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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 20, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable EARL L.
CARTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2015, 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, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

————
WOMEN ON 20s CAMPAIGN

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, the
voting was going on for months spear-
headed by the Women on 20s campaign.
A nominee was announced last week.
Women on 20s is a campaign that has
been agitating to have a woman’s por-
trait, the portrait of a great American
woman, placed on the $20 bill by at
least 2020, the 100th anniversary of the
U.S. recognizing a woman’s right to
vote.

The Women on 20s campaign nar-
rowed down their nominees for this

honor to four women: Wilma
Mankiller, a trailblazer and first
woman chief of the Cherokees; Rosa
Parks, credited with starting the
Montgomery bus boycott by not relin-
quishing her seat and sparking the
modern civil rights movement in 1955;
Harriet Tubman, an abolitionist born a
slave who became one of the most
noted conductors on the Underground
Railroad; and Eleanor Roosevelt, who
redefined the role of First Lady while
being a noted civil rights and human
rights activist in her own right.

More than 600,000 votes were cast in
an online poll, and the winner an-
nounced with great fanfare last week is
Harriet Tubman. I am overjoyed that
this great American leader was se-
lected.

As the author of Put a Woman On the
Twenty Act of 2015, H.R. 1910, I think
matching a specific person with a spe-
cific biography will sharpen the focus
of this remarkable grassroots effort to
put a woman’s face on our currency.
My legislation does not limit the idea
of putting a woman on our money to
Harriet Tubman or any particular
nominee. It instructs the Secretary of
the Treasury to convene the citizen
panel that will make recommendations
and get it done.

From my perspective, as we see
women breaking barriers at every level
of our society and as we see people of
color breaking barriers at every level
of our society, our money ought to
more accurately reflect who we are as
a nation in the 21st century.

I am not saying that Andrew Jackson
or any of the men we honor on our
money are not worthy. Many of our
Founding Fathers made important con-
tributions to this country which we
continue to enjoy today in the United
States and throughout the world by the
spread of democracy.

It is also true that part of our history
includes the practices and decisions we
certainly are not proud of as a nation.

Let’s be straight: President Jackson
was, for many, a war hero, a great de-
fender of the young American Republic
and, really, the first President and
founder of the Democratic Party. He
oversaw our Nation as it expanded
west. It is the expansion of this Nation,
the manifest destiny that pushed set-
tlers west, that pushed the institution
of slavery west, and that pushed the
extermination and forced migration of
Native peoples west.

That is precisely the nexus of Andrew
Jackson and Harriet Tubman and illus-
trates why putting a new face on our
money makes so much sense. The
forced removal of Native peoples from
their lands so that we could expand the
practice of slavery is at the heart of
Andrew Jackson’s legacy. The landgrab
and the Trail of Tears of the Cherokee
people is key to contextualizing Presi-
dent Jackson.

It was when Harriet Tubman was
about 6 years old that Jackson became
President. She was born a slave in
Maryland and eventually walked to
freedom in Pennsylvania. She went
back again and again, at least 19 times,
telling more than 300 former slaves
how to follow the Big Dipper constella-
tion that pointed to the North Star and
the way to freedom to the north.

She was an agitator. She was a sub-
versive. She used the tools of social
change to improve America. She fought
for the little guy against the strong
guy. She was willing to put herself at
great risk to ensure justice for others.
She was a woman, and she was Black.
In other words, she is an ideal Amer-
ican.

The other women honored as nomi-
nees by the Women on 20s campaign
were also great Americans. They were
also subversive troublemakers, agi-
tators, and, therefore, exactly the kind
of people I think we need on our cur-
rency. But Harriet Tubman, because
she is a woman, because she is a
woman of color, because she fought for
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freedom and for a better America in
the face of this Nation’s greatest and,
for many like me, still unresolved sin
of slavery and racism, because she
turned the tide of history for the bet-
ter, she is very, very worthy of this
great honor.

In a few years, maybe in a few
months, we will all wonder why it took
so long to put an American woman on
our $20 bill. Well, it shouldn’t take so
long. Members of this body, Mr. Speak-
er, have the ability to do something
about it and speed this process along.

Cosponsor the Put a Woman on the
Twenty Act of 2015. It is H.R. 1910. Join
me in calling on the Secretary of the
Treasury to do this, whether it is Har-
riet Tubman or anyone else that a fair
and open process arrives at. Let us
stand as a Congress to put a great
American woman on our money.

———

HOUSTON POLICE OFFICER—
RICHARD MARTIN

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in
the early morning hours of Monday,
while most of the city was asleep, the
diligent Houston Police Department re-
sponded to a robbery call at an Exxon
service station.

The lawmen approach the scene, and
they see a suspect speed off in what
turned out to be a stolen U-Haul truck.
The police follow the truck, and the
high-speed chase is on.

The outlaw abandons the truck,
carjacks a woman, pushes her out of
the minivan, and continues his flight.
The outlaw fires shots at the police and
keeps fleeing in the darkness of the
morning hours.

Houston Police Officer Richard Mar-
tin, aware of the chase and ahead of it,
jumps out of his patrol car and starts
placing spike strips on the road to stop
the approaching vehicle. The criminal
sees Officer Martin and intentionally
runs over him and kills him. Then the
criminal continues on a 20-mile run
from the law in the city of Houston.

He is later cornered by the police in
a standoff, and then he shoots himself
and is taken to the hospital. As he lin-
gered in the hospital, the district at-
torney, Devon Anderson, prepared cap-
ital murder charges against him, but
the killer died, thus avoiding the hang-
man.

The outlaw had a long criminal his-
tory.

Officer Richard Martin was a Hous-
ton police officer. He was 47 years of
age. He had only been a peace officer
for 4 years, and he worked at the
Westside patrol division.

Prior to being a police officer, he had
been in private industry for 20 years.
Officer Martin was also a veteran. He
spent 4 years on Active Duty in the
United States Air Force, then spent 8
years as a reservist in the United
States Air Force.

Being a police officer was his ulti-
mate goal, so in his early forties, he be-
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came a Houston police officer. In just 4
short years, Officer Martin became a
field officer. His captain said that he
crammed 20 years of policing in the 4
yvears that he served as a Houston po-
lice officer. This speaks volume about
his character as a lawman.

He was the father of two, a 22-year-
old daughter and an 1l-year-old son;
and he loved being actively involved in
his children’s lives, including his son’s
baseball team.

Mr. Speaker, just last week, our Na-
tion celebrated National Police Week,
honoring the daily sacrifices of peace
officers like Officer Martin.

Just across the way here, on the west
side of the Capitol, last Friday, the
families of those who had lost peace of-
ficers were here, surrounded by thou-
sands and thousands of other police of-
ficers and the public to show their re-
spect for those who are Kkilled in the
line of duty; and how quickly we are
reminded, again, of their sacrifices.

Officer Martin’s life was callously
and coldly robbed and stolen from us
and his family, and the Houston com-
munity is now in mourning.

Our first responders are a special
breed, those like Officer Richard Mar-
tin. They work selflessly to maintain
and restore order in communities and
neighborhoods across America. While
we sleep, those that wear the badge are
vigilantly and always on patrol, pro-
tecting us from the evil ones.

For these remarkable men and
women, their safety is never guaran-
teed. While the badge and the uniform
represents safety for citizens, it is a
target for the unlawful.

We do take comfort in the fact that
as long as criminals walk and wander
our streets looking to do mischief, re-
fusing to follow the law, peace officers
will always be there on patrol, officers
like Richard Martin.

Officer Martin was one of those offi-
cers. He was one of Houston’s finest.
Friday, the city of Houston will lay to
rest Officer Richard Martin. Peace offi-
cers will wear the black cloth ribbon of
sacrifice across their badges as they
stand in silent mourning for one of
their brothers in blue.

The bagpipes will play ‘‘Amazing
Grace,” and the flags will be lowered,
as yet one more of our best is laid to
rest for sacrificing his life for the rest
of us. Peace officers wear the badge
over their heart as a symbol of their
willingness to put themselves between
us and the lawless.

Officer Martin was a noble citizen
who represented everything that is
good and right about our society. With
heavy hearts, we send prayers and
thoughts to his family and those of the
thin blue line in the Houston Police
Department.

We thank Officer Martin for giving
his life for our town.

And that is just the way it is.
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THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

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

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, on April
24, the 100th anniversary of the Arme-
nian genocide, runners and cyclists set
out from Los Angeles on the Race for
Recognition. I had the great pleasure
of riding the first 28 miles of their jour-
ney with them. On May 7, they com-
pleted their 3,000-mile ride across the
United States.

They undertook their ride to raise
awareness of the Armenian genocide
and genocides all around the world and
to commemorate and remember the
victims. It is my honor to read a por-
tion of the petition that they carried
with them across the Nation and to
enter the entirety into the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD.

It provides:

On this 100th anniversary of the Armenian
genocide, LA2DC organizing committee
members wish to recognize and honor the
contributions of the following people and or-
ganization:

The American people, for setting the
standard in the world for philanthropy, so-
cial activism, human rights and prevention
of crimes against humanity—in their first
nationwide relief campaign from 1915 to 1930,
Americans donated the equivalent of $2.7 bil-
lion to help save over 1 million Christian Ar-
menians, Greeks, Assyrians, and other mi-
norities during the first mass atrocity of the
20th century, when these minorities were
targeted for extermination and deportation
by the Ottoman Empire;

Ambassador Henry Morgenthau, who, as
the United States Ambassador to the Otto-
man Empire, alerted the United States Gov-
ernment and the rest of the world to the ‘“‘de-
struction of the Armenian race’’;

The Near East Foundation, for providing
relief to 1 million refugees and 132,000 orphan
survivors of the atrocities perpetrated by the
Ottoman Empire;

The American Red Cross, for providing re-
lief to survivors of genocides and mass atroc-
ities for the past 100 years, starting with its
first international assistance program in 1915
that provided relief to survivors of the Arme-
nian genocide;

The Museum of Tolerance, for educating
and enlightening more than 250,000 visitors
per year since 1993 and challenging them to
understand the Holocaust and genocides in
both historic and contemporary contexts;

Raphael Lemkin, for inventing the term
“‘genocide’ to describe atrocities that target
groups for annihilation, and for working
tirelessly to gain approval of the Convention
on the Prevention and Punishment of the
Crime of Genocide by the United Nations in
1948;

USC’s Shoah Foundation and its founder,
Mr. Steven Spielberg, for collecting nearly
52,000 eyewitness testimonies of the Holo-
caust, the Armenian genocide, and other
genocide survivors;

Facing History and Owurselves, for edu-
cating over 10,000 teachers and, through
them, hundreds of thousands of students on
the history of prejudice and racism and the
role they play in the events that lead to
genocide;

The International Committee of the Red
Cross and the United Nations’s Children’s
Fund, for starting a vast relief operation in
1979 for the people of Cambodia, threatened
by famine and disease in the aftermath of
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the Cambodian genocide, which claimed mil-
lions of lives;

United States Army Europe and United
States Air Force Europe, for delivering hu-
manitarian aid in 1995 and 1996 to the sur-
vivors of the Bosnian genocide, during which
an estimate 100,000 Bosniaks were systemati-
cally targeted and killed;

Senator William Proxmire, for delivering a
speech every day the U.S. Senate was in ses-
sion in support of the ratification of Conven-
tion for the Prevention and Punishment of
the Crime of Genocide. After 20 years and
3,211 speeches, the United States Senate rati-
fied the convention on February 11, 1986;

President Ronald Reagan, for signing the
Genocide Convention Implementation Act of
1987 into law;

The International Rescue Committee, for
providing relief to Rwandan genocide sur-
vivors, when an estimated 800,000 mostly
Tutsi minorities were massacred;

Not On Our Watch and George Clooney, for
using his public profile to raise awareness of
the genocide in Darfur, where 300,000 civil-
ians were targeted and murdered and 2 mil-
lion displaced;

U.N. Ambassador Samantha Power, for her
groundbreaking book published in 2003, ‘“‘A
Problem from Hell,”” which recounts the his-
tory of genocide and offers a framework for
policymakers that can help detect and pre-
vent genocides;

The Armenian National Committee of
America, for advocating for the recognition
of the Armenian genocide and raising aware-
ness of genocides as crimes against human-
ity.
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Mr. Speaker, these riders carried this
important message of truth and grati-
tude with them across our great Na-
tion. It is an honor to do my small part
to make sure they are heard.

Mr. Speaker, on April 24th, the 100th anni-
versary of the Armenian Genocide, runners
and cyclists set out from Los Angeles on a
“Race for Recognition.” | had the great pleas-
ure of riding the first 28 miles of their journey
with them. And on May 7th, they completed
their 3,000 mile ride across the United States.
They undertook their ride to raise awareness
of the Armenian Genocide, and Genocides
around the world, and to commemorate and
remember the victims. It is my honor to read
a portion of the petition that they carried with
them across the nation, and to enter the en-
tirety into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

On this 100th anniversary of the Armenian
Genocide, LA2DC organizing committee mem-
bers wish to recognize and honor the contribu-
tions of the following people and organiza-
tions:

In the past 100 years, over 100 millions
lives have been lost in genocides and mass
atrocities;

During the same period, heroic American
citizens, politicians, diplomats, faith based or-
ganizations, and non-government organiza-
tions have made it a part of their mission to
raise awareness of genocides, help prevent
genocides, and provide relief to survivors of
genocides;

Some of these citizens, relief organizations,
diplomats, and politicians put their lives and
treasure at risk by working in conflict zones to
alert the world of impending genocides and
genocides in progress, rescue genocide sur-
vivors, and provide relief.

On this 100th anniversary of the Armenian
Genocide, and through this petition, LA2DC
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organizing committee members wish to recog-
nize and honor the contributions of the fol-
lowing people and organizations for their work
in raising awareness of genocides, providing
relief to genocide survivors, and working to
prevent genocides;

The American People—for setting the stand-
ard in the world for philanthropy, social activ-
ism, human rights, justice, and prevention of
crimes against humanity. In their first act of
large scale, nationwide, organization and exe-
cution of a relief campaign, from 1915 to
1930, Americans donated more than $117 mil-
lion—the equivalent of $2.7 billion in 2015 dol-
lars—to relief organizations that saved over 1
million Christian Armenians, Greeks, Assyr-
ians, and other minorities during the first mass
atrocity of the 20th century, when these mi-
norities were targeted for extermination and
deportation by the Ottoman Empire. Over the
past 100 years, Americans continue to be in
the front lines of helping to prevent genocides,
and providing relief and hope to survivors of
atrocities.

Ambassador Henry Morgenthau—who as
United States Ambassador to the Ottoman
Empire, alerted the United States government
of “Destruction of the Armenian Race . . .”
and called on Americans to get organized to
help the survivors.

The Near East Foundation (formerly known
as Near East Relief or NER)—for providing re-
lief to 1 million refugees and 132,000 orphan
survivors of the atrocities perpetrated by the
Ottoman Empire from 1915-1923. During this
period, NER raised the equivalent of $2.7 bil-
lion in 2015 dollars, and mobilized over 1,000
volunteers to help build 400 orphanages, food
and clothing distribution centers, clinics and
hospitals, and vocational training schools for
the survivors.

The American Red Cross—for providing re-
lief to survivors of genocides and mass atroc-
ities for the past 100 years, starting with its
first international assistance program in 1915
that provided relief to the survivors of the Ar-
menian Genocide.

The United States Holocaust Memorial Mu-
seum—for leading national and international
efforts to promote human dignity, confront ha-
tred, and prevent the next genocide.

The Museum of Tolerance—for educating
and enlightening more than 250,000 visitors
per year since 1993, and challenging them to
understand the Holocaust and genocides in
both historic and contemporary contexts and
confront all forms of prejudice and discrimina-
tion in our world today.

Raphael Lemkin—for inventing the term
“genocide” to describe the atrocities that tar-
get groups for annihilation, and for working
tirelessly to gain approval of Convention on
the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime
of Genocide by United Nations in 1948.

University of Southern California’s Shoah
Foundation and its founder, Mr. Steven
Spielberg—for painstakingly collecting nearly
52,000 eyewitness testimonies of the Holo-
caust, the Armenian Genocide, and other
genocide survivors, and using their first hand
accounts to teach the world about the horrors
of genocides and the importance of preventing
them.

Facing History and Ourselves—for edu-
cating over ten thousand teachers in the
United States and worldwide, and through
them, hundreds of thousands of students, on
the history of prejudice and racism, and the
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role they play in the events that lead to geno-
cide. Since 1976, Facing History has been en-
gaged in genocide prevention work by pro-
moting global citizenship and heightened
awareness of genocides.

The International Committee of The Red
Cross and United Nations Children’s Fund for
starting a vast relief operation in 1979 for the
people of Cambodia threatened by famine and
disease in the aftermath of the Cambodian
Genocide, which claimed millions of lives.

United State Army Europe and United
States Air Force Europe—for delivering hu-
manitarian aid in 1995 and 1996 to the sur-
vivors of the Bosnian Genocide, during which
an estimated 100,000 Bosniaks were system-
atically targeted and killed.

Senator William Proxmire—for following
through his commitment to deliver a speech
every day the United States Senate was in
session in support of the ratification of United
Nations Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. After
20 years and 3,211 speeches, the United
States Senate ratified the convention on Feb-
ruary 11, 1986.

President Ronald Reagan—for signing the
Genocide Implementation Act of 1987 into law,
making genocide a Federal offense, and de-
claring, “This legislation still represents a
strong and clear statement by the United
States that it will punish acts of genocide with
the force of law and the righteousness of jus-
tice.”

