 

Air Act to allow domestic alternative fuel to 
be used to satisfy a portion of the required 
applicable volume of renewable fuel; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MCKEON (for himself and Mr. 
SMITH of Washington) (both by re-
quest): 

H.R. 1960. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2014 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense and for 
military construction, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. WENSTRUP, and Mr. 
MASSIE): 

H.R. 1961. A bill to amend title 46, United 
States Code, to extend the exemption from 
the fire-retardant materials construction re-
quirement for vessels operating within the 
Boundary Line; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 
H.R. 1962. A bill to maintain the free flow 

of information to the public by providing 
conditions for the federally compelled disclo-
sure of information by certain persons con-
nected with the news media; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAINES: 
H.R. 1963. A bill to amend the Water Con-

servation and Utilization Act to authorize 
the development of non-Federal hydropower 
and issuance of leases of power privileges at 
projects constructed pursuant to the author-
ity of the Water Conservation and Utiliza-
tion Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington (for 
himself and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 1964. A bill to amend the Naval Petro-
leum Reserves Production Act of 1976 to di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior to conduct 
an expeditious program of competitive leas-
ing of oil and gas in the National Petroleum 
Reserve in Alaska, including at least one 
lease sale in the Reserve each year in the pe-
riod 2013 through 2023, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 
H.R. 1965. A bill to streamline and ensure 

onshore energy permitting, provide for on-
shore leasing certainty, and give certainty 
to oil shale development for American en-
ergy security, economic development, and 
job creation, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 
H.R. 1966. A bill to establish a visa waiver 

program for the United States Virgin Is-
lands; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself and Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 1967. A bill to amend the Violent 
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 
1994 to expand the cause of action relating to 
the pattern or practice of conduct by a gov-
ernmental authority that deprives a person 
of rights protected by the Constitution to 
such conduct relating to adults as well as ju-
veniles; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 1968. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Energy to establish a pilot program to award 
grants and loan guarantees to hospitals to 
carry out projects for the purpose of reduc-
ing energy costs and increasing resilience to 
improve security; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr. 
GRIMM, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KING of New 

York, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. PETERS of 
Michigan, and Ms. SCHWARTZ): 

H.R. 1969. A bill to increase Federal Pell 
Grants for the children of fallen police offi-
cers, firefighters, and other public safety of-
ficers; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. GOHMERT: 
H.R. 1970. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

the Treasury to ensure that social security 
benefits are paid, to prioritize payments 
when the United States is not able to issue 
new obligations due to the statutory debt 
limit, and to address a lapse in appropria-
tions to fund the Armed Forces; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Armed Services, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KLINE (for himself and Mr. 
THORNBERRY): 

H.R. 1971. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Defense to provide certain TRICARE bene-
ficiaries with the opportunity to retain ac-
cess to TRICARE Prime; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mrs. LUMMIS (for herself, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. STEWART, Mr. CRAMER, 
Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, 
and Mr. TIPTON): 

H.R. 1972. A bill to amend the Mineral 
Leasing Act to require the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey to a State all right, title, 
and interest in and to a percentage of the 
amount of royalties and other amounts re-
quired to be paid to the State under that Act 
with respect to public land and deposits in 
the State, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 
H.R. 1973. A bill to permit business devel-

opment companies to increase investments 
in small-and middle-market financial serv-
ices companies and investment advisors; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. MULVANEY, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. KING of 
New York, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. NUNNELEE, 
and Mr. RICHMOND): 

H.R. 1974. A bill to clarify the collateral re-
quirement for certain loans under section 
7(d) of the Small Business Act, to address as-
sistance to out-of-State small business con-
cerns, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business. 