The International Rescue Committee—for
providing emergency supplies and restoring in-
frastructure following the 1994 genocide in
Rwanda, where an estimated 800,000 mostly
Tutsi minorities were massacred.

Not On Our Watch, and Messrs. George
Clooney, Don Cheadle, Matt Damon, Brad
Pitt, David Pressman, and Jerry Weintraub for
using their public profiles to bring attention to
atrocities around the world, and raising aware-
ness of the genocide in Darfur, where 300,000
civilians were targeted and murdered, and 2
million displaced.

United States Institute of Peace Genocide
Prevention Task Force, and Co-Chairs Honor-
able Madeleine K. Albright and Honorable Wil-
liam S. Cohen—for developing a genocide
prevention blueprint entitled, “Preventing
Genocide: A Blueprint for U.S. Policymakers”,
which affirmed that genocides are preventable,
and issued 34 specific actionable rec-
ommendations that United States can imple-
ment to help detect and prevent genocides.

Ambassador Samantha Power, the United
States Ambassador to the United Nations—for
her groundbreaking research documented in
her book published in 2003, “A Problem from
Hell”, which recounts the history of genocide
and offers a framework for policy makers that
can help detect and prevent genocides.

Congressman ADAM SCHIFF—for being the
leading voice in the United States Congress
advocating for recognition of past genocides
as an important step towards detecting and
preventing future genocides and atrocities.

The Armenian National Committee of Amer-
ica—for advocating for the recognition of the
Armenian Genocides and raising awareness of
genocides as crimes against humanity.

Countless other Americans and organiza-
tions who have made it their mission to help
prevent the next genocide and promote
peaceful resolution of conflicts.
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150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
TOWN OF CLINTON, NEW JERSEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the 150th anniver-
sary of the incorporation of the town of
Clinton in Hunterdon County, New Jer-
sey. Established as a separate munici-
pality in 1865, Clinton has a rich his-
tory and is known for its natural beau-
ty and sense of community.

The 2010 Census counted the town’s
population at 2,719.

As the recently deceased Clinton
town historian and longtime mayor,
Allie McGaheran, has written, the area
was settled on the convergence of two
rivers, the Spruce Run and the south
branch of the Raritan, surrounded by
excellent farmland, attracting English
and German settlers. One of those set-
tlers, David McKenny, built two mills
directly across the river from each
other.

These treasured mills—the first dat-
ing to 1810—now the Red Mill Museum
Village and the Hunterdon Museum of
Art, were owned by Daniel Hunt, the
namesake of the town’s first moniker,
Hunt’s Mill. These mills have been the
center of Clinton’s economic and cul-
tural life for two centuries.

Later, mill owners John Taylor and
John Bray championed renaming the
town after DeWitt Clinton, the builder
of the Erie Canal and Governor of New
York.

A limestone quarry, located imme-
diately behind the Red Mill, brought
another wave of settlers, including
Irish immigrants crossing the ocean to
establish a better life for themselves
and their families in the new world.

The present municipal building, a
handsome Victorian structure, was the
residence of John Leigh, a brick maker
and farmer who served as the town’s
second mayor. The Lehigh Valley Rail-
road provided passenger and freight ac-
cess, contributing greatly to the
growth and wealth of the town in the
19th century.

Clinton has a large historic district
that is on the State and national his-
toric registers. There are five historic
sites: the two mills; the music hall
that entertained generations of resi-
dents; the original Grandin Library,
named for artist and philanthropist
Elizabeth Grandin in the last century;
and the quarry.

The 150th anniversary of Clinton is
being celebrated with parades, farmers’
markets, art displays, performances,
and other community events.

I thank and congratulate Megan
Jones-Holt for her work as chair of the
150th anniversary committee. She and
her husband, former mayor and current
Hunterdon County Freeholder Matt
Holt, do so very much for the town
civically.

Clinton is governed by the town form
of government, with a mayor and six
council members. Mayor Janice
Kovach and the governing body of the
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town are greatly involved in the year-
long festivities. Clinton is served by a
dedicated volunteer fire company and
rescue squad. Its beautiful and historic
churches are an integral part of the
community.

The Clinton-Glen Gardner School
District educates children through the
eighth grade. High school students at-
tend North Hunterdon High School in
neighboring Clinton Township, one of
our State’s strongest public elemen-
tary and secondary schools. My twin
brother, Jim, and I are proud graduates
of the high school.

My own family has been involved in
the history of Clinton for many genera-
tions. My great uncle was president of
the local bank, and my father practiced
law in the town for 70 years.

In his essay, ‘‘The Inspiration of
Clinton,” Stephen Shoeman notes:
“Everybody in Clinton smiles. Every-
body is friendly. America is beautiful
because of Clinton, New Jersey, and
the other towns and villages just like
it.”

This year’s celebration comes 1 year
after the tricentennial of Hunterdon
County, a yearlong vretelling of
Hunterdon County’s storied founding
and its 300-year journey in advance-
ment from the English colonies in
North America to its present-day sta-
tus as one of America’s premier places
to live and work.

Clinton’s history is ingrained in the
fabric of Hunterdon County. We have
also just celebrated New Jersey’s 350th
anniversary.

Public-spirited residents have
worked to keep Clinton beautiful and
the epitome of small-town American
life. Their efforts maintain a charming
and vibrant merchant district, excel-
lent public schools, meaningful cul-
tural events, and significant engage-
ment in public affairs.

The town of Clinton thrives on neigh-
borly camaraderie. I am deeply hon-
ored to represent the town here in the
House of Representatives. And all who
love Clinton congratulate the town on
its landmark celebration.

————
TRANS-PACIFIC PARTNERSHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
the near hysteria over trade promotion
authority and the pending Trans-Pa-
cific Partnership, the so-called TPP, is
unfortunate because it is so misguided.
The stakes are too high to get it
wrong, and the negative arguments are
unfortunate because they are so wrong.

Being against TPP, which has yet to
be finished, is premature, at Dbest.
Being against the TPA is misguided be-
cause those provisions guarantee peo-
ple will actually know the details and
have stronger tools to evaluate wheth-
er it is worthy of support.

The trade agenda and the role of
America in the global economy has
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been front and center in Congress over
the last few weeks, and well it should
be. The United States has an oppor-
tunity to make further inroads in 95
percent of the markets that are outside
our borders and to be able to gain that
access under more favorable terms.

Businesses large and small that want
to sell their products overseas run into
much more difficult barriers, proce-
dures, and costs than people who sell
their goods to America, which has one
of the most open markets in the world.

In Oregon, there are two competing
narratives: those who are opposed to
further competition for American
goods in American markets, fearing a
loss of business and jobs; and those who
see significant opportunity selling
goods and services abroad, creating
more family-wage jobs at home.

The people I talk to in Oregon who
are in business overwhelmingly support
that access. They feel they have far
more to gain than they have to lose,
selling more wine, bicycles, agricul-
tural products, and small tools. They
think they can compete overseas, cre-
ating family-wage jobs at home, if that
playing field is level.

There are others who are deeply con-
cerned that this perceived leveling of
the playing field will not be achieved.
They are concerned about a lack of
labor and environmental standards
overseas.

Having spent time with the people
who are negotiating the agreements,
having reviewed documents myself,
and working to reflect Oregon values
and interests, these agreements, I am
confident, hold promise for Oregon. But
it is too soon to tell for sure because
the agreement is still being negotiated,
and people like me are still trying to
influence it to make it stronger still.
For instance, I have provisions I am
working on in both the House and the
Senate to provide an enforcement
mechanism.

As the agreement potentially enters
its final stages, where there are some
of the more difficult concessions with
decisions yet to be made, the United
States and other countries are reluc-
tant to show their full hand while
things are in flux.

That is why the trade promotion au-
thority that is working its way
through the Senate—and may be in
front of the House early in June—is so

important.
This trade promotion authority is a
significant enhancement over any

similar provision in the past. It guar-
antees that the entire country—not
just Congress—will be able to examine
all of the provisions 2 months before
the President even signs the agreement
and for months after that, before Con-
gress votes. The authority also sets out
provisions that speak to the concerns I
have heard about for years about the
weaknesses in NAFTA, not having en-
forceable, strong provisions for envi-
ronment and labor.

That is why I thought it was impor-
tant to vote to establish these rules
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which were significantly strengthened
and made more transparent as a result
of the tremendous efforts on behalf of
my friend and colleague from Oregon,
Senator RON WYDEN, in the Senate.

If an agreement is reached under
these new rules, we will have the
strongest standards ever to evaluate a
trade agreement, and everyone in
America will be able to evaluate for
themselves, not conjure up some sort
of speculation. They will have months
to do what I am going to do: see if this
agreement is in the best interest of the
people in Oregon who I represent. If it
is, then they, like I, will support it. If
it is not, then I will do, as I have some-
times done in the past, and vote ‘‘no”
on things I don’t think measure up.

The time to draw the lines in the
sand ‘‘yes’” or ‘‘no” is after an agree-
ment is reached, not before. And
thanks to the new trade promotion au-
thority, everyone will have an oppor-
tunity to make that judgment for
themselves well in advance of any deci-
sion that Congress makes.

———
SYRIA

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

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I remember a few years ago
visiting Israel, standing in the Golan
Heights and looking to the border of
Syria. At this time, our guide began
talking about the peaceful protests in
Syria, the beginning of an era of dis-
content.

As I looked into the seemingly peace-
ful area, I never imagined the carnage
that was to come: children who on that
day attended school, filled with hope
for the future and with dreams of be-
coming a businessman, a policeman, an
architect, or any of the host of things
building in the minds of such a young
person at that age; children and par-
ents who did not know that in a few
short years, their lives would be cut
down by a ruthless dictator, bent on
keeping power at all cost.

As the peaceful protests built in
strength, Bashar al-Assad responded in
violence. And so began what history
will likely judge to be the start of
among the most brutal times in Middle
East modern history.

Bashar-al Assad began using barrel
bombs indiscriminately against inno-
cent people and infamously gassed
thousands who struggled to get that
last breath of life, only to choke to
death, completely aware that that
breath would be their last.

As family members died, others
joined a group later dubbed the Free
Syrian Army, a group the President re-
ferred to as a bunch of pharmacists,
lawyers, and businessmen, all standing
up to reclaim what was theirs right-
fully, which was a free Syria. And they
fight bravely for a free Syria today.

Through the carnage of this terrible
war, a more nefarious group began to
assemble, a group not concerned with
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human carnage but inspired by it; a
group not fighting to protect life but
fighting to cut it down; and a group not
inspired by freedom of religion but in-
spired by a hollow and a shallow world
view. The group today is now known as
ISIS.
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Mr. Speaker, before the world paid
any attention, this group occupied not
just parts of Syria, but also Fallujah,
an area fought with American blood
and treasure to bring peace and sta-
bility to the people of Iraq. The border
of Syria and Iraq was torn down, and
the world continued to sleep.

I called for America to lead air-
strikes against this fledgling group at
that time numbering in the low four
figures. The reaction I received was not
unexpected: people angry that I was in-
terested in starting ‘‘Iraq War III.”” Yet
as this cancer continued to grow, the
carnage became worse, and today we
find ourselves engaged in limited ac-
tion against a group growing in num-
bers faster than they are being dis-
patched by our airplanes.

Americans feel saddened that the
areas that our brave military members
fought so hard to win was being thrown
away to political expedience, and I am
one of those people. I spent a little bit
of time in Iraq, on behalf of the United
States Air Force, flying airplanes, and
I just saw a week ago or a few days ago
that Ramadi, the capital of Anbar
province, where we saw so much suc-
cess in the Sunni awakening, has fallen
to ISIS.

Now, by the way, Anbar and Ramadi
serve as a transportation center for
getting goods from Jordan and Syria
into Baghdad and are resupply routes
for ISIS. So we are seeing not
overmuch success in Iraq. But lest we
think this fight is limited to just Iraq,
all we have to do is look all over the
world and all over the Middle East and
see ISIS’ influence, from folks arrested
near my district in the United States
attempting to join and support ISIS, to
the problems we see in Lebanon and in
Saudi Arabia, and as we see ISIS grow
and develop in Libya. This is some-
thing that, Mr. Speaker, the President
has got to get a control on and reassert
American leadership.

We also see that these terrorist
groups, these jihadist groups, are com-
ing under the umbrella of ISIS, wheth-
er it is al Shabaab, Boko Haram, or al
Qaeda in Yemen, or we see the Taliban
beginning to join under this supposedly
successful group.

What is it we need to do to push them
back? In Iraq, I believe we need to use
the number of troops and the amount
of military force necessary to destroy
ISIS and not just necessary to follow
the President’s promise of no troops on
the ground. I don’t think we need an-
other 200,000 troops in Iraq, and I
haven’t heard a single person actually
ever suggest that, but we need to use
what is necessary to push this back.

By the way, the American military is
fierce and desperate to do what needs
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to be done, and they are ready to do
what the American people and the
President calls on.

Lastly, ISIS must be destroyed in
Syria; and you can not destroy ISIS in
Syria without destroying the incubator
of ISIS, who is the evil dictator,
Bashar al Assad. There are negotia-
tions in progress now, but until the
Syrian people know that the American
people stand behind them through a
no-fly zone and other means, ISIS will
not be destroyed in Syria until that
point.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the Presi-
dent to stand up.

————

REESTABLISH THE GOLDEN
FLEECE AWARD

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

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, at a time
when our Nation is currently over $18
trillion in debt, we must carefully scru-
tinize our government programs to en-
sure that we are funding essential pro-

grams, policies, and projects while
eliminating frivolous and wasteful
spending.

Every day in the news, Americans
hear of government waste, fraud,
abuse, and regulations that are hin-
dering our small businesses and costing
American taxpayers billions of dollars
that could be better spent in creating
jobs and boosting our economy.

Today, I rise to establish the Golden
Fleece Award to once again uncover
and bring public attention to the
wasteful spending across our Federal
Government. The Golden Fleece Award
will highlight some of the most egre-
gious examples of government waste of
hard-working taxpayers’ dollars and
will shed new light on some of the
rampant, unnecessary spending by our
Federal agencies.

The inspiration behind the Golden
Fleece Award was pioneered by the
Democratic U.S. Senator from Wis-
consin, Bill Proxmire, in March 1975.
For the next 13 years, Senator Prox-
mire went on to issue bulletins an-
nouncing a monthly Golden Fleece
Award. The Golden Fleece Award be-
came a staple in the U.S. Senate during
this time. Senator Robert Byrd once
stated that the awards were ‘“‘as much
a part of the Senate as quorum calls
and filibusters.”

Mr. Speaker, the Golden Fleece
Award will once again serve as an im-
portant reminder that taxpayers need
to watch, control, and provide the nec-
essary reforms, through this Congress,
about Federal spending and regula-
tions.

I will utilize social media and the
Internet to provide a unique platform
for my constituents to share with me
examples that they spot, that they see,
of waste of our Federal Government re-
sources by using,
#goldenfleeceoversight on Twitter, or
emailing me at
goldenfleece@mail.house.gov. I have
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also established a Web site that allows
users to submit their recommendations
for future Golden Fleece Awards at
hill.house.gov/goldenfleece.

Americans are crying out for ac-
countability from our leaders, and I
look forward to working with them and
my colleagues to spot waste and find
ways to effectively eliminate that kind
of spending and regulatory overreach
in Washington.

———

DO UNTO OTHERS AS WE WOULD
HAVE THEM DO UNTO US

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, the great Mahalia Jackson was a
gospel singer. The great singer and
civil rights activist Mahalia Jackson,
once proclaimed by Harry Belafonte to
be the most powerful woman in Amer-
ica, the great Mahalia Jackson gave us
some words to live by, some words that
can add meaning to life. She, in one of
her songs, indicated that, and I shall
paraphrase, if I can help somebody as I
travel along, then my living shall not
be in vain. Live not in vain; help some-
body—that is the essence of the mes-
sage that she presented.

I am here today to speak of persons
who are in harm’s way and who are suf-
fering. The people of Nepal have had
two earthquakes visited upon them:
one a 7.8 magnitude, the other a 7.3
magnitude. These two earthquakes
have done great damage. More than
8,000 people are dead. I am looking at
the statistical information: more than
16,000 injured, 8 million persons af-
fected, nearly 500,000 homes destroyed,
another 200,000-plus damaged. They are
still in harm’s way, but there is some-
thing we can do. We can do unto others
as we would have them do to us if we
had suffered a similar tragedy.

Mr. Speaker, this is a great oppor-
tunity for us to do something to help
without actually expending a lot of
American dollars, although we have
spent quite a bit. I am proud to say
that the United States has accorded
approximately $40 million to this ef-
fort—$40 million. It will take a lot
more, but the United States is involved
in doing its part. We have had our res-
cue teams there; and one of our rescue
teams, unfortunately, suffered some
tragedy. One of our military heli-
copters went down. We have lost lives
there. People have been there living
not in vain, trying to do what they can
to be of assistance, doing unto others
as we would have them do for us under
similar circumstances.

One of the things that we can do is
sign on to a bill that will allow those
persons who are in this country from
Nepal, who are here lawfully, to stay in
this country for an extended period of
time while their country is recovering.
H.R. 2033 affords Nepalese who are in
the United States of America to stay
for a while longer. They will not have
their status in the country change.
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They won’t become persons on a path-
way to citizenship. They will simply
have more time here. We will not send
them back in harm’s way. We will do
unto them what we would have them
do unto us if we were in a similar cir-
cumstance.