By Mr. NADLER (for himself, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mrs. DAVIS of California, 
Ms. FUDGE, Ms. HAHN, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. MORAN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. ELLISON, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. LANGEVIN, 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mr. DINGELL, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. TONKO, Mr. LEVIN, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Ms. 
ESTY, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
RANGEL, Ms. MOORE, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. TSON-
GAS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 
of California, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
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GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. PAS-
CRELL, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. DELBENE, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. WATERS, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan): 

H.R. 1975. A bill to eliminate discrimina-
tion and promote women’s health and eco-
nomic security by ensuring reasonable work-
place accommodations for workers whose 
ability to perform the functions of a job are 
limited by pregnancy, childbirth, or a re-
lated medical condition; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on House Adminis-
tration, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine (for herself, 
Ms. MOORE, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Ms. NORTON, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. KEATING): 

H.R. 1976. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to provide access to cer-
tified professional midwives for women en-
rolled in the Medicaid program; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. POLIS: 
H.R. 1977. A bill to establish an alternative 

accountability model; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. SCHWARTZ (for herself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 1978. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the phasedown of 
the credit percentage for the dependent care 
tax credit; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TIERNEY (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
HOLT, and Ms. LEE of California): 

H.R. 1979. A bill to prevent the doubling of 
the interest rate for Federal subsidized stu-
dent loans for the 2013-2014 academic year by 
providing funds for such loans through the 
Federal Reserve System, to ensure that such 
loans are available at interest rates that are 
equivalent to the interest rates at which the 
Federal Government provides loans to banks 
through the discount window operated by 
the Federal Reserve System, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. WALZ (for himself, Mr. 
DENHAM, Mr. JONES, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Mr. BARBER, Ms. ESTY, Ms. 
KUSTER, and Mr. O’ROURKE): 

H.R. 1980. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to prohibit the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs from requesting additional 
medical examinations of veterans who have 
submitted sufficient medical evidence pro-
vided by non-Department medical profes-
sionals and to improve the efficiency of proc-
essing certain claims for disability com-
pensation by veterans, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. POCAN (for himself, Mr. ELLI-
SON, Mr. CLAY, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY): 

H.J. Res. 44. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States regarding the right to vote; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRIDENSTINE (for himself and 
Mr. O’ROURKE): 

H.J. Res. 45. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 

United States granting Congress the author-
ity to enact laws limiting the number of 
terms that Representatives and Senators 
may serve; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Ms. MCCOLLUM (for herself, Ms. 
SPEIER, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Ms. 
SINEMA): 

H. Res. 213. A resolution establishing the 
Special Committee on Sexual Assault and 
Abuse in the Armed Forces to conduct over-
sight, ensure accountability, and report on 
the activities of the Department of Defense 
to prevent, reduce, prosecute, and provide 
victims’ services for cases of sexual assault 
and abuse in the Armed Forces; to the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
following statements are submitted regard-
ing the specific powers granted to Congress 
in the Constitution to enact the accom-
panying bill or joint resolution. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 
H.R. 7. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill is based is Congress’s power under the 
Spending Clause in Article I, Section 8 of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: 
H.R. 1958. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 

the power of Congress to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.) 

By Mr. OLSON: 
H.R. 1959. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—The Con-

gress shall have Power To. . . make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 
(Necessary and Proper Regulations to Effec-
tuate Powers) 

By Mr. MCKEON: 
H.R. 1960. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress ‘‘to pro-
vide for the common Defence’’, ‘‘to raise and 
support Armies’’, ‘‘to provide and maintain a 
Navy’’ and ‘‘to make Rules for the Govern-
ment and Regulation of the land and naval 
Forces’’ as enumerated in Article I, section 8 
of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. CHABOT: 
H.R. 1961. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This legislation is enacted by Congres-

sional Authority expressed in Article I, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 3 of the United States Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 
H.R. 1962. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
1st Amendment to the US Constitution. 

By Mr. DAINES: 
H.R. 1963. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Con-
stitution of the United States 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: 
H.R. 1964. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 
H.R. 1965. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3 of the Constitution. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 
H.R. 1966. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
‘‘Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution 

of the United States grant Congress the au-
thority to make all needful Rules and Regu-
lations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States.’’ 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 
H.R. 1967. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the U.S. 

Constitution and Clause 18 of Section 8 of 
Article I of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 1968. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 1969. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. GOHMERT: 
H.R. 1970. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 of the U.S. 

Constitution sets forth the power of appro-
priations and states that ‘‘No Money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury but in Consequence 
of Appropriations made by Law. . . .’’ 

In addition, Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
states that ‘‘The Congress shall have the 
Power . . . to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States. . . .’’ 