Mr. Speaker, this bill has many per-
sons who are supporting it. More than
50 persons have supported this piece of
legislation. I am proud to say that
some of the persons who have sup-
ported it are persons who have great
Nepalese communities, and there are
others who do not. They just want to
be of help.

I want to mention a few whose names
I did not mention when I mentioned
names previously, or I did not state
them correctly. This is a chance for me
to correct the RECORD: Congressman
MIKE CAPUANO, Congressman TONY
CARDENAS, Congressman JOE CROWLEY,
Congressman MARK DESAULNIER, Con-
gressman RAUL GRIJALVA, Congress-
man LUIS GUTIERREZ, Congressman
JARED PoLis, Congressman CHARLES
RANGEL, Congressman CEDRIC RICH-
MOND, Congresswoman LORETTA SAN-
CHEZ, and Congresswoman LINDA
SANCHEZ—all persons who are sup-
portive, along with many others, near-
1y 50.

I am proud to say that the commu-
nity in Houston, the Nepalese commu-
nity has come together, and they have
a goal of raising $100,000. They have ex-
ceeded that goal, under the leadership
of Mr. Ghimirey and Mr. Nepal. They
have exceeded the goal of $100,000, and
they are still raising additional funds.

I believe that H.R. 2033 affords all of
us to live not in vain. I think this is a
great opportunity to do unto others as
we would have them do unto us. I ask
that we support H.R. 2033 and live not
in vain. Help somebody as we travel
along our way.

———
RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 41
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———

PRAYER
Minister Michael Greene, Lehman
Avenue Church of Christ, Bowling

Green, Kentucky, offered the following
prayer:

Dear God, Our Creator and the One
from whom we receive our unalienable
rights, we give You our thanks for this
day and for all the bountiful blessings
You have poured out upon this great
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land, this country, and these peoples.
We pray these blessings will continue
through Your grace.

We are thankful for the opportunity
to serve wherein is found greatness. We
pray for those assembled here today as
they deliberate in this august body. We
pray Your guiding hand be upon them.

Bless them with wisdom. Bless them
with courage to do the right as You
have revealed the right.

Help them to remember that what is
being done in this place is not just an
exercise in debate but will affect mil-
lions of people.

Help us, Father, to preserve our her-
itage of freedom for future generations.

This we pray on this 20th day of May
in the year of our Lord.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

——

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire (Ms.
KUSTER) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. KUSTER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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.

WELCOMING MINISTER MICHAEL
GREENE

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to welcome Mr. Michael Greene
to Washington. Mike is serving today
as guest chaplain in the U.S. House of
Representatives.

Speaking just moments ago, Mike
prayed for all of us serving this great
institution and the work we do each
and every day. I have been fortunate to
know Mike as my minister in Bowling
Green, Kentucky, and have always ap-
preciated his prayers.

Throughout his 44 years as a min-
ister, Mike has served Churches of
Christ in Kentucky, Tennessee, and
Georgia. He also serves on the board of
directors of Foundation Christian
Academy in Bowling Green.

I always enjoy having a little bit of
Kentucky here in Washington. Today, 1
am proud to welcome you, Mike, to the
U.S. Capitol. Thank you for your pray-
ers and for taking the time to be with
us in our Nation’s Capitol today.

———
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The Chair will
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entertain up to 15 further requests for
1-minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

———
VA ACCOUNTABILITY

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

Mr. BOEHNER. My colleagues, next
week marks the 1-year anniversary
since General Eric Shinseki resigned as
the Secretary of the Veterans Affairs
Department.

At the time, the President promised
reform. He said: ‘“The number one pri-
ority is making sure that problems get
fixed.”

Instead of a new day at the VA, the
American people are still seeing more
of the same. Last year, Congress gave
the VA Secretary new authority to fire
employees. While some 110 VA facili-
ties kept secret lists to hide their wait
times, just one person has been fired—
one.

What the hell happened to the rest of
them? Some got to retire with their
benefits, some got transfers, some got
paid leave, some got a slap on the
wrist. All of them went on collecting
checks from taxpayers. If only the Vet-
erans Administration did half as good a
job of taking care of our veterans as
they do the bureaucrats, we would be
in a lot better shape.

Congress also gave the VA more than
$16 billion to improve care and to
shorten waiting times, yet the number
of patients facing long waits is about
the same. The number of patients wait-
ing more than 90 days has doubled. At
this point, the VA can’t even build a
hospital. Just about every project ends
up years behind schedule and hundreds
of millions, if not billions, over cost.

Last week, the public learned that
the VA is spending $6 billion a year il-
legally. An internal report exposed ex-
amples of overspending on conferences,
improper gifts, inappropriate pur-
chases, and promotional items—again,
if only VA bureaucrats did as good a
job taking care of our veterans as they
do themselves.

The author of the report at the VA
wrote, ‘‘doors are swung wide open for
fraud, waste, and abuse,” and that
these actions ‘‘may potentially result
in serious harm or death to America’s
veterans.”

That is their own expert saying this.

This isn’t run-of-the-mill incom-
petence. It is arrogance; and it is arro-
gance that allows our veterans to be
lied to, ignored, and, frankly, left to
die.

My colleagues, it is almost Memorial
Day. This is when we slow down and re-
flect on the debt of gratitude that we
owe to our heroes.

I commend Chairman MILLER and all
of the members of the Veterans Affairs’
Committee for striving every day to
fulfill this obligation. Congress will
continue to pass legislation to hold the
VA accountable, but only the adminis-
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tration can change the culture from
within.

The President owes the American
people a real, long-term plan to fix the
VA—not a promise, not a pledge, not
rearranging the chairs on a deck—a
real plan to clean up this mess.

I will keep coming back to this po-
dium until the administration produces
such a plan.

———
VOLVO OCEAN RACE

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate the city of New-
port, Rhode Island, in my district, on
hosting, this month, the Volvo Ocean
Race, the world’s premier sailing race
around the world.

This 12-day event brought 125,000 visi-
tors to Rhode Island, far exceeding
even the most optimistic projections,
as well as millions of dollars in eco-
nomic activity that supported Rhode
Island’s tourism industry and our
small-business community. Most im-
portantly, the success of this event of-
fered an opportunity to tell our story
about the great things that are hap-
pening in Rhode Island today.

I want to thank everyone who helped
make the only North American stop-
over for this year’s Volvo Ocean Race
such an incredible success, including
Sail Newport, Rhode Island’s Public
Sailing Center, Discover Newport, the
Rhode Island Department of Environ-

mental Management, the Newport
Chamber of Commerce, Senate Presi-
dent Teresa Paiva-Weed, Speaker

Mattiello, members of the general as-
sembly, and Governor Gina Raimondo.

I want to especially acknowledge
Senator WHITEHOUSE for all of his work
to bring this race to Rhode Island and
his ongoing efforts to enhance our
State’s position in the maritime indus-
try.

Congratulations to everyone who
made this such a success.

————

TRIBUTE TO STAFF SERGEANT
ROBERT H. DIETZ

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

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Staff Sergeant Rob-
ert H. Dietz who was awarded the
Medal of Honor for his courageous ac-
tions during World War II. Sergeant
Dietz hailed from Kingston, New York,
a proud and historical city in New
York’s 19th Congressional District.

In March 1945, Sergeant Dietz led his
squad on an attack of a heavily for-
tified German position. Under heavy
machine gun fire, Sergeant Dietz ad-
vanced forward, clearing enemy obsta-
cles, providing a path for the men of
his squad and platoon. This selfless act
enabled the success of this attack; but
in the process, Sergeant Dietz lost his
life.

H3399

With strong local support, we sub-
mitted a bill to rename the post office
in Kingston for Sergeant Dietz. Yester-
day that bill passed in the Oversight
and Government Reform Committee. I
thank Chairman CHAFFETZ, his com-
mittee, and the entire New York dele-
gation for their strong support; and I
look forward to its passage in the full
House soon.

Mr. Speaker, as we approach Memo-
rial Day weekend, we pause to remem-
ber Sergeant Dietz and all those men
and women who lost their lives in de-
fense of our freedoms.

———
BRING BACK OUR GIRLS

(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
today I, along with many of my col-
leagues—both women and men, Repub-
licans and Democrats—wear red to
pressure Nigerian President-elect
Muhammadu Buhari into taking ag-
gressive action against Boko Haram.

Next week, as Nigeria welcomes the
new President and celebrates Democ-
racy Day, we here in Congress want to
put a spotlight on the immense threat
Boko Haram poses to Nigeria’s democ-
racy and freedom.

Mr. Speaker, we want President-elect
Buhari to know we will hold him ac-
countable, just as we held his prede-
cessor accountable. We urge this new
administration to bring with it a swift
and lasting change in attitude on this
issue. We hope the new President will
have a sense of urgency in finding the
Chibok schoolgirls and defeating Boko
Haram.

Mr. Speaker, we expect the new
President to find the girls, whether
they have been married off against
their will or not, are alive or in a mass
grave. Wherever they are, we want to
know.

Until they are found, we will con-

tinue to tweet, tweet, tweet
#bringbackourgirls; tweet, tweet,
tweet #joinrepwilson.

——

21ST CENTURY CURES ACT

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to talk about the 21st Cen-
tury Cures Act. This is legislation that
we, at the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, are working on in a bipartisan
basis, and we look forward to moving it
to the House floor and seeing this
passed and signed into law. Why are we
doing it? Because we want to put the
focus on cures, real cures that will en-
able people to live better lives.

Let’s take just one disease, Alz-
heimer’s. There are 5 million Ameri-
cans that currently have Alzheimer’s.
The cost to the Nation is $215 billion a
year. When you look out several dec-
ades to 2050, the cost is estimated to be
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$1 trillion a year for one disease. Yes,
we need to focus on finding cures.

And there are other disorders and
diseases that need that attention. Take
autism, diabetes, ALS, cancer, the list
moves on.

It is time for us to encourage and
support young scientists, to put the
focus on our most challenging health
conditions, and we want the regulatory
agencies to be there to encourage this
effort, and I encourage support for the
21st Century Cures Act.

———

RECOGNIZING NHTIT, CONCORD,
NEW HAMPSHIRE'S COMMUNITY
COLLEGE

(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, today I
rise to underscore the importance of
increasing access to higher education,
including crucial workforce develop-
ment programs that help our students
gain the high-tech skills they need to
succeed in our 21st century economy.

In New Hampshire, we are blessed to
have some of the very best community
colleges in the country, and I am proud
to have visited every single community
college in my district.

Today I would like to recognize one
institution, the New Hampshire Tech-
nical Institute, the community college
in our capital of Concord, which was
just ranked number one in the country
for value added by the Brookings Insti-
tution. That means that NHTI students
are meeting and surpassing expected
outcomes after graduation, and many
of them are going on to extremely suc-
cessful careers.

Every student should have access to
this type of opportunity, and I am
pushing for a number of initiatives
that will help business partners join
with community colleges to provide
specific job training. Let’s all join to-
gether to make sure that students
across the country can access the kind
of value-added programs offered at
NHTI. And together, we can move for-
ward so that every American can real-
ize the American Dream.

————
0O 1215

VETERAN HEALTH CARE, FIGHTER
ACES

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

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, one of my top priorities is
standing up for our servicemen and
-women. That is why I am proud to re-
introduce the Help Veterans Save for
Health Care Act, because right now the
IRS makes a veteran choose between
receiving VA care or continuing to
fund their health savings account.
That is wrong. My bill fixes that.

In addition to this bill, today Con-
gress will recognize America’s fighter
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aces with its highest honor—the Con-
gressional Gold Medal. Last year, Con-
gress passed this resolution honoring
these patriots who are simply the best
of the best.

We are the land of the free because of
all our troops and veterans who have
put their lives on the line for us, and I
salute them today as we remember
their sacrifices on this Memorial Day.

———

DAVID LETTERMAN

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
take this occasion to thank David
Letterman for 33 years of late-night
television and giving his genius to
America. I want to thank him on be-
half of my friend Warren Zevon for
being the best friend his music ever
had, and for helping so many other mu-
sicians get an opportunity to play for
America; as a Memphian who attended
the Andy Kaufman-Jerry Lawler
match, for Dave giving Andy Kaufman
the opportunity to give his zany sense
of humor to America, and so many
other comedians that he gave a forum
to.

Dave was in the Ed Sullivan Theater,
but he should have been in the Steve
Allen Theater, Ed’s rival, because he
was more like Steve Allen, the first
late-night host. The ‘“Man on the
Street’” interview with Steve Allen was
like ““Stupid Pet Tricks.”

Dave Letterman was a genius. To-
night I will be watching his last show—
we all will—the 6,028th. We will all
watch it.

Dave, don’t stay away. Come back.
We thank you for all you have given
us.

———————

HONORING MONTANA VETERANS

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

Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
in honor of Montana veterans and all
the men and women who have fallen in
defense of our great Nation.

I would like to recognize one in par-
ticular, Private 1st Class Nicholas
Cook, from Hungry Horse, Montana,
who was killed in action in Afghani-
stan. He bravely sacrificed himself to
save his fellow paratroopers by expos-
ing his position, providing suppressive
fire. His valor earned him the Silver
Star.

Mr. Speaker, no veteran should ever
be forgotten. Today I would like to also
recognize the following Montana vet-
erans for their service to our Nation:

James Dighans, Carl Nordberg, Ken-
neth and Christopher Bogner, George

Lacher, Charles Pickard, Michael
Kallas, James and Gary Jacobson, Ben-
jamin  Balducke, Nicholas Cook,
Williard Purkett, James and John
Hantz, Robert Emrick, Dennis

Morkert, and Edward Kinney.
God bless the United States, and God
bless the troops that defend her.
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CELEBRATING THE 50TH
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to celebrate the 50th anniversary
of the Head Start program.

Head Start is near and dear to my
heart. I began my career as a Head
Start teacher in the Chicago public
schools. I have never forgotten how the
program made a monumental dif-
ference for its students, and this Con-
gress should not forget those kids ei-
ther.

Since its inception, Head Start has
served 32 million children in all 50
States, the District of Columbia, Puer-
to Rico, and the U.S. territories. Last
year, in my home State of Illinois,
there were 130 early Head Start and
Head Start providers providing quality
teachers.

And there is an economic impact.
Head Start accounted for more than
7,950 jobs in Illinois last year. Yet se-
questration cuts have done serious
damage to the programs in Illinois and
around the Nation. In my State alone,
more than $16.5 million in funding has
been cut, 1,900 children went unserved,
and 549 jobs were lost.

Certainly none of us was elected to
keep young children in need from get-
ting an education. We should celebrate
the 50th anniversary by fully funding
Head Start and eliminating the seques-
ter because every child in our country
deserves a quality education and a
good start.

———

VETERANS DESERVE
ACCOUNTABILITY

(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, this week, an internal report
from the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs revealed that the Department an-
nually spends $6 billion on illegal con-
tracts and out-of-control spending.
This fraud is unacceptable, an insult to
the men and women who have risked
their lives in service to our country.
Unfortunately, this lack of account-
ability at the Department of Veterans
Affairs is all too common under Presi-
dent Obama’s failed leadership.

Our veterans deserve the best care,
and I will continue working to give our
veterans the treatment they have
earned as promoted by Veterans’ Af-
fairs Chairman JEFF MILLER of Florida.
Congress has worked to promote
change at the VA. For example, this
week, we passed the Ensuring VA Ac-
countability Act, sponsored by Con-
gressman RYAN COSTELLO. This bipar-
tisan effort clearly demonstrates
meaningful reforms for our veterans
and military families.

I hope President Obama can live up
to his commitment to end delays and
denial of services to our veterans.
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In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and may the President by his actions
never forget September the 11th in the
global war on terrorism.

———

CELEBRATING THE 50TH
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to say
that this week marks the 50-year anni-
versary of the Head Start program, a
momentous achievement in our Na-
tion’s fight to break the cycle of pov-
erty and open the windows of oppor-
tunity for low-income families and
children.

Now, I don’t want to date myself, ac-
tually, but I was in the first class of
Head Start, and today I bring with me
my original certificate of completion
from that program. I am proud to say
that, if it were not for Head Start, I
wouldn’t be here today. You see, as the
daughter of poor immigrants from
Mexico, not many people would think I
would graduate from high school, let
alone college, or get my MBA and even-
tually make my way to the House of
Representatives.

Head Start has served over 32 million
children, and, more importantly, it has
helped families know how to navigate
the school system. My hat is off to the
teachers, to the community volunteers,
to the healthcare coordinators, and to
so many who helped to implement
Head Start programs in their commu-
nities. Your work is transforming our
Nation. It is giving that head start to
our children because they are the fu-
ture of this Nation.

So, Mr. Speaker, I say today, ‘‘Happy
birthday, Head Start.”

——————

REMEMBERING CAPTAIN DUSTIN
LUKASIEWICZ OF ALMA, NE-
BRASKA

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

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in remembrance of
Third District constituent Captain
Dustin Lukasiewicz of Alma, Nebraska.
He and five fellow marines were killed
in a helicopter crash last week while
providing humanitarian aid to earth-
quake victims in Nepal.

Captain Lukasiewicz made the ulti-
mate sacrifice while trying to assist
victims no one else could reach. His
service reflects the goodness of Amer-
ica, accepting the call to help those
who need it most.