Also, Article I, Section 8, Clauses 12 and 13 
states that Congress shall have power ‘‘to 
raise and support Armies. . .’’ and ‘‘to pro-
vide and maintain a Navy.’’ 

Together, these specific constitutional pro-
visions establish the congressional power of 
the purse, granting Congress the authority 
to appropriate funds and pay U.S. debt in 
order to ensure that U.S. servicemembers 
will not lose pay. 

By Mr. KLINE: 
H.R. 1971. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This legislation ensures that the Secretary 

of Defense provides retired military veteran 
beneficiaries who live beyond 100 miles of a 
Military Treatment Facility, an opportunity 
to retain access to TRICARE Prime. Specific 
authority is provided by Article I, section 8 
of the United States Constitution (clauses 12, 
13, 14, and 16), which grants Congress the 
power to raise and support an Army; to pro-
vide and maintain a Navy; to make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land 
and naval forces; and to provide for orga-
nizing, arming, and disciplining the militia. 

By Mrs. LUMMIS: 
H.R. 1972. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 4, Section 3: The Congress shall 

have Power to dispose of and make all need-
ful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Constitu-
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice 
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any Claims of the United States, or of any 
particular State. 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 
H.R. 1973. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. ‘‘To regulate 

Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes.’’ 

By Mr. MURPHY of Florida: 
H.R. 1974. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle 1, Section 8, which states that Congress 
shall have the power to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. NADLER: 
H.R. 1975. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clauses 3 and 18 of section 8 of Article I of 

the Constitution and section 5 of Amend-
ment XIV to the Constitution. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine: 
H.R. 1976. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. POLIS: 
H.R. 1977. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 1, All legislative Powers 

herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States, which shall consist of a 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

By Ms. SCHWARTZ: 
H.R. 1978. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Mr. TIERNEY: 

H.R. 1979. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. WALZ: 
H.R. 1980. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The Congress shall have Power *** To 

make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. POCAN: 
H.J. Res. 44. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article V of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. BRIDENSTINE: 
H.J. Res. 45. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article V of the United States Constitu-

tion, which grants Congress the authority to 
propose Constitutional amendments. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 3: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 27: Mr. RAHALL, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-

ida, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, and Mr. VIS-
CLOSKY. 

H.R. 38: Mr. KINGSTON. 
H.R. 45: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 

GUTHRIE, Mr. LANKFORD, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. 
GOWDY, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. BENISHEK, 
Mr. HURT, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. REED, Mrs. 
ELLMERS, Mr. CALVERT, Ms. GRANGER, Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan, and Mr. BONNER. 

H.R. 104: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 124: Mr. LATTA, Mr. WELCH, Mr. CON-

YERS, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. HONDA, Ms. FOXX, and 
Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 164: Ms. ESHOO, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
RADEL, Mr. SCHIFF, and Ms. JENKINS. 

H.R. 176: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 182: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 184: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 207: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 

PETERSON, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. 
SOUTHERLAND. 

H.R. 241: Mr. POSEY and Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 271: Mrs. ELLMERS. 
H.R. 301: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 322: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 
H.R. 324: Mr. DELANEY. 
H.R. 351: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. 

KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. DUFFY, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. RIGELL, and Mr. BARBER. 

H.R. 358: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 400: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 419: Mr. VEASEY. 
H.R. 447: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 451: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 471: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mr. 

MICHAUD. 
H.R. 494: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. BISHOP of 

of New York, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
HURT, Mr. MEADOWS, Mrs. WAGNER, and Mr. 
YARMUTH. 

H.R. 495: Mr. RUSH, Mr. WATT, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. NEAL, Mr. COLLINS 
of New York, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. GARCIA, Mr. GUTH-
RIE, Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. REICHERT, 
and Mr. BILIRAKIS. 

H.R. 508: Ms. GABBARD and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 535: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. 

MAFFEI, Mr. LOEBSACK, AND Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 565: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 
H.R. 620: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. HASTINGS 

of Florida. 
H.R. 627: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. 
H.R. 664: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 671: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 685: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Mr. 

LAMBORN. 
H.R. 693: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 702: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. PETERSON, 

Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. ISRAEL, and 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 

H.R. 713: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. TONKO, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BEN 
RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. BARBER, Mr. 
ISRAEL, and Mr. LATHAM. 