When I spoke with the captain’s
mother yesterday, she told me how her
son called to wish her a happy Mother’s
Day just days before the crash. His at-
tention to loved ones is a reflection of
his life of service and devoting himself
to the care of others.
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Mr. Speaker, please join me in pray-
ing for the captain’s mother, father,
wife, daughter, unborn child, and all
others who lost loved ones in this ter-
rible tragedy. As Memorial Day ap-
proaches, we must make it our priority
to honor and remember our military
heroes, and Captain Lukasiewicz is cer-
tainly one of our heroes.

———

CELEBRATING THE 50TH
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START

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

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, Members
of the House, as Congresswoman SCHA-
KOWSKY and Congresswoman SANCHEZ
just pointed out their involvement in
Head Start, I want you to know I di-
rected a 19-unit Head Start program up
in north central Minnesota in my
youth, and so I am proud to join them
in celebrating this 50th anniversary
that served over 32 million children,
because I was able to see firsthand how
this impacted children’s lives. And
what a testimonial it is to see one of
the first participants go on to become
a Member of the United States Con-
gress and running for the United States
Senate.

Clearly, Head Start is so critical to
our national commitment to every
child, regardless of their circumstances
at birth, to have an opportunity to suc-
ceed in life, developing that wonderful
spark for learning that sets kids up for
success.

So once again, hats off to the edu-
cators, to the directors, to the faculty,
and to the parents, all those who have
made this program such a wonderful,
great success for children all across
America.

———
NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH

(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 to
recognize May as National Foster Care
Month.

Today I would like to applaud the
thousands of families who open their
homes to foster children. It takes a
special kind of caregiver to foster a
child, someone who can drop every-
thing on a moment’s notice and, with-
out hesitation, bring a child into their
home.

In Pennsylvania alone, there are
15,000 children in foster care. That
means we have thousands of amazing
families with hearts big enough to pro-
vide love and care for children who
need a place to call home.

Mr. Speaker, foster children become
an irreplaceable part of the family. In-
deed, the most telling statistic is that
in Pennsylvania 65 percent of families
end up adopting their foster children.
We need families willing to open their
hearts and homes unconditionally to
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children who have been abused and re-
moved from their homes. This is what
so many dedicated foster families are
able to provide.

Mr. Speaker, during National Foster
Care Month, I would like to celebrate
the resiliency of foster children who
overcome great obstacles at such a
young age and recognize the dedicated
foster families who support them.

——
NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH

(Mrs. LAWRENCE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker,
today I stand here to recognize May as
National Foster Care Month. More
than 40,000 of our Nation’s youth are
currently living in the child welfare
system. More than 23,000 youth age out
of the foster care system when they
turn 18, putting them at risk for home-
lessness, criminal exposure, and mental
illness. These statistics paint a grim
picture.

Today I stand here to recognize a
young woman who aged out of the fos-
ter care system, Kamille Tynes, a suc-
cess story. Kamille spent 5 years in the
Michigan foster care system. Her expe-
rience fostered a tireless advocacy for
foster care and resources that our chil-
dren need. She has been given awards
and recognized for her amazing leader-
ship, such as the foster care Out-
standing Young Leaders Award. She is
now creating her own consulting firm
to address those needs. She is a grad-
uate of the University of Michigan.

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask my col-
leagues to please continue to under-
stand the importance of recognizing
and funding our foster care program.

————
NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH

(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, I rise today to recognize
and celebrate May as National Foster
Care Month and welcome many of the
foster care youth who are visiting the
House of Representatives today.

This year’s theme is ‘“Get to Know
the Many Faces of Foster Care.”” The
goal of this special month is to cele-
brate the experiences of the more than
400,000 youth in the child welfare sys-
tem and raise awareness about their
needs.

Mr. Speaker, the foster care system
has and always will hold a special place
in my heart. When I was 11 years old,
my family welcomed a foster -care
child, Bob, into our home. Bob,
throughout the years, has taught me so
much and will be my brother for life.

Today I have the honor of being shad-
owed for the day by Nyeelah Innis of
Newnan, Georgia. Nyeelah has been in
foster care for 8 years, with her first
foster care setting starting when she
was 10 years old. Mr. Speaker, in just
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these few hours, Nyeelah has impressed
me with her positive attitude and ea-
gerness to learn about the legislative
branch of our Federal Government. I
know for certain that this young lady
has a very bright future ahead, like so
many other youth whom we will see
through the Halls of Congress today.

——
O 1230

CONGRESSIONAL FOSTER YOUTH
SHADOW DAY

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

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, I join my
colleagues today in celebration of 63
foster youth and 63 bipartisan Members
of Congress who are participating in
the fourth annual Congressional Cau-
cus on Foster Youth Shadow Day expe-
rience.

The goal of this event is to give fos-
ter youth the opportunity to share
their unique experience with Members
of Congress, as well as gain intimate
insight into the legislative process.

Far too often, we legislate from a
glass tower, far removed from the peo-
ple and places that our laws affect.
Shadow Day was created to address
this very issue, empowering foster
youth from across the country to come
to our Nation’s Capital and share their
stories, while giving Members of Con-
gress the opportunity to learn from the
very young people whose lives we genu-
inely want to improve.

Shadowing me today is Briana, a
beautiful young woman from my home-
town of Los Angeles. Briana became an
open case of the department of child
and family services at the age of 15 due
to abuse by her father. Multiple place-
ments, neglect, and instability defined
her foster care experience.

As she pursues her bachelor’s degree
in accounting at Dillard University in
New Orleans, Briana strives to voice
the real concerns of foster youth and
give strength to her foster peers by
moving towards change. Briana’s ulti-
mate goal is to become a foster care
advocate, encouraging other youth like
her to stand up for themselves in the
child welfare system.

I look forward to hearing more about
Briana’s experience and listening to
her legislative recommendations.
Thank you, Briana, for your resiliency
and your commitment to reforming the
child welfare system.

In honor of Briana and the other 62
foster youth here on the Hill, I invite
my colleagues to join the Congres-
sional Caucus on Foster Youth.

————
NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH

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

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize May as National
Foster Care Month.

On September 30, 2012, there was an
estimated 400,000 children in foster
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care. Sixty-five percent of foster chil-
dren experience at least seven school
changes while in care. Fifty percent of
former foster and probation youth be-
come homeless within the first 18
months of emancipation.

My foster shadow today is Damara.
She is from Pennsylvania, and we are
exchanging some great ideas about fos-
ter care.

All children deserve a safe, loving,
and permanent home. Please become a
foster care parent. My wife and I are
foster care parents and associated with
working with children throughout my
life. We have provided so much for
them, but equally important, they
have provided so much for us.

———
GREEN SCHOOLS

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

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to applaud several Nebraska
schools for their nationally recognized
roles in protecting the environment.

Two Omaha schools—the Edward
‘“Babe’” Gomez Heritage Elementary
School and the Wilson Focus School—
along with the Lincoln School District,
have been named 2015 Green Ribbon
Schools by the U.S. Secretary of Edu-
cation, Arne Duncan.

These schools have been honored for
their promising efforts to reduce nega-
tive environmental impact, ensure en-
vironmental education, promote better
health, and cut utility costs.

As Secretary Duncan has noted,
these schools are ‘‘an inspiration and
deserve the spotlight for embodying
strong examples of innovative learning
and civic engagement.”

It is clear that the honorees are pow-
erful examples of the ways in which
schools can help students cut school
costs, provide healthy learning envi-
ronments, and prepare for the real
world ahead.

I also want to take this opportunity
to honor my good and late friend, Sen-
ator Ron Raikes from Ashland, Ne-
braska, who with me developed the leg-
islation for the focus schools in Ne-
braska. He has been and is sorely
missed.

————

FIX OUR MENTAL HEALTH
SYSTEM

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

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to advocate on behalf of a cause
near and dear to my heart, fixing our
mental health system.

As some of you may know, I have a
family member with a mental illness.
This has allowed me to witness first-
hand where our system fails those with
a mental illness and to see where the
opportunities are for improvement.

As part of my effort to bring about
change to New Hampshire’s mental
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health system, I joined my colleague,
Representative KUSTER, last week in
hosting a mental health summit with
local advocates, healthcare providers,
and New Hampshire lawmakers.

These experts are essential in the
fight to reform and strengthen our
mental health system. It is with their
feedback, perspective, and opinion that
myself, Representative KUSTER, and
my colleagues in Congress can devise
bipartisan solutions to fix this very im-
portant issue.

Together, we can bring about real bi-
partisan change for individuals and
families affected by mental illness. We
need to change this to a patient-cen-
tered and metrics-driven environment
to ensure that Granite State patients
and their families are provided with
the necessary care, support, and re-
sources they deserve.

———

ASIAN AMERICAN AND PACIFIC
ISLANDERS HERITAGE MONTH

(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1

minute.)
Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, Asian
American and Pacific Islanders’

achievements in art, technology, busi-
ness, and education serve as a reminder
that our Nation’s success is built upon
the foundation of diversity.

This is particularly evident in my
district, which is home to the largest
AAPI community in Nevada. The Las
Vegas Asian Chamber of Commerce fa-
cilitated the reinvigoration of our
economy after the 2008 crash.

Chinatown Plaza on Spring Mountain
Road is home to one of the country’s
most popular Chinese New Year cele-
brations. There is a thriving Filipino
district along Maryland Parkway. Doz-
ens of Thai, Japanese, Korean, and Vi-
etnamese shops, restaurants, markets,
and festivals enrich our society and
strengthen our economy.

As we celebrate AAPI Heritage
Month, let us acknowledge the value
immigrants bring to our lives and rec-
ognize how much we all stand to gain
from enacting comprehensive immaigra-
tion reform that honors our country’s
legacy as the land of opportunity.

We don’t simply benefit from the
myriad contributions of immigrants;
we thrive and flourish because of them.

———

RECOGNIZING COLONEL ARTHUR
JEFFREY

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

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, today,
we present a Congressional Gold Medal,
the highest civilian honor bestowed by
Congress, to recognize the distin-
guished service of the American Fight-
er Aces.

One of the Fighter Aces being hon-
ored is Colonel Arthur Jeffrey, who was
credited with shooting down 14 enemy
aircraft during World War II. Colonel
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Jeffrey flew air cover missions during
D-day. In December 1944, he was award-
ed the Silver Star for his ‘‘courage,
combat skills, and gallant leadership”’
while thwarting an enemy mission.

Colonel Jeffrey ended his tour as
commander of the 434th Fighter Squad-
ron. His service was recognized at the
time with the Distinguished Flying
Cross, with one oakleaf cluster, and the
Air Medal, with 16 oakleaf clusters.

Colonel Jeffrey passed away this
April in Yakima, Washington, at the
age of 95, regrettably before this honor
was bestowed.

Please join me in honoring the mem-
ory of Colonel Arthur Jeffrey, a re-

markable American, for his out-
standing service defending our Nation.
———

HEAD START 50TH ANNIVERSARY

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

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, this
week marks the 50th anniversary of
Head Start, a wonderful success story
that empowered 32 million children in
America.

Unfortunately, the future of Head
Start today stands in grave peril due to
the misplaced priorities of the Repub-
lican budget which cuts $759 billion
from nondefense discretionary funds
and will result in 35,000 fewer children
participating in Head Start.

House Democrats want to embrace
the future by investing in early child-
hood education and enacting universal
prekindergarten. Democrats strongly
support President Obama’s initiative
to fully fund Head Start and expand
the Early Head Start-Childcare Part-
nerships. Research shows that high-
quality early education is a great in-
vestment in a child’s life and our Na-
tion’s future.

Mr. Speaker, our children are our fu-
ture. As Head Starters across the coun-
try plant rose bushes this week to com-
memorate President Johnson’s Rose
Garden launching of Head Start, this
Congress must reject the misplaced
priorities of the Republican budget and
embrace a brighter future for our chil-
dren.

———
HONORING WARRIORS WEEKEND

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

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, 1
am here today to pay tribute to our
veterans and to the men and women of
our Armed Forces who wake up every
day, put on our Nation’s uniform, and
don’t know if they are going to be
home that evening safely with their
families.

Last weekend, volunteers came to-
gether in Port O’Connor, Texas, to
honor more than 900 veterans and cur-
rent members of the Armed Forces for
the ninth annual Warriors Weekend.
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Warriors Weekend brings together
military members who have been
wounded during combat in the global
war on terror—and not just those who
are wounded physically, but also those
with invisible scars, like PTSD and de-
pression.

Mr. Speaker, many of these current
and former military members are still
in recovery and physical rehabilita-
tion, but the weekend event gives them
the chance to build a support network
and have a great time enjoying the
Texas outdoors.

Warriors Weekend was created in
part by veterans who served during
Vietnam. They knew all too well how
it felt to return home from war and be
looked down on. They wanted to make
sure every member of the military is
welcomed home properly, and they
knew that our wounded veterans often-
times have needs that are overlooked.

I urge Members to support Warriors
Weekend again next year.

———

PASS A LONG-TERM PLAN TO FIX
OUR NATION’S TRANSPORTATION
INFRASTRUCTURE

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, the House voted
yvesterday to approve a 2-month exten-
sion of the highway trust fund. I am
pleased we were able to pass a short-
term fix, but it is time to stop kicking
the can down the road.

I urge my colleagues to use the next
60 days to come up with a long-term
plan to invest in our Nation’s transpor-
tation infrastructure, a plan that will
create jobs, strengthen American com-
petitiveness, and lay the groundwork
for future economic growth.

I asked the Joint Economic Com-
mittee staff to analyze the costs of
U.S. underinvestment in infrastruc-
ture, and this map tells an important
part of the story.

Across the country, one in four
bridges are structurally deficient or
functionally obsolete. That is scary,
and it is a matter of public safety.
Americans are taking tens of millions
of trips every day over bridges that are
in need of repair.

As you can see on the map, in some
States, over one-third of the bridges
are failing. Here in the Nation’s Cap-
ital, 70 percent of our bridges are fail-
ing. We should fix our crumbling infra-
structure as a matter of public safety
and as a matter of national pride.

To see how your State is doing, you
can download the map and the raw
data behind it from the JEC,
jec.senate.gov.

I urge my colleagues to support in-
frastructure. It is time to move beyond
a 2-month extension and, instead, work
on a long-term solution to this critical
and important and economic develop-
ment challenge.
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NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as
we celebrate National Foster Care
Month, first recognized by President
Ronald Reagan in 1988, I would like to
thank the dedicated foster families, so-
cial workers, and service providers for
their commitment to help children.

May is also a time to shed light on
the plight of nearly 400,000 children and
youth who are currently in our coun-
try’s foster care system, and we call for
safe and nurturing environments for
these vulnerable members of our soci-
ety.

In an effort to give qualified adoptive
and foster parents an opportunity to
make a lasting difference in the lives
of these children, I will be introducing
bipartisan, bicameral legislation that
would help ensure that more children
have the opportunity to be raised in a
loving and supportive home that they
can call their own.

The Every Child Deserves a Family
Act would ensure that prejudices plays
no part in adoption and foster care
placements. A parent’s ability to care
for a child should not be determined by
any parent’s sexual orientation or gen-
der identity, but by their love.

————
0 1245

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2262, SPURRING PRIVATE
AEROSPACE COMPETITIVENESS
AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP ACT
OF 2015; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 880, AMERICAN
RESEARCH AND COMPETITIVE-
NESS ACT OF 2015, PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF MO-
TIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES;
AND PROVIDING FOR PRO-
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD
FROM MAY 22, 2015, THROUGH
MAY 29, 2015

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 273 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 273

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2262) to facili-
tate a pro-growth environment for the devel-
oping commercial space industry by encour-
aging private sector investment and creating
more stable and predictable regulatory con-
ditions, and for other purposes. The first
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with.
All points of order against consideration of
the bill are waived. General debate shall be
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology or their respective designees. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
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for amendment under the five-minute rule.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on Science, Space, and Technology now
printed in the bill, it shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 114-17. That amendment in the nature
of a substitute shall be considered as read.
All points of order against that amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to that amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be in order except
those printed in part A of the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 880) to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to simplify and make permanent
the research credit. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
The amendment in the nature of a substitute
recommended by the Committee on Ways
and Means now printed in the bill, modified
by the amendment printed in part B of the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution, shall be considered
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the bill, as amended,
are waived. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto,
to final passage without intervening motion
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Ways
and Means; and (2) one motion to recommit
with or without instructions.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time on
the legislative day of May 21, 2015, for the
Speaker to entertain motions that the House
suspend the rules as though under clause 1 of
rule XV. The Speaker or his designee shall
consult with the Minority Leader or her des-
ignee on the designation of any matter for
consideration pursuant to this section.

SEC. 4. The Committee on Appropriations
may, at any time before 5 p.m. on Wednes-
day, May 27, 2015, file privileged reports to
accompany measures making appropriations
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016.

SEC. 5. On any legislative day during the
period from May 22, 2015, through May 29,
2015—

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the
previous day shall be considered as approved;
and

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the
House adjourned to meet at a date and time,
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
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cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by
the Chair in declaring the adjournment.

SEC. 6. The Speaker may appoint Members
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by section 5 of
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of
rule 1.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, on Tues-
day, the Rules Committee met and re-
ported a rule for two bills—H.R. 2262,
the SPACE Act of 2015, and H.R. 880,
the American Research and Competi-
tiveness Act of 2015. House Resolution
273 provides for a structured rule for
the consideration of H.R. 2262 and a
closed rule for the consideration of
H.R. 880.

The resolution provides for 1 hour of
debate, equally divided between the
chair and the ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology, for H.R. 2262,
and 1 hour of debate, equally divided
between the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Ways
and Means, for H.R. 880.

The resolution also provides for the
consideration of seven amendments to
H.R. 2262, and it provides for a motion
to recommit for each bill. In addition,
the rule provides for the normal recess
authorities to allow the chair to man-
age pro forma sessions; it provides for
the Committee on Appropriations to
have the opportunity to file reports
during the district work period; and it
provides for suspension authority for
Thursday to provide flexibility on the
last day prior to the district work pe-
riod.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the resolution and the underlying
legislation.

Both of these bills represent critical
investments in science and techno-
logical innovation. On the floor this
week, we have debated and passed sev-
eral pieces of legislation to encourage
the research and development of new
technologies and ideas, moving our
economy and our country forward and
cementing our place in the world as the
leader in scientific discovery.

These discoveries and the research
they require will promote and create
high-tech, high-paying jobs that can
have untold benefits to our economy,
benefiting all Americans. The rule and
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the underlying legislation we have
under consideration today continues
that objective, and I look forward to
discussing these critical issues with
our colleagues here in the House.

H.R. 2262, the SPACE Act of 2015, is a
package of four bills that will update
the Commercial Space Launch Act.
H.R. 2262, the SPACE Act, as intro-
duced by the majority leader, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCAR-
THY), will facilitate a progrowth envi-
ronment for the commercial space in-
dustry by encouraging private sector
investment and by creating a more sta-
ble and predictable regulatory environ-
ment.

H.R. 1508, the Space Resource Explo-
ration and Utilization Act, introduced
by the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
POSEY), will promote the development
of a United States commercial space
resource exploration and utilization in-
dustry, and it will increase the explo-
ration and utilization of resources in
outer space.

H.R. 2261, the Commercial Remote
Sensing Act, introduced by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
BRIDENSTINE), will facilitate the con-
tinued development of the commercial
remote sensing industry and protect
our national security.

Finally, H.R. 2263, the Office of Space
Commerce Act, proposed by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), will rename the Office of
Space Commercialization to the Office
of Space Commerce, and it will seek to
foster the conditions for the economic
and technological growth of the United
States space commerce industry.

This package of bills will ensure
American leadership in space by fos-
tering a strong and vibrant commercial
space industry. Without this legisla-
tion, the commercial space industry
may face a myriad of regulatory hur-
dles that would threaten America’s
continued exceptionalism in space ex-
ploration.

The other underlying bill in this rule,
H.R. 880, addresses the research and de-
velopment tax credit. In 1981, President
Reagan signed into law a critical re-
search and development tax credit, but
Washington has let it expire and then
has renewed it over a dozen times since
then.

As we discussed last month as to our
tax credits, Mr. Speaker, the R&D tax
credit was included in the package of
retroactive bills and extenders that
was signed by the President on Decem-
ber 19 of last year, providing just 7
business days of certainty for busi-
nesses seeking to utilize this provision
of our Tax Code. It, along with all of
the others that expired again on De-
cember 31 of last year, currently re-
main expired. The temporary nature of
the now expired research credit limits
its effectiveness, which prevents some
businesses from having certainty on
long-term investments in U.S.-based
research and development.

More research and development
means more innovation, greater eco-
nomic growth, and more American
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jobs. In 2012, American companies in-
vested $302 billion in research and de-
velopment. As of 2011, 1.47 million
Americans worked directly in research
and development. Increased certainty,
combined with the simplification of
our Tax Code, would lead to more re-
search and more American jobs.

Investment in research and develop-
ment is the key to America remaining
the world’s leader in innovation. The
percentage of patents awarded by the
U.S. Patent Office has increased each
year, but the share awarded to U.S.
innovators has declined. In the year
2000, 54 percent of the patents awarded
were of American origin. By 2014, the
number fell to 48 percent. From 2001 to
2011, America’s share of global research
and development declined from 37 per-
cent to just 30 percent.

By making the research credit per-
manent, researchers can stop worrying
about whether Congress is going to ex-
tend the tax credit and can, instead,
focus on new discoveries that will help
fuel our economy and grow jobs.

I look forward to debating these bills
with our House colleagues, and I urge
support for the rule and the underlying
legislation.

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

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I thank the gentleman from Ohio
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes for debate.

I rise today in opposition to the rule
and the underlying bills.

Before I proceed, I did not speak dur-
ing the 1 minutes, and I want to also
take cognizance of this being the 50th
anniversary of Head Start and, addi-
tionally, this month of May as being
Foster Care Month. Like many Mem-
bers, I have a young person who has a
more than compelling story about fos-
ter care—Ke’Onda Johnson from Royal
Palm, Florida—who is shadowing me
today, and I am delighted that she and
other youngsters have this oppor-
tunity.

Mr. Speaker, this rule provides for
the consideration of H.R. 880, the
American Research and Competitive-
ness Act of 2015, and H.R. 2262, the
SPACE Act of 2015—two separate bills,
wholly unrelated in content and pur-
pose.

As a first order of business, I believe
it is critical that I take a moment to
highlight the manner in which we are
debating this rule today. The delibera-
tion of multiple, unrelated bills under
a single rule is a disturbing trend that
has ballooned under Republican leader-
ship and is one that threatens the very
foundation of the democratic process.
Forcing several pieces of legislation
into a single rule not only prevents
Members of this Chamber from making
informed judgments about the proper
floor procedure for each measure, but
it also leads to disjointed and often
perplexing debates about an assort-
ment of unconnected issues.
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Votes on the House floor should re-
flect where Members stand on the spe-
cific questions at issue, not on a set of
complex and unrelated procedures,
some of which they support and others
which they oppose.

Indeed, just yesterday, the House
considered H. Res. 271, a rule providing
for consideration of three measures:
the Highway and Transportation Fund-
ing Act, the Legislative Branch Appro-
priations Act, and the America COM-
PETES Reauthorization bill.

The debate on that rule vacillated
from surface transportation projects,
to funding for the legislative branch, to
the prioritization of science research
development. Such debate erodes the
integrity of House proceedings by cre-
ating confusing alternations in subject
matter that eliminate the ability to re-
inforce a line of reasoning or respond
to opposing arguments.

The grab-bag approach has sky-
rocketed since Republicans assumed
control of the House in 2011, with a
record 49 grab-bag rules reported out
during the 113th Congress. Even more
disheartening, we are on schedule to
shatter this record during the 114th
Congress, having already approved an
unconscionable 14 of these rules in less
than 5 months.

In fairness, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules did say, in response to
one of my colleagues and myself the
day before, that this practice is not
likely to continue at its present pace,
and I await the opportunity for him to
fulfill his view with reference to that
matter.

Mr. Speaker, I stand before you
today for consideration of yet another
grab-bag rule governing two bills of
significant importance that, as a result
of this rule, will undoubtedly escape
the due consideration each deserves.

H.R. 880, the American Research and
Competitiveness Act of 2015, would
make permanent a tax credit for quali-
fied research expenses that expired at
the end of last year. It is my strong be-
lief that Democrats and Republicans,
alike, support a tax credit that will
help facilitate innovation and foster
advancements in research, enabling
American companies to grow and pros-
per. Technological innovation stem-
ming from research and development
serves as an important engine to our
Nation’s economic growth.

My opposition to this piece of legisla-
tion, therefore, comes in first part
from my Republican colleagues’ deci-
sion to make this tax credit permanent
in what I view as a fiscally irrespon-
sible way.

Mr. Speaker, my Republican friends
have long touted themselves as the
party of fiscal responsibility. For this
reason, I find it a bit insincere that
they now seek to implement a tax cred-
it with no offsets for lost revenue. As a
result, the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation estimates that this bill would
add almost $182 billion to the deficit
over the next 10 years. I have stated
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time and time again that we cannot
continue to provide tax cuts and cred-
its without a mechanism to pay for
them. It is comical to me that my Re-
publican friends claim to be the party
of fiscal responsibility while they, in
the same breath, advocate a measure
that would add nearly $200 billion to
the Federal deficit.

In addition to this legislation’s reck-
less budgetary impact, I disagree with
the piecemeal approach the majority
has taken in making these tax credits
permanent. More than 50 tax provisions
expired at the end of last year, many of
them critical to the middle and work-
ing class and, yes, poor families. And
yet, instead of addressing the issues
facing our Tax Code in a comprehen-
sive, bipartisan way, the majority has
decided to leave certain tax credits—
ones that would directly improve the
lives of hard-working American fami-
lies, such as the work opportunity tax
credit, the new markets tax credit, and
renewable energy tax credit—to an un-
certain fate.

The American people expect, and I
am sure that they deserve, a Tax Code
that supports our shared priorities.
Cherry-picking tax credits to extend,
and then allowing those credits to dra-
matically increase the deficit, is, in my
view, a step in the wrong direction. It
is an unacceptable step away from bi-
partisan, comprehensive tax reform.

I agree, as most of my colleagues
likely do as well, that the research tax
credit is critical for American innova-
tion. That is why I am truly dis-
appointed, although not surprised, that
my Republican friends have again cho-
sen to place partisan politicking above
the needs of our constituents.

This rule also provides for consider-
ation of the SPACE Act of 2015, an-
other piece of once bipartisan legisla-
tion that has been distorted into an un-
recognizable measure that panders to
industry giants without regard for the
safety of the American public or of
spaceflight passengers.

While the enticement of space travel
hovers over the objectives of this legis-
lation, we must address the reality of
what this bill seeks to accomplish.
First, this bill reads like a laundry list
of commercial space launch industry
requests, exempting it from needed
safety regulations and providing essen-
tially complete immunity for civil law-
suits by removing claims related to
commercial space launches from State
court and mandating that they be
heard in Federal Court, where few ap-
propriate legal remedies exist. In prac-
tice, this measure will immunize com-
mercial space companies from legal li-
ability, even in cases of recklessness or
intentional misconduct.

Also troubling, this bill provides tre-
mendous subsidies for insurance cov-
erage—and that is kind of interesting—
to protect wealthy recreational space-
craft passengers. Why on earth, and
there is no pun intended here, are we
spending taxpayer dollars on individ-
uals wealthy enough to travel into
space for sport?
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While it is uncontested that the
issues these bills seek to address are
important, the partisan way in which
they have been presented prevents a ro-
bust deliberation, and I therefore op-
pose both the rule and the underlying
bills.

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

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to respond to some of the com-
ments of the gentleman from Florida
and remind him that each bill will be
separately debated and that, obviously,
this combined rule is a floor time man-
agement technique that the chairman
of the Committee on Rules yesterday
said was an aberration. I take him at
his word; and I think it is important to
note that, during Democratic majori-
ties, this was certainly not an unheard-
of practice, either.

I do want to make sure that I reit-
erate that every bill will be separately
debated; and I would remind the gen-
tleman that, during the time we have
to debate the rule, if we actually stick
to the topics related to the bills and
the rules, it will help us manage our
floor time even better.

With that, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY).

Mr. POSEY. I thank the gentleman
from Ohio for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the rule and the underlying legisla-
tion.

Despite some of the comments we
have heard from across the aisle this
morning, I remember my first 2 years,
my first term here, and not one time
was I allowed to even file a single
amendment to a single bill here. All
the rules were closed, and it was run
like a king would run a kingdom, not a
democratic republic. Here, today, I
think the other side has already filed
seven amendments on one of these
bills. That is seven times more than I
ever got to dream about filing when
you ran this place.

Another great thing about this bill,
you actually get to read it before we
pass it. We have done all our bills like
that since we have taken control. You
actually get to read the bills before
they are passed. When you all were in
the majority, we had to pass them be-
fore you read them. I think you re-
member the famous quote.

You refer to this as a grab bag. The
only grab bag I see here is the litany of
totally unrelated subjects rattled off,
as if they somehow related to this bill.
I mean, that doesn’t pass the straight
face test.

Now to the bill. I would like to thank
the majority leader, KEVIN MCCARTHY,
and Chairman LAMAR SMITH for their
hard work on the SPACE Act. The
SPACE Act will help ensure American
leadership in space, facilitating the
growth and stability of the commercial
space industry. This is an important,
historic, and exciting piece of legisla-
tion.

This legislation includes many im-
portant provisions to update our laws
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and the oversight of the commercial
space industry, including title 2 of the
Space Resource Exploration and Utili-
zation Act—historic, bipartisan, bi-
cameral legislation introduced with
my colleague from the State of Wash-
ington, DEREK KILMER.

I appreciate the support H.R. 1508, in-
corporated herein, has received from
many members of the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology and
the thorough work and research of Sen-
ators PATTY MURRAY and MARCO RUBIO,
who introduced identical legislation in
the United States Senate.

The SPACE Act also includes a provi-
sion which would streamline regula-
tions and encourage cooperation be-
tween government agencies’ commer-
cial space activities to eliminate red
tape and bureaucracy that are imped-
ing development of America’s commer-
cial space industry.

The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, the Department of Defense, the
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, and other agencies are
all involved in overseeing many com-
mercial space launches, and sometimes
there are duplicative measures that
could be streamlined, cutting costs to
both the Federal Government and com-
mercial companies and making the
United States companies more com-
petitive in the global marketplace.

Let me add that this bill includes a
provision requiring the FAA to provide
direction for space support vehicles,
also known as experimental aircraft.
Unfortunately, for too long, the FAA
has held off providing direction by
means of a regulatory framework for
these endeavors to safely support the
United States commercial space en-
deavors. In Florida, there is such an
entity, approved by NASA and oper-
ating out of the Kennedy Space Center,
which the FAA grounded because they
use experimental aircraft. This is a tes-
tament that FAA needs serious reform
and needs to be brought into the 2lst
century.

In short, the SPACE Act is a critical
piece of legislation to the future of our
commercial space industry, and it is
important to our space exploration ef-
forts as well.

I thank my colleagues again for their
work on the SPACE Act and urge all
Members to support the rule today and
passage of this important legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MARCHANT). Members are reminded to
direct their remarks to the Chair and
not to other Members in the second
person.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN),
who is the ranking member on the
Committee on Ways and Means and a
good friend of mine.

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. I thank Mr. HASTINGS for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, this debate is not about
support for the R&D credit. Democrats
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have a long track record of supporting
the R&D tax credit. Indeed, I have
often been the author of legislation to
strengthen it.

This debate, purely and simply, is
about fiscal responsibility, about tak-
ing one tax provision and making it
permanent without paying one dime
for it.

When former Chairman Camp un-
veiled a tax reform proposal last year,
he undertook a comprehensive consid-
eration of the more than 50 tax provi-
sions that expired at the end of last
year, but in a fiscally responsible man-
ner.
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This bill does just the opposite. It
continues a helter-skelter approach to-
ward tax extenders, without any regard
whatsoever for paying the hundreds of
billions of dollars they cost to make
them permanent.

Last year, Ways and Means Repub-
licans passed 14 permanent extensions
at a cost of $825 billion. They went no-
where because the President has made
clear his opposition to this approach.

With this bill, this year’s price tag
has reached $586.3 billion. It is particu-
larly glaring that the majority is pass-
ing unpaid-for tax cuts the very same
week that they once again put off a
long-term extension of highway fund-
ing because they are unable to find a
revenue stream.

There is no lack of support for the
R&D credit among us Democrats. It is
the approach Republicans are taking
that we oppose and strongly so. It is
fiscally irresponsible indeed, and it
would leave behind vital provisions
that help hard-working American fami-
lies, like the expansion of the earned
income tax credit, the child tax credit,
and the American opportunity tax
credit.

We stand ready to work with the ma-
jority on tax reform and on a long-
term extension of highway funding. To-
day’s R&D bill is tax reform in reverse.
It makes talk of fiscal responsibility
hypocrisy and creates another big fi-
nancial pothole standing in the way of
long-term highway funding.

Vote ‘“‘no” on this rule, and vote
“no”” on the bill relating to R&D tax
credits.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I stand
steadfastly against not only the way in
which we have been conducting busi-
ness with regard to the way we report
out rules, but also to both underlying
bills for their partisan posturing and
failure to address the important issues
facing the middle class in this country.

We cannot continue to provide tax
credits without establishing a revenue
offset, enact tax policies that favor a
partisan agenda and push us further
away from needed comprehensive tax
reform, or offer legislative gifts to in-
dustry giants at the expense of the
American public.
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Mr. Speaker, Memorial Day is next
Monday. If we defeat the previous ques-
tion, I am going to offer an amendment
to the rule to bring up Representative
BROWNLEY’s Help Hire Our Heroes Act,
H.R. 607.

H.R. 607 would reauthorize the Vet-
erans Retraining Assistance Program,
which expired in March 2014. That pro-
gram paid for veterans to get training
for high-demand occupations, and dur-
ing its 3 years in existence, it helped
more than 76,000 veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ and defeat
the previous question; vote ‘“‘no’” on the
underlying bills.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I appreciate the remarks of the gen-
tleman from Florida, but I would like
to respond to a few of the comments.

The R&D tax credit has been over-
whelmingly supported for the last 16
extensions, the last time garnering 378
votes. Only 46 Members voted against
the R&D tax credit.

The R&D tax credit will be passed
again. In fact, the gentleman from
Michigan admitted, Mr. Speaker, that
the vast majority of Democrats will
vote to extend the R&D tax credit. In
fact, they will do it every year for the
next 10 years, like they have the last
few years. When it is done every year,
they don’t insist it is paid for.

If you will do it for 10 years in a row
without paying for it—the entire budg-
et window—why don’t we just all cre-
ate some certainty for our businesses
so we can invest in high-tech jobs and
growing our economy, Mr. Speaker?

Let’s create certainty for the Amer-
ican people. Let’s pass the bill. Let’s
pass the rule. Let’s pass the previous
question.