H.R. 721: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 
RUNYAN, Mr. TURNER, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, and Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. 

H.R. 761: Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.R. 763: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. SIMPSON, Mrs. 

HARTZLER, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, 
Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. PERRY, Mr. HULTGREN, 
Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. BARBER, AND Mrs. BACH-
MANN. 

H.R. 769: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 811: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 846: Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GRAVES of 

Georgia, Mr. JONES, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Ms. PINGREE 
of Maine, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, AND Mr. 
HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 847: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 850: Mr. MCINTYRE and Mr. SMITH of 

Nebraska. 
H.R. 851: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 855: Mr. HORSFORD. 

H.R. 877: Mr. GIBSON. 
H.R. 888: Mr. DENT, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan-

sas, and Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 901: Mr. TERRY, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-

ida, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CONAWAY, MR. LONG, 
and Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 903: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 904: Mr. KILMER and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 914: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 
H.R. 920: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK and Mr. 

HORSFORD. 
H.R. 924: Ms. FUDGE and Mr. HASTINGS of 

Florida. 
H.R. 940: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. ROGERS 

of Michigan, Mr. BARTON, MR. CALVERT, and 
Ms. JENKINS. 

H.R. 946: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
CULBERSON, and Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 

H.R. 957: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 958: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 

New York, and Mr. MARKEY. 
H.R. 961: Mr. CLEAVER and Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 981: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 983: Mr. BROUN of Georgia, and Mr. 

BENTIVOLIO. 
H.R. 1009: Mr. PETERSON, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 

New York, and Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1015: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. NADLER, and 

Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 

REICHERT, Mr. COBLE, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, and Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. 

H.R. 1024: Mr. GARDNER and Mr. KING of 
New York. 

H.R. 1070: Mr. BERA of California, Mr. 
BACHUS, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr. MARKEY. 

H.R. 1074: Mr. VELA and Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1093: Ms. WATERS, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 

RUIZ, and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1129: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. 

STOCKMAN, Mr. AMODEI, and Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 1138: Ms. CHU. 
H.R. 1141: Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 1155: Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 

Mr. REICHERT, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. PETERSON, 
and Mr. CARNEY. 

H.R. 1176: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 1199: Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 

PASTOR of Arizona, Ms. ESTY, and Ms. 
SINEMA. 

H.R. 1201: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 1209: Ms. SINEMA and Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 1213: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1249: Mr. BUCSHON and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1250: Mr. COSTA, Mr. PETERSON, and 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 1277: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 1281: Mr. BERA of California and Mr. 

WALDEN. 
H.R. 1285: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 1286: Mr. BERA of California. 
H.R. 1292: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 
H.R. 1313: Mr. GARDNER and Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 1317: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 1331: Mr. KINGSTON. 
H.R. 1344: Mr. SWALWELL of California and 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. 
H.R. 1354: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 1362: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 1413: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 1414: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-

ico, Mr. VARGAS, and Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 1417: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 
H.R. 1418: Mr. PAYNE and Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 1427: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 1428: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. 

BONNER, and Mr. HURT. 
H.R. 1449: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 1481: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 1485: Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. ROONEY. 
H.R. 1491: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1492: Mr. COBLE and Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 1493: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 1498: Mr. ENYART, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. ELLI-

SON, Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. LEE 
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of California, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, Mr. 
LEWIS, Ms. CLARKE, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALO-
NEY of New York, and Mr. RANGEL. 

H.R. 1502: Mr. BENTIVOLIO and Mr. LAM-
BORN. 

H.R. 1506: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1507: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. HIMES, 

Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. DEFA-
ZIO, and Mr. PETERS of Michigan. 

H.R. 1518: Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
RUNYAN, Ms. CHU, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. HONDA, 
Ms. MENG, Mr. PETERS of California, Mr. 
RUIZ, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. HIMES, Mr. DEUTCH, 
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
DOYLE, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
HAHN, Mr. HOLT, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
ESTY, Mr. POLIS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. ELLI-
SON, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. SCHNEIDER. 

H.R. 1528: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
POMPEO, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. GRIFFIN 
of Arkansas, Mr. LANKFORD, and Mr. BUR-
GESS. 