I think, unfortunately, the argu-
ments from the gentleman from Flor-
ida, Mr. Speaker, really encourage cliff
politics—high-stakes, expiring legisla-
tion that the American people don’t
want. The American people want us to
create certainty. They want us to sup-
port jobs. They want us to support our
technological innovation in this coun-
try, Mr. Speaker.

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port the rule and support the under-
lying bills, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | support
the Rule on H.R. 2262, the Spurring Private
Aerospace Competitiveness and Entrepreneur-
ship Act of 2015 (the SPACE Act of 2015).
And | thank Majority Leader MCCARTHY for
sponsoring this important legislation. The
space community is well served having Leader
MCCARTHY as a champion.

This bill is the product of over three years
of work. Congress solicited input from nearly
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every stakeholder group. That is reflected in
the broad support that this bill has received.

From industry, to education groups, to
grassroots citizen advocacy groups, this bill
has been praised by virtually every interested
party.

The process to getting here was inclusive
and exhaustive. The Science, Space, and
Technology Committee held numerous hear-
ings on the topic over the last three years.

On November 19, 2013, the Committee held
a hearing on the commercial space industry.
On February 14, 2014, the Committee held a
hearing on updates to the Commercial Space
Launch Act. On April 29, 2014, the Committee
held a hearing on the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration’s (FAA) space traffic management
proposal and orbital debris. On February 27,
2015, the Committee held a hearing on the
Commercial Crew program.

Last October, staff formally submitted a draft
to the minority. Within the last two months, the
majority and minority have worked to write
many of the provisions in the underlying bill.

For instance, Section 101, which deals with
Consensus Standards, is the result of bipar-
tisan negotiations. The same can be said for
Section 102, which calls for an update to the
maximum probable loss calculation under in-
demnification.

Section 103, which pertains to Launch Vehi-
cle Flexibility, is identical to the bipartisan pro-
vision sponsored by Senators HEINRICH and
RuBlo that easily passed the Senate Com-
merce Committee last year by voice vote.

Section 104 clarifies the role of Government
Astronauts and is almost identical to the provi-
sion requested by the FAA and NASA.

The minority also played a role in writing
Section 108 on Orbital Traffic Management.
Section 109 on State Commercial Spaceports
also addressed bipartisan requests.

Section 111 on the Streamlining of Com-
mercial Space Launch Activities is similar to
language already in the Senate’s bill, and Sec-
tion 112 was the result of an amendment in
Committee that earned bipartisan support.

Title 2 of the bill focuses on Space Re-
source Exploration and Utilization. As a stand-
alone bill, it was the subject of a hearing last
September and it is cosponsored by both Re-
publicans and Democrats. It even has a
Democratic champion on the Senate side,
Senator MURRAY.

Title 3 of the bill addresses Commercial Re-
mote Sensing and also benefits from bipar-
tisan co-sponsorship. When it was marked up
in Committee last week, it enjoyed unanimous
support. The same can be said of Title 4 of
the bill that pertains to the Office of Space
Commerce.

At the Committee’s recent markup, eight
amendments to the provisions we are consid-
ering today were adopted—three of which
were amendments offered by Democrats.

The Rule before us today allows for consid-
eration of five Democratic amendments and
two Republican amendments. The majority
has gone out of its way to include the minority
in this process.

In fact, the Administration said in a state-
ment that it, “does not oppose House passage
of the bill”’—a rarity for bills considered under
a Rule.

This bill facilitates a pro-growth environment
for the developing commercial space industry
by encouraging private sector investment, cre-
ating more stable and predictable regulatory
conditions, and improving safety.
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The Act ensures American leadership in
space and fosters the development of ad-
vanced technologies. | urge my colleagues to
support this Rule as well as the underlying bill,
and | thank the Majority Leader once again for
his initiative on this legislation.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
speak on the rule for H.R. 2262, the SPACE
Act of 2015.

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution states that “The Congress shall have
Power to promote the Progress of Science
and useful Arts, by securing for limited Times
to Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right
to their respective Writings and Discoveries

It does not say that the Congress shall have
the right to ignore.

The United States space program has ex-
isted for over half a century and my commit-
ment to providing NASA with the resources to
carry the agency forward with its ambitious
agenda of research, exploration, and dis-
covery is unwavering.

NASA continues to push the boundaries of
what is possible, keeping our Nation on the
forefront of innovation and exploration.

It is the responsibility of this Congress to
ensure that the future of space exploration re-
mains a part of our national destiny.

It inspires our children to look to the stars
and dream of what they too, one day, may
achieve.

The Jackson Lee Amendments made in
order by the Rules Committee are intended to
improve the Space Act.

My amendments are simple and will im-
prove the bill.

1. Jackson Lee Amendments to H.R. 2262

This Jackson Lee Amendment Number 8,
would facilitate the participation of HBCU, His-
panic Serving Institutions, National Indian insti-
tutions, in fellowships, work-study and employ-
ment opportunities in the emerging commer-
cial space industry.

My amendment would increase awareness
among underrepresented groups in STEM em-
ployment and education opportunities in the
commercial space industry.

One of the most enduring difficulties faced
by underrepresented populations in the STEM
field is a lack of awareness and understanding
of the connection between STEM and employ-
ment opportunities.

In 2012, a survey found that despite the na-
tion’s growing demand for more workers in
science, technology, engineering, and math,
the skills gap among the largest ethnic and ra-
cial minorities groups remains stubbornly wide.

Blacks and Latinos account for only 7 per-
cent, of the STEM workforce despite rep-
resenting 28 percent of the U.S. population.

2. Jackson Lee Amendment on Minority and
Women Owned Businesses

The Jackson Lee Amendment requires that
provisions of the bill that address future legis-
lation also lay the foundation for the commer-
cial space industry include work on how to ef-
fectively conduct outreach to small business
concerns owned and controlled by women and
minorities.

| have worked hard to help small business
owners to fully realize their potential.

That is why | support entrepreneurial devel-
opment programs, including the Small Busi-
ness Development Center and Women’s Busi-
ness Center programs.

These initiatives provide counseling in a va-
riety of critical areas, including business plan
development, finance, and marketing.
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Outreach is key to developing healthy and
diverse small businesses.

There are approximately 6 million minority
owned businesses in the United States, rep-
resenting a significant aspect of our economy.

According to the most recent available Cen-
sus data, minority owned businesses employ
nearly 6 million Americans and generate $1
trillion dollars in economic output.

Women owned businesses have increased
20% between 2002 and 2007, and currently
total close to 8 million.

My home city of Houston, Texas, the home
of the Johnson Space Center, is also home to
more than 60,000 women owned businesses,
and more than 60,000 African American
owned businesses.

Final Jackson Lee Amendment Seeks Fund-
ing To Continue Space Exploration R&D

The taxpayer has invested in space explo-
ration for decades.

This investment is reaping benefits for the
commercial space industry today.

3. The Jackson Lee Amendment not included
in the Rule would have provided revenue
for research and development work to
continue on challenges that hinder
manned and unmanned space flight.

Many of the startup companies entering the
space industry have few resources to dedicate
to basic research.

There are still critical areas of research that
must be done to make space flight as safe as
commercial transportation systems are today.

Although commercial transportation is not
100 percent without risk, it is much safer than
it would have been without dedicated and fo-
cused basic and applied research to address
safety issues.

While the government supports the aspira-
tions of companies large and small to become
part of the commercial space industry, it
should still be the responsibility of NASA to
pursue research that can save lives and im-
prove space travel.

If the future we envision is one where thou-
sands of businesses will benefit from commer-
cial and government space exploration and in-
vestment efforts then investing today in tomor-
row’s economy makes good sense.

Although I believe the Jackson Lee Amend-
ments will improve the Bill, there exist
troubling aspects of the bill:

First, it is regrettable that the SPACE Act
will restrict the “learning period” of the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) regulation of
spacecraft.

This learning period should be extended for
a shorter period than the ten-year extension
through 2025 included in the bill.

Second, a voluntary industry consensus
standard would provide a strategy that im-
proves the overall safety of the industry as op-
posed to performance-based regulations.

Finally, | have concerns about the ability of
U.S. companies to move forward with innova-
tive space initiatives without authority to en-
sure continuing supervision of these initiatives
as delineated in the Outer Space Treaty.

Thus, | hope we can all work together in ad-
dressing these troubling aspects of the bill.

| ask my colleagues to vote for the Jackson
Lee Amendments.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 273 OFFERED BY

MR. HASTINGS OF FLORIDA

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing new sections:
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SEC. 7. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 607) to amend the VOW
to Hire Heroes Act of 2011 to extend the Vet-
erans Retraining Assistant Program, and for
other purposes. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. All
points of order against provisions in the bill
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the
Committee of the Whole rises and reports
that it has come to no resolution on the bill,
then on the next legislative day the House
shall, immediately after the third daily
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV,
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for
further consideration of the bill.

Sec. 8. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 607.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
““The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . .. [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
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vious question on the rule. . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of adoption of the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays
183, not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 250]

YEAS—241
Abraham Cole Garrett
Aderholt Collins (GA) Gibbs
Allen Collins (NY) Gibson
Amash Comstock Gohmert
Amodei Conaway Goodlatte
Babin Cook Gosar
Barletta Costello (PA) Gowdy
Barr Cramer Granger
Barton Crawford Graves (GA)
Benishek Crenshaw Graves (LA)
Bilirakis Culberson Graves (MO)
Bishop (MI) Dayvis, Rodney Griffith
Bishop (UT) Denham Grothman
Black Dent Guinta
Blackburn DeSantis Guthrie
Blum DesJarlais Hanna
Bost Diaz-Balart Hardy
Boustany Dold Harper
Brady (TX) Duffy Harris
Brat Duncan (SC) Hartzler
Bridenstine Duncan (TN) Heck (NV)
Brooks (AL) Ellmers (NC) Hensarling
Brooks (IN) Emmer (MN) Herrera Beutler
Buchanan Farenthold Hice, Jody B.
Buck Fincher Hill
Bucshon Fitzpatrick Holding
Burgess Fleischmann Hudson
Byrne Fleming Huelskamp
Calvert Flores Huizenga (MI)
Carter (GA) Forbes Hultgren
Carter (TX) Fortenberry Hunter
Chabot Foxx Hurd (TX)
Clawson (FL) Franks (AZ) Hurt (VA)
Coffman Frelinghuysen Issa
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Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch

Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert

NAYS—183

Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
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Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton

Trott

Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin

Zinke

Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger

Rush Sherman Torres
Ryan (OH) Sinema Van Hollen
Sanchez, Linda Sires Vargas

T. Slaughter Veasey
Sanchez, Loretta Smith (WA) Vela
Sarbanes Speier Velazquez
Schakowsky Swalwell (CA) Visclosky
Schiff Takai Walz
Schrader Takano Waters, Maxine
Scott (VA) Thompson (CA) Watson Coleman
Scott, David Thompson (MS) Welch
Serrano Titus Wilson (FL)
Sewell (AL) Tonko Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—8
Capps Donovan Tsongas
Chaffetz Frankel (FL) Wasserman
Curbelo (FL) Larsen (WA) Schultz
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Messrs. BEN RAY LUJAN of New
Mexico, TAKAI, and RUSH changed
their vote from ‘“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall vote 250, | was not present because |
was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

(By unanimous consent, Mr. BRADY
of Pennsylvania was allowed to speak
out of order.)

MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR THOSE LOST IN THE

PHILADELPHIA TRAIN DERAILMENT

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, on Tuesday, May 12, we had a
horrific train derailment crash in the
city of Philadelphia. So first off, our
thoughts and prayers are with the
eight men and women who lost their
lives and the over 200 who were injured.

I have never been more proud of the
men and women who live and work in
the city of Philadelphia, the city of
brotherly love and sisterly affection.
We had this major catastrophe at 9:15
at night. Within 4 minutes, our first re-
sponders—our police, our fire, Police
Commissioner Ramsey, Fire Commis-
sioner Sawyer—were on the scene.

The scene was in total darkness, and
we had volunteers from the neighbor-
hood who even joined in. Imagine, total
darkness. The only light was flash-
lights flashing back and forth.

I stand here as proud as I could be of
the mayor of the city of Philadelphia,
Michael Nutter, who, from Tuesday
until Sunday, was on that scene con-
stantly, orchestrating the administra-
tion people, moving them around, con-
soling families, making sure that all
were accounted for, and even making
sure that their belongings were given
back to them.

I can’t be more proud of our hospitals
and our universities. Universities
opened their doors for loved ones to
come. And our hospitals, the doctors,
nurses, all the men and women who
worked there—there were doctors who
worked 30 hours and went back home
and couldn’t sleep and came back to
work another 12 hours.

But most importantly, two things
really struck me. Temple University
Hospital in the city of Philadelphia had
a lot of the injured people admitted to
their hospital. The students who go to
Temple TUniversity heard about it,
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jumped on their bicycles, and rode
down to assist all those in the hospital,
whether it be by pushing a gurney or
whether it would be consoling a family
member or putting a family member
with a loved one.

And the neighbors, the neighbors ran
out—again, in total darkness. There
were 200 people-plus injured. Neighbors
ran through, helping out through all
the soot, picking them up, pulling
them out of the trains, bringing them
into their house, bringing out water,
going to a local store and buying
water, bringing towels, wiping them
down.

One person said:

I am sorry I am in your home. I am full of
soot, and I am dirtying your rug and your
couch.

And in response, the lady said:

That is okay. We can buy more couches,
and we can buy more things, more whatever
we need to buy. But you can’t buy your
health back. So we want to be here to be able
to help you in the best way we can.

I am honored to be standing here
with my colleagues from Pennsylvania
and some others from throughout the
country. Some lost a loved one.

I am extremely proud to recognize
Chairman JEFF DENHAM and Ranking
Member MIKE CAPUANO, who assisted
me and toured the site with me. I ap-
preciate their concern, and I appreciate
them being there.

So, Mr. Speaker, the best way we can
honor these men and women is to make
sure this accident never again happens
in the United States of America.

With that, I ask for a moment of si-
lence.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 240, noes 185,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 251]

The

AYES—240
Abraham Bridenstine Cook
Aderholt Brooks (AL) Costello (PA)
Allen Brooks (IN) Cramer
Amodei Buchanan Crawford
Babin Buck Crenshaw
Barletta Bucshon Culberson
Barr Burgess Curbelo (FL)
Barton Byrne Dayvis, Rodney
Benishek Calvert Denham
Bilirakis Carter (GA) Dent
Bishop (MI) Carter (TX) DeSantis
Bishop (UT) Chabot DesJarlais
Black Clawson (FL) Diaz-Balart
Blackburn Coffman Dold
Blum Cole Duffy
Bost Collins (GA) Duncan (SC)
Boustany Collins (NY) Duncan (TN)
Brady (TX) Comstock Ellmers (NC)
Brat Conaway Emmer (MN)
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Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs

Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna

Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill

Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa

Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly

Jordan

Joyce

Katko

Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline

Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa

Adams
Aguilar
Amash
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly

Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita

NOES—185

Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
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Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross

Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell

Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton

Trott

Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin

Zinke

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn

Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee

Levin

Lewis

Lieu, Ted
Lipinski

Loebsack Pallone Scott, David
Lofgren Pascrell Serrano
Lowenthal Payne Sewell (AL)
Lowey Pelosi Sherman
Lujan Grisham Perlmutter Sires

(NM) Peters Slaughter
Lujan, Ben Ray  Peterson Smith (WA)

(NM) Pingree Speier
%‘;ﬁﬁey ggf;n Swalwell (CA)

Carolyn Price (NC) $aka1

. akano
Malopey, Sean Quigley Thompson (CA)
Massie Rangel Thompson (MS)
Matsui Ribble X
McCollum Rice (NY) Titus
McDermott Richmond Tonko
McGovern Roybal-Allard Torres
McNerney Ruiz Van Hollen
Meeks Ruppersberger Vargas
Meng Rush Veasey
Moore Ryan (OH) Vela
Moulton Sanchez, Linda Velazquez
Murphy (FL) . Visclosky
Nadler Sanchez, Loretta Walz
Napolitano Sarbanes Waters, Maxine
Neal Schakowsky Watson Coleman
Nolan Schiff Welch
Norcross Schrader Wilson (FL)
O’Rourke Scott (VA) Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—T7
Capps Donovan Wasserman
Chaffetz Hastings Schultz
Deutch Tsongas
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

AMERICAN RESEARCH AND
COMPETITIVENESS ACT OF 2015

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 273, I
call up the bill (H.R. 880) to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to sim-
plify and make permanent the research
credit, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). Pursuant to House
Resolution 273, the amendment in the
nature of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Ways and Means,
modified by the amendment printed in
part B of House Report 114-127, is
adopted, and the bill, as amended, is
considered read.

The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:

H.R. 880

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 ‘‘American
Research and Competitiveness Act of 2015,
SEC. 2. RESEARCH CREDIT SIMPLIFIED AND

MADE PERMANENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41(a) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read
as follows:

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section
38, the research credit determined under this
section for the taxable year shall be an
amount equal to the sum of—

‘(1) 20 percent of so much of the qualified
research expenses for the taxable year as ex-
ceeds 50 percent of the average qualified re-
search expenses for the 3 taxable years pre-
ceding the taxable year for which the credit
is being determined,

‘“(2) 20 percent of so much of the basic re-
search payments for the taxable year as ex-
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ceeds 50 percent of the average basic re-
search payments for the 3 taxable years pre-
ceding the taxable year for which the credit
is being determined, plus

““(38) 20 percent of the amounts paid or in-
curred by the taxpayer in carrying on any
trade or business of the taxpayer during the
taxable year (including as contributions) to
an energy research consortium for energy re-
search.”.

(b) REPEAL OF TERMINATION.—Section 41 of
such Code is amended by striking subsection
().

(c) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE
MINIMUM TAX IN CASE OF ELIGIBLE SMALL
BUSINESS.—Section 38(c)(4)(B) of such Code is
amended by redesignating clauses (ii)
through (ix) as clauses (iii) through (x), re-
spectively, and by inserting after clause (i)
the following new clause:

‘“(ii) the credit determined under section 41
for the taxable year with respect to an eligi-
ble small business (as defined in paragraph
(5)(C), after application of rules similar to
the rules of paragraph (5)(D)),”.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Section 41(c) of such Code is amended to
read as follows:

‘‘(c) DETERMINATION OF AVERAGE RESEARCH
EXPENSES FOR PRIOR YEARS.—

‘(1) SPECIAL RULE IN CASE OF NO QUALIFIED
RESEARCH EXPENDITURES IN ANY OF 3 PRE-
CEDING TAXABLE YEARS.—In any case in
which the taxpayer has no qualified research
expenses in any one of the 3 taxable years
preceding the taxable year for which the
credit is being determined, the amount de-
termined under subsection (a)(1) for such
taxable year shall be equal to 10 percent of
the qualified research expenses for the tax-
able year.

¢‘(2) CONSISTENT TREATMENT OF EXPENSES.—

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding wheth-
er the period for filing a claim for credit or
refund has expired for any taxable year
taken into account in determining the aver-
age qualified research expenses, or average
basic research payments, taken into account
under subsection (a), the qualified research
expenses and basic research payments taken
into account in determining such averages
shall be determined on a basis consistent
with the determination of qualified research
expenses and basic research payments, re-
spectively, for the credit year.

‘“(B) PREVENTION OF DISTORTIONS.—The
Secretary may prescribe regulations to pre-
vent distortions in calculating a taxpayer’s
qualified research expenses or basic research
payments caused by a change in accounting
methods used by such taxpayer between the
current year and a year taken into account
in determining the average qualified re-
search expenses or average basic research
payments taken into account under sub-
section (a).”.

(2) Section 41(e) of such Code is amended—

(A) by striking all that precedes paragraph
(6) and inserting the following:

‘‘(e) BASIC RESEARCH PAYMENTS.—For pur-
poses of this section—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘basic research
payment’ means, with respect to any taxable
year, any amount paid in cash during such
taxable year by a corporation to any quali-
fied organization for basic research but only
if—

“‘(A) such payment is pursuant to a written
agreement between such corporation and
such qualified organization, and

‘‘(B) such basic research is to be performed
by such qualified organization.

‘(2) EXCEPTION TO REQUIREMENT THAT RE-
SEARCH BE PERFORMED BY THE ORGANIZA-
TION.—In the case of a qualified organization
described in subparagraph (C) or (D) of para-
graph (3), subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1)
shall not apply.”’,
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(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively, and

(C) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by
striking subparagraphs (B) and (C) and by re-
designating subparagraphs (D) and (E) as
subparagraphs (B) and (C), respectively.

(3) Section 41(f)(3) of such Code is amend-
ed—

(A)(1) by striking ‘‘, and the gross receipts”’
in subparagraph (A)(i) and all that follows
through ‘‘determined under clause (iii)”’,

(ii) by striking clause (iii) of subparagraph
(A) and redesignating clauses (iv), (v), and
(vi), thereof, as clauses (iii), (iv), and (v), re-
spectively,

(iii) by striking ‘‘and (iv)’’ each place it ap-
pears in subparagraph (A)(iv) (as so redesig-
nated) and inserting ‘‘and (iii)”’,

(iv) by striking subclause (IV) of subpara-
graph (A)(iv) (as so redesignated), by strik-
ing ‘, and” at the end of subparagraph
(A)(Av)(III) (as so redesignated) and inserting
a period, and by adding ‘‘and” at the end of
subparagraph (A)(iv)(II) (as so redesignated),

(v) by striking ‘““(A)(vi)” in subparagraph
(B) and inserting “‘(A)(v)”’,

(vi) by striking “‘(A)(iv)(II)” in subpara-
graph (B)(1)(IT) and inserting ‘‘(A)(iii)(II)”’,

(B) by striking ‘¢, and the gross receipts of
the predecessor,” in subparagraph (A)(Iv)(II)
(as so redesignated),

(C) by striking ‘¢, and the gross receipts
of,”” in subparagraph (B),

(D) by striking ‘‘, or gross receipts of,” in
subparagraph (B)(i)(I), and

(E) by striking subparagraph (C) and in-
serting the following new subparagraph:

“(C) ADJUSTMENTS FOR BASIC RESEARCH
PAYMENTS.—In the case of basic research
payments, rules similar to the rules of sub-
paragraph (A) and (B) shall apply.”.

(4) Section 41(f)(4) of such Code is amended
by striking ‘‘and gross receipts’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘and basic research payments’’.

(5) Section 45C(b)(1) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking subparagraph (D).

(6) Section 45C(c)(2) of such Code is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking ‘‘base period research ex-
penses’ and inserting ‘‘average qualified re-
search expenses’’, and

(B) by striking ‘‘BASE PERIOD RESEARCH EX-
PENSES” in the heading and inserting ‘‘AVER-
AGE QUALIFIED RESEARCH EXPENSES’’.

(7) Section 280C(c) of such Code is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking ‘‘basic research expenses
(as defined in section 41(e)(2))’ in paragraph
(1) and inserting ‘‘basic research payments
(as defined in section 41(e)(1))”’, and

(B) by striking ‘‘basic research expenses’
in paragraph (2)(B) and inserting ‘‘basic re-
search payments’’.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall apply to taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2014.

(2) SUBSECTION (b).—The amendment made
by subsection (b) shall apply to amounts paid
or incurred after December 31, 2014.

SEC. 3 BUDGETARY EFFECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act shall not
be entered on either PAYGO scorecard main-
tained pursuant to section 4(d) of the Statu-
tory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) and
the gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMPSON) each will control 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
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bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 880, the American Research and
Competitiveness Act of 2015.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this is really simple. We
have had the research and development
tax credit in law since 1981. It has peri-
odic expirations in it. Every time the
law expires, we renew the law. Why?
Because we think this is a good policy,
and on a bipartisan basis our votes
have always reflected that.

We believe that since we renew this
specifically 1 year at a time, it does
not do very well in giving businesses
the time to plan and the ability to con-
sider long-term investments. They
need certainty. One of the problems
plaguing this economy is the lack of
certainty. So what this bill does is it
makes it permanent. This is something
that we think ought to be a permanent
feature of our Tax Code.

Mr. Speaker, one of the arguments
you are going to hear is, well, this has
to be paid for. I want people to under-
stand what that means when people say
that. They are saying that to keep
taxes where they are, we need to go
raise them on other people. To put it
another way, the minority is telling us
they want a permanent extension of
tax credits from the stimulus bill
which was temporary, but they are say-
ing if we make permanent provisions
that have bipartisan support that are
extended on an annual basis, if we
make them permanent, all of a sudden
we have to go raise taxes on some
other hard-working Americans just to
keep these taxes in place.

I think that is incorrect. We don’t
think it jibes with reality. More impor-
tantly, we think it is very important,
to help unleash job creation, to keep
research and development jobs in
America, that we make the research
and development tax credit permanent.

PERMISSION TO POSTPONE PROCEEDINGS ON

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the ques-
tion of adopting a motion to recommit
on H.R. 880 may be subject to postpone-
ment as though under clause 8 of rule
XX.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
at this time, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BRrADY), the author of H.R. 880 and a
Ways and Means Committee member,
manage and control the remaining
time for the majority.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?
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There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. With that,
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to start by
clarifying one thing. My friend from
Wisconsin talked about what it means
when you say ‘paid for.” What it
means when you say ‘‘paid for’ is you
pay for the bill. There is a certain cost
associated with any legislation that we
do, and if we don’t pay for it, then it is
added on to our deficits. So when we
raise concerns about whether or not
this tax bill or any other bill that
comes to the floor for debate is paid
for, the concerns that we are raising
are in direct correlation to the fact
that it needs to be paid for, not it
needs to be added to the deficit or it
needs to be added to our national debt.

There is no debate on the issue of the
merits of the R&D credit. A majority
of my Democratic colleagues and I,
too, believe in and support the R&D
credit. It has proven to facilitate ad-
vancements in new technologies,
sparked new innovations, and creates
good-paying jobs for hard-working
Americans, and it benefits hard-work-
ing American families. And it is crit-
ical to helping U.S. companies inno-
vate and compete in a global market-
place.

However, what we do object to is the
approach by which this is being done.
As I said, it is unpaid for, and it is out-
side of tax reform.

Last year, the previous chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee, Chair-
man Camp, unveiled a tax reform pro-
posal that made the R&D credit perma-
nent; but the cost of the provision was
paid for. He did it responsibly. It was
responsibly offset. This bill, like all
the other individual tax bills we have
considered thus far this year, does not
pay for any of them; it does just the
opposite. It continues a helter-skelter
approach toward tax extenders without
any regard for paying the hundreds of
billions of dollars it costs to make
them permanent. Moreover, it poisons
the bipartisan process that is going to
be critical if we are, in fact, going to
get tax reform done.

This political exercise that we are
doing today shows the misplaced prior-
ities of my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle. Not only did they recently
vote to raise taxes and cut programs
for millions of hardworking American
families in their budget resolution,
they are also leaving behind important
provisions to help them, like the ex-
pansion of the earned income tax cred-
it, the child tax credit, and the Amer-
ican opportunity tax credit.

When it comes to corporations and
the wealthy, cost doesn’t seem to be a
problem. Yet programs vital to the
well-being of hard-working families
and communities are significantly cut
or done away with.
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What is particularly glaring is that
we can’t even pass a long-term trans-
portation bill, which is, by far, more
important to our national security, our
economic growth, and our competitive-
ness. The reason we can’t pass it is be-
cause the majority is unable to find a
way to pay for it.

Yet here we are taking up a bill that
costs $181 billion. Add that to the other
unpaid-for tax cut bills that this body
has already passed this year, and we
will have added $586 billion to the def-
icit. That is almost half a trillion dol-
lars. That is over half a trillion dollars.

And what do we have to show for it?
The President has already said that he
is going to veto this bill, so what is the
point? Why are we wasting the time
and expense of debating this? It is
going to be vetoed anyway.

What we should be doing is working
together to pass legislation that is
vital to every congressional district’s
long-term transportation bill and com-
prehensive tax reform.

Mr. Speaker, we stand ready to work
with the majority on these important
things. Today’s bill just takes us fur-
ther away from that goal. Therefore, 1
ask that we vote ‘“no’ on this bill and
make sure we vote for America.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

When it comes to research and devel-
opment initiatives, America is rapidly
falling behind our global competitors.
Unless the U.S. remains the world’s
leading innovator, our economy will
suffer while middle class families and
talented college graduates will see jobs
and opportunities lost to foreign coun-
tries. Making permanent the tax incen-
tive for companies to invest in research
and development right here in the
United States will ensure lifesaving
technologies, state-of-the-art computer
systems, and breakthroughs in manu-
facturing products.

While America once led the world in
R&D incentives, the U.S. has now
dropped to—get this—27th among our
global competitors. America’s share of
global research and development, while
it is still big, has dropped from 39 per-
cent, before the turn of this new cen-
tury, to 31 percent.

So look at China. By contrast, Chi-
na’s R&D spending has increased four-
fold. It is poised to surpass that of
America by 2022.

Permanency provides certainty to
U.S. innovators. It makes the Federal
budget scorekeeping far more honest,
and it removes the asterisk from this
temporary provision so that progrowth
tax reform can advance.

This year, we have added a new pro-
vision that will allow eligible small
businesses to count the credit against
the AMT, the alternative minimum
tax. This is an important provision to
enable America’s newest innovators to
develop even more cutting-edge, mar-
ket-dominating technologies.

I am proud to have worked on this
important tax incentive with my friend
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JOHN LARSON, a Democrat from Con-
necticut. The House passed this provi-
sion with a strong bipartisan vote last
year.

While the economy is improving,
there are millions of Americans still
looking for full-time work and millions
more middle class families whose pay-
checks have been stagnant for years. If
we want a permanently strong econ-
omy, we need a permanent research
and development tax credit.

The time for excuses is over. Stand
with innovation in America or stand
with China and other countries with
the R&D being shipped to the rest of
the world. I say we stand with Amer-
ica, our innovators, our college grad-
uates, and our businesses.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL),
former chair of the committee and a
strong proponent of responsible tax
policy.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I was lis-
tening to the eloquent words of my
friend from Texas about the impor-
tance of research and development, and
I can’t think of any member on our
committee that could not agree with
him more.
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While he was eloquently speaking
about how important it was to our
great Nation, I was even thinking
about our trade bill if this is packaged
in such a way that we would have our
workforce with the backup of research
and development, a trade bill that
would include in it educational possi-
bilities for the workforce, that would
have infrastructure there and would
have America knowing that we just
weren’t talking about success of the
corporations, but for success of Amer-
ica.

Also, the part that he mentioned—
continuity—so that our businesspeople
would know exactly what they could
depend on. I just can’t, for the life of
me, see how they will know which part
of the Tax Code or which week that we
intend to bring up knowing it is going
to be vetoed, if really in our hearts
what we want is continuity. There is
only one way to get continuity, and
that is to review the Tax Code, to re-
form the Tax Code.

If you take out all of the gems just to
get a ‘“‘no’” vote against it politically,
you are really harming bipartisanship.
That is what we need; that is what the
Tax Code needs; that is what our coun-
try needs, a Tax Code that eliminates
all of the loopholes, and concentrate on
those things our country needs.

Of course, if politics is more impor-
tant than policy, if all we are trying to
do is play ‘I gotcha,” if all we want to
say is we love research and develop-
ment, but we know darn well politi-
cally it is not going to pass, if we are
going to say that we all want reform,
but now that we have both Houses Re-
publican—House and the Senate—but
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we dare not talk about tax reform,
well, I don’t think we want to play this
political game.

What we do want to do—and I want
to agree with the majority—research
and development is what keeps Amer-
ica competitive. It should not be
played with. It should not be
politicalized. It should be a part of the
tax reform bill.

If you can’t do it when you have con-
trol of the Finance Committee in the
Senate and refuse to do it when you are
in charge of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee and have a President that is
calling out for overall comprehensive
fairness and equity and tax reform, it
is painful to see how the eloquence of
love for this country can be distorted
by having votes on legislation that we
know is never to become law.

I say, as I take my seat, I am not giv-
ing up on tax reform. I hope that the
Republicans come together and have a
meaningful bill not for our committee,
but for our conscience.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself 15 seconds.

The President has threatened to veto
this bill. The question is clear: Why is
the President standing for those who
would ship jobs overseas? Why isn’t he
standing with Republicans and Demo-
crats in Congress in this House to keep
those jobs in research here in America?

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HOLDING), a
new member of the Ways and Means
Committee, who understands research
and development in the Triangle of
North Carolina.

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank Chairman BRADY for offering
this important piece of legislation.

The research and development credit
plays a crucial role in the continued
economic growth of our Nation, spur-
ring innovation and supporting high-
skilled, high-paying jobs.

Innovation has been a huge driver of
growth in my district. Because of the
breakthrough technologies coming out
of Research Triangle Park, North Caro-
lina has become a leader in American
innovation.

In and around my district, I have
seen how important the R&D credit has
been to our Nation’s innovative compa-
nies, like Biogen, Cisco, GSK, SAS,
UTC, and Siemens, amongst a host of
others. I urge my colleagues to support
such companies and their employees
and the families of those employees by
making this important credit perma-
nent.

Right now, Mr. Speaker, a growing
number of foreign countries are in-
creasing innovation and advancing
manufacturing by providing generous
and permanent R&D tax credits along
with lower corporate tax rates.

In fact, according to an OECD study,
the U.S. ranks 22nd in research incen-
tives among industrialized countries.
We owe our innovators better, and in
order to remain a leader in the increas-
ingly global economy, we must con-
tinue to support and incentivize re-
search and innovation here in the
United States.
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Passage of this bill will provide com-
panies and researchers with the cer-
tainty and support they need to keep
America and my district and North
Carolina in the forefront of global in-
novation and send a strong message
that we stand behind the
groundbreaking research being con-
ducted by our Nation’s innovators.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this
bill.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I just want to point out that the
President is standing with those of us
who support the R&D credit, but he
wants it done responsibly. He wants it
paid for, and he wants it part of tax re-
form. Just like all of us, we support the
R&D credit. We want it paid for, and
we want it part of tax reform.

To suggest that voting against this is
standing with China, I find somewhat
an ironic statement made by my friend
from Texas, given the fact that China
already holds so much of the U.S. debt.
All this does is empower them more,
give them more of our debt.

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, there is
one type of innovation in which these
Republicans are truly unexcelled—
there is no competition. And that is
the innovation in names, in naming
these bills.

They salute climate deniers and The
Flat Earth Society by slashing funding
for earth science that is strongly op-
posed by geophysicists and one aca-
demic after another. What do they call
it? The ‘“‘America COMPETES Act.”