H.R. 1537: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1552: Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 
H.R. 1565: Mr. BERA of California, Mr. FOS-

TER, and Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 1579: Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 1588: Mr. CICILLINE and Ms. BROWN of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1595: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mrs. 

BEATTY, Ms. BASS, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, 
and Mr. FATTAH. 

H.R. 1598: Mr. FORBES and Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 1610: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 1613: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

and Mr. BENTIVOLIO. 
H.R. 1620: Mr. HECK of Washington. 
H.R. 1621: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 1637: Mr. MULVANEY and Mr. HUIZENGA 

of Michigan. 
H.R. 1638: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 
H.R. 1645: Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 1663: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 1674: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 1676: Mr. RUIZ. 
H.R. 1692: Ms. CLARKE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 

MCDERMOTT, and Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 1693: Mr. KINGSTON. 
H.R. 1699: Ms. CHU and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1701: Mr. STOCKMAN, Mr. YOHO, and 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 1708: Ms. CLARKE. 
H.R. 1726: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

HINOJOSA, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. NORTON, 

Mr. NEAL, Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. GARCIA, Mr. 
SIRES, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART, and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 1729: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. CICILLINEr, and Mr. BARBER. 

H.R. 1733: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1759: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 1763: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 

REICHERT, Mr. PETERS of California, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. WALZ, and Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS. 

H.R. 1773: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1775: Mr. NADLER, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 

COHEN, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 1780: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 1797: Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 
H.R. 1814: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 

STOCKMAN, Mr. MAFFEI, Mr. OWENS, Mr. 
LONG, Mr. REICHERT, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New 
Mexico, Mr. COLE, and Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS. 

H.R. 1818: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 1825: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 

STOCKMAN, and Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 1828: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 1829: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and 

Mr. DAINES. 
H.R. 1830: Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan-

sas, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. YOHO, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY, Mr. MATHESON, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. WALZ, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. MEADOWS, OLSON, Mr. 
CARNEY, and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1831: Mr. STOCKMAN. 
H.R. 1833: Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 1847: Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 

GRIMM, and Mrs. BACHMANN. 
H.R. 1848: Mr. PETRI, Mr. BARROW of Geor-

gia, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. HUELSKAMP, and Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 1863: Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
and Mr. CONAWAY. 

H.R. 1864: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1867: Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. RIGELL, Ms. 

KUSTER, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. CARSON 
of Indiana. 

H.R. 1869: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mrs. BLACK, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, and Mr. 
MULVANEY. 

H.R. 1882: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 1888: Mr. CAMPBELL and Mr. ROHR-

ABACHER. 
H.R. 1897: Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.R. 1900: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 1902: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
H.R. 1904: Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 1908: Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 1910: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1918: Mr. DIAZ-BALART and Mr. 

MULVANEY. 
H.R. 1921: Mr. POLIS and Mr. MAFFEI. 
H.R. 1928: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1946: Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. HOLT, 
Mr. SABLAN, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia and Ms. 
WILSON of Florida. 

H.R. 1950: Mr. HANNA, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 
Mr. HUDSON, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. YODER, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. GOWDY, and Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 1951: Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.J. Res. 34: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr. 

MCGOVERN. 
H. Con. Res. 21: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 
H. Con. Res. 23: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H. Con. Res. 27: Mr. TIBERI and Mr. HOLT. 
H. Res. 24: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. HOLDING, 

and Mr. MCCAUL. 
H. Res. 87: Mr. FINCHER. 
H. Res. 106: Mr. MULLIN, Mr. BISHOP of 

Utah, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, 
Mr. BARTON, Mr. PITTS, and Mr. BROOKS of 
Alabama. 

H. Res. 109: Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WOLF, and 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H. Res. 112: Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Mr. HECK of Nevada, and Mr. ENGEL. 

H. Res. 131: Mr. BISHOP of New York and 
Mr. MEADOWS. 

H. Res. 135: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. PAYNE, 
Ms. ESTY, and Mr. BERA of California. 

H. Res. 174: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H. Res. 177: Mr. CRAMER. 
H. Res. 182: Ms. CHU. 
H. Res. 187: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H. Res. 190: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 

MAFFEI, and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H. Res. 206: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H. Res. 209: Ms. KUSTER and Mr. BLU-

MENAUER. 

f 

DELETION OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 676: Mr. GRAYSON. 
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