On this measure, its companion, they
borrow almost $200 billion from anyone
who will lend it to us to give mostly to
the largest corporations, largely for
doing research that they would be
doing, even if they weren’t rewarded.
And they call that the ‘“‘American Re-
search and Competitiveness Act.”” Now,
that is true innovation. They don’t
need a credit; they ought to get a prize
for being contortionists when it comes
to labeling these measures.

This particular bill just digs us deep-
er and deeper into debt, while adding
very little to our research capability.
That is truly unfortunate, since Amer-
ica’s future competitiveness is in jeop-
ardy. And that is outlined this very
day in “Innovation Lies on Weak Foun-
dation,” a New York Times economic
column.

As Eduardo Porter notes, ‘‘Invest-
ment in research and development has
flatlined over the last several years as
a share of the economy . . . other coun-
tries are now leaving the United States
behind government budgets for
basic research, the biggest source of fi-
nancing for scientific inquiry . . . fell
in 2013 to substantially below its level
10 years earlier.”

Indeed, the Republican budget makes
significant cuts to research, including
hundreds fewer research grants that
the President sought at both the Na-
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tional Institutes of Health and the Na-
tional Science Foundation. I think we
need more than another Ice Bucket
Challenge to fund research for cures for
cancer and diabetes, ALS, AIDS, and
the like. We need the resources to
tackle problems that are touching
every family in this country.

Unfortunately, this R&D credit that
is being made permanent without re-
form has required American taxpayers
to subsidize the development of elec-
tronic cigarettes and other products to
addict our children to nicotine, instead
of using those dollars to fight those
dreaded diseases to which nicotine con-
tributes.

Corporate research generally is fo-
cused more and more on the next quar-
ter’s reports to Wall Street to which
excessive corporate compensation is
tied, instead of focusing on basic re-
search. Porter concludes in the same
article that this particular bill is ‘‘un-
likely to help much.” And he notes the
conclusion of the Congressional Re-
search Service, an objective source,
that this regularly renewed credit ‘‘de-
livered, at most, a modest stimulus to
domestic business R&D investment
from 2000-2010.”

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

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield
the gentleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. DOGGETT. I support a perma-
nent research and development credit
to incentivize more research. The ques-
tion is: How do we pay for it, and how
do we ensure that it actually encour-
ages more jobs, leads to more research
and more economic development, in-
stead of just giving a reward to those
who are already doing something in
this area to advance their product?

Nothing, of course, prevents multi-
nationals from taking the credit and
then putting the patent or the copy-
right in some foreign tax haven and
avoiding paying their American taxes,
another reform that is necessary.

We should reject this proposal in
favor of a strong research credit that
actually incentivizes necessary re-
search here in America and which is
paid for, in part, by comprehensive re-
form of this very credit. Surely, we
don’t need any more research today to
know that today’s bills are the wrong
way to go for America.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN),
one of our leaders of the Ways and
Means Committee, who understands
you can’t keep making excuses about
bringing R&D to America; you have to
act.

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his leadership on
this legislation and on the Ways and
Means Committee.

Mr. Speaker and Members, America
has long been a place where an idea
that is thought up in a garage or in the
backyard can become the next revolu-
tion in manufacturing or the next life-
saving technology.

The
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We need a Tax Code that promotes
innovation, that promotes entrepre-
neurship, that promotes growth. We
need a Tax Code that allows the inven-
tors and the dreamers with a good idea
to be able to go out there and succeed.

This is critical legislation that
comes at a very critical time. Modern-
izing and making the research and de-
velopment tax credit permanent will
ensure that the United States remains
competitive in the global marketplace.

It has been around since 1981; it has
been renewed 16 times, but when you
renew a credit for 1 year, for 2 years, or
you make it retroactive, that doesn’t
work very well for some companies
that are allocating their capital for 5
or 10 years on the horizon that want to
invest in research and development.

In Minnesota, we are the home to 400
medical device companies. Research
and development is their lifeblood, and
these manufacturers use research and
development to invent new devices,
new techniques, new procedures. These
companies are also a very essential
component to our economy in Min-
nesota and also around the TUnited
States.

We should be making America the
number one destination to create and
grow a business. Making the research
and development credit permanent will
provide our Nation’s innovators that
incentive and that certainty that they
need to develop the next big idea and
help America win the future.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER), a distinguished member of
our Ways and Means Committee, from
a district filled with innovators, all of
whom would benefit from doing this
policy the right way.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy.

I was listening to my dear friend, the
gentleman from Texas, who is man-
aging the bill for our Republican
friends, and I was struck for a moment
when he talked about the disadvantage
vis-a-vis China, how—in a few years—
we are going to slip behind China in
R&D development.

He talked about the hundreds of
thousands of jobs that could be made
available if we were able to redouble
our efforts in research and develop-
ment and the concerns about the over-
all slippage of the United States into
the middle of the pack when it comes
to research.

I was struck by those words. For a
moment, I thought he was talking
about the United States infrastructure
because we don’t have to wait for 3 or
4 or 5 years to slip behind China; we are
already being overshown by their ef-
forts. We are investing less than 2 per-
cent of our gross domestic product in
infrastructure; the Chinese are invest-
ing 8 percent or more.

The United States once had the fin-
est infrastructure in the world—not
anymore. Those international ratings
that my good friend from Texas talked
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about are very much the case for our
infrastructure. We have dropped from
1st to 5th to 16th to 27th.

I want to know where the alarm for
my Republican friends is about our
falling behind while America falls
apart.
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We are going to pass before the year
is out the research and development
credit. I hope we do it the right way,
but we will do it.

What we haven’t done in the 55
months since the Republicans took
control of the House of Representatives
is we have not had a single hearing on
how we are going to finance our crum-
bling infrastructure—not one. In the
meantime, we are told that this is off
the table, that the gas tax is off the
table. We are going to do some smoke
and mirrors or something. We just
passed the 33rd short-term extension of
the surface transportation bill.

What country became great in having
built its infrastructure 9 months at a
time?

While my Republican friends refuse
to even consider the gas tax that Ron-
ald Reagan championed—in fact, urged
and Congress more than doubled under
his watch—in the last 6 months, we
have had Georgia, Utah, South Dakota,
Nebraska, Idaho, and Iowa all raise
their gas taxes, hoping that the Fed-
eral Government will meet its obliga-
tions and be a partner in rebuilding
and in renewing America.

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

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield
the gentleman an additional 30 sec-
onds.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Where is the
sense of urgency for the cost to fami-
lies who are having $300 a year or more
in damage to their cars? The fact that
we are not being able to move product
because we are stuck in traffic? Then
our ports, our airports, our roads, our
rail—we just had an example of its in-
stability—where is the urgency?

I would, respectfully, suggest that we
reject this wrongheaded approach and
deal with real tax reform and the R&D
tax credit. But in the meantime,
maybe the Ways and Means Committee
could find a week that we could spend
working together to rebuild and renew
America.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD), a new
member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee who comes from a research-
driven State.

Mr. DOLD. I want to thank my good
friend from Texas for his leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I want to just address
my good friend from Oregon to say, as
someone on this side of the aisle, I, too,
sense an urgency on transportation and
infrastructure. I know that we need to
step up and do something about it so
that we can have a robust economy, so
that we can be moving our goods and
services around. I do look forward to

The
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our working on tax reform, but, today,
we are talking about research and de-
velopment.

As we talk about certainty, certainly
we need certainty with regard to our
transportation and infrastructure sys-
tem, but we need certainty when it
comes to research and development.
Businesses all across our country, as
they are looking to try to create that
next new product, as they are looking
to innovate, as they are looking to cre-
ate that next new thing in order to im-
prove the lives of individuals and to en-
hance our Nation, they need to have
that certainty to be able to look
around the corner.

We are moving forward on research
and development a step at a time. We
are reauthorizing it a year at a time.
Sometimes we are doing it retro-
actively, which means that those busi-
nesses don’t have the ability to plan
and oftentimes don’t. They are happy
to take the tax relief, but they are not
really willing to plan and invest in it,
oftentimes having, year after year, pro-
grams in which they are investing bil-
lions of dollars, creating thousands of
jobs.

Innovation, Mr. Speaker, is some-
thing that we should all be united be-
hind. We want to innovate here in the
United States. We want to create
things here in the United States. We do
not want to have a research and devel-
opment situation which really fosters
innovation outside of the United
States. Yes, we have slipped behind,
and Republicans and Democrats alike
want to make sure that the United
States is leading the charge. We need
to be globally competitive. We are not
in a domestic economy—we are in a
global economy. If we want to be glob-
ally competitive, we cannot be ranked
22nd when it comes to research incen-
tives.

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

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I come from
a northern district in Illinois. We are
the fourth-largest manufacturing dis-
trict in the Nation. Yes, we rely on
that infrastructure because we need to
know how our raw materials come in,
how our finished product goes out, and
how we move people around. We also
realize that those manufacturers rely
on that research and development tax
credit in order to innovate, in order to
create that next new thing, that next
new innovation. If we don’t do it in the
United States, they will be doing it
elsewhere.

Mr. Speaker, I just got back from
Israel. One of the things that struck
me as I swung by one of their compa-
nies is that they had a sign out front
that read: ‘““Where Innovation Never
Stops.”

We either choose to innovate here, or
they will do it elsewhere. This is a bi-
partisan initiative, and I ask my col-
leagues to support this initiative.

The
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Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I just want to point out that my
friend who just spoke said that he, too,
believes in transportation, that we
should be working on transportation
and tax reform, but that, today, we are
talking about the R&D credit.

Mr. Speaker, the majority party sets
the agenda. The reason we are not
talking about transportation or tax re-
form is that they don’t want to talk
about it. They set the agenda. They are
the ones who decided that today we
were going to do this irresponsible tax
bill rather than look at comprehensive
tax reform or look at transportation
funding for our crumbling infrastruc-
ture.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BECERRA), my colleague and
friend and the chair of the Democratic
Caucus.

Mr. BECERRA. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, let’s make sure we get
something straight. I don’t think there
is a Member here on the floor who
doesn’t agree that we want to invest in
research and development so that we
keep that innovation here at home and
create jobs that pay well here at home.
We all want to incentivize that job cre-
ation. We all want to make sure that
the economy grows in the future. That
is not what is at issue here. What is at
issue is that this bill sends exactly the
wrong message about our commitment
to invest not just in our future but in
our children and in what we call the
middle class and the American Dream.

See, there is a cost involved in doing
research and development tax credits.
That is a tax break. We are willing to
give companies a tax break that the
families who are up in this gallery
won’t get. When they file their taxes,
they won’t get to write off some of
their costs for doing certain things be-
cause they are not companies, and they
are not doing research and develop-
ment.

We, as a community, as a country,
are saying it is valuable to give a coun-
try a tax break to do that research
that gives us the next invention. Great,
but there is a cost. How much? $180 bil-
lion. It ain’t free. We have got to pay
for it. So it is not an issue of not sup-
porting research and development; it is
wanting to be responsible and wanting
to be honest with the American people
in saying let’s pay for it. Democrats
are saying we can pay for it. Let’s close
those tax breaks that are essentially
tax loopholes that everyone in America
would agree are not fair. Use the
money you save from closing tax loop-
holes to pay for something we all want,
which is research and development tax
credits.

Now, this isn’t free. If we don’t pay
for it, what happens? Guess what? You
don’t want to pay for it? You know this
is going to cost three times more than
what we spend on our veterans. So we
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are going to say, Veterans, you
shouldn’t get any services because we
had to do this research and develop-
ment tax credit, and we didn’t pay for
it.

Perhaps you want to tell that to all
of those folks who are looking for the
cure for cancer or for the cure for dia-
betes. Guess what? We are spending
about three times as much with this
research and development tax credit—
unpaid for—than what we pay for all of
that medical research we do through
the National Institutes of Health. This
is not free.

Student loans. How many folks have
to worry about paying for their student
loans for their kids to go to college?
Guess what? The cost of this bill is
about what it would cost to continue
the programs that we have in place for
our kids who go on to college so we can
keep the cost of student loans low. You
want to eliminate that so people have
to pay a lot more—market rate inter-
est rates—for those student loans?
Guess what? That is what we would
have to do.

There are consequences. If we are
going to get away from deficit spend-
ing, you have got to pay for things. If
you think it is a priority, then let’s
pay for it, but don’t act like you can do
these things for free. They cost money.
All we are saying is let’s pay for what
we all agree is important—a research
and development tax credit for compa-
nies that will do that research here in
America. Let’s not try to hoodwink the
American public. This is not free. It is
the right thing to do. Just about every
American family would say, Guess
what? Maybe I have to pay a few more
dollars in taxes, but I am keeping that
American company here, investing in
innovation here, creating jobs in Amer-
ica.

Priorities. Let’s make the tough
choices. Let’s vote against this and
vote for a bill that actually pays for
the cost of something we want to do
with the research and development tax
credit.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am proud to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCAR-
THY), the majority leader of the United
States House of Representatives.

Mr. McCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I want to take a moment to thank the
gentleman from Texas for his leader-
ship.

Mr. Speaker, I have listened to a lot
of speakers on this floor. What is the
cost not to invest in the future? There
are 4 out of 10 graduates out of college
today who can’t find a job. How do you
pay for that?

You look towards the future. I will
tell you many in this country have fol-
lowed the innovators in our history.
Mr. Speaker, one happened to be Ste-
ven Jobs. Steven Jobs said that innova-
tion distinguishes between a leader and
a follower.

That is true with people, and it is
also true with countries. America leads
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because we take the principles of our
past, and we apply them to a changing
future. We are the pioneers who always
look to the next frontier, ready to
challenge what others believe is impos-
sible. Innovation is key to our leader-
ship and is essential to our economic
prosperity in an increasingly competi-
tive 21st century. What Washington
needs to understand is that the great-
est innovations don’t come from Wash-
ington—they come from the people.

It reminds me of what was going on
in the early 1900s in this country.
Washington wanted to figure out the
invention of flight, so the wisdom of
government said, ‘“‘Let’s just pay Sam-
uel Langley to discover how to fly,”
but we all knew what came true. We
watched two brothers who owned a bi-
cycle store take to the skies from a
small field in Kitty Hawk, trans-
forming what we know of today.

The R&D tax credit harnesses that
American spirit. It makes space for the
American people to lead us into the fu-
ture. When Ronald Reagan first signed
the R&D tax credit into law, he knew it
would grow our economy and make
America strong because it put our faith
in the country’s greatest assets—its
people and the future.

Mr. Speaker, today, we are voting to
make this tax credit permanent. I
think that is very good policy. I also
think it shows what our values are. It
shows that it is everyday heroes who
can lead us into the future of tomor-
row. So I urge my colleagues to vote
for this bill, and I urge my colleagues
to give the American people the tools
to move America forward.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the Democratic leader.

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I thank Mr. THOMPSON and
the ranking member, Mr. LEVIN, and
members of the committee for bringing
clarity to this debate today.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats have always
believed that innovation is what keeps
America number one. I think that that
is a view that is shared by all of us in
the Congress. Our commitment on our
side of the aisle, I know, is to science
and to research and development,
which create jobs, launch entire new
industries, and give the miraculous
power to cure.

For Americans to continue to lead in
the 21st century, for us to meet the
challenges of our time, for us to secure
a strong and sustainable future for
America’s families and the next gen-
eration, we must commit to fueling the
engines of innovation.

When President Kennedy challenged
Americans to reach for the Moon, he
reminded us that America must lead in
innovation:

The vows of this Nation can only be ful-
filled if we are first, and, therefore, we in-
tend to be first. Our leadership in science
and in industry, our hopes for peace and se-
curity, our obligations to ourselves as well
as to others, all require us to make this ef-
fort.
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However, according to the American
Academy of Arts and Sciences, these
days, the United States has dropped to
10th place in national R&D investment
as a percentage of the GDP.

As their report makes clear:

Unless basic research becomes a higher
government priority than it has been in re-
cent decades, the potential for fundamental
scientific breakthroughs and future techno-
logical advances will be severely con-
strained.

Instead of meeting this urgent need
and challenge, Republicans are coming
to the floor of this House today with
not one but two bills that do violence
to that aspiration.
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First of all, we have the so-called Re-
publican R&D bill, a completely un-
paid-for, permanent, and deficit-ex-
ploding tax extension. Democrats sup-
port the R&D tax credit, and we will be
offering a motion to recommit for a 2-
year extension to give Congress—
Democrats and Republicans—time to
work together to pass comprehensive
tax reform that closes loopholes and
pays for making this tax credit perma-
nent.

With this bill alone, Republicans will
explode the deficit by $182 billion. This
is just a part of a larger package of per-
manent, completely unpaid-for Repub-
lican tax measures this year that will
add almost $600 billion to the deficit—
over half a trillion dollars added to the
deficit—including this bill, their bill to
hand $269 billion to the 5,400 richest
families in America. 5,400 families, and
their estate tax bill would be getting
the benefit of $269 billion paid for by
the middle class in our country, depriv-
ing us of investments in our children’s
future.

The fact is that House Republicans
have spent this entire Congress blow-
ing up the deficit with unpaid-for tax
giveaways overwhelmingly tilted to-
ward wealthy special interests. My col-
leagues, hear this: it is worth noting
that this bill on the floor has nothing
to do with enterprising startups that
are unable to claim the R&D tax cred-
it. Some of you have said to me: Well,
we have all these startups in my dis-
trict. By and large, they cannot benefit
from this bill the way it is written.

We would like to have written our
motion to recommit to go further, to
do that, but the Parliamentarians say,
because you prevent it in your base
bill, we can’t go further.

This is what is really stunning in the
look of it all. On the same day as you
are saying we are going to do a gotcha
bill on R&D and challenge you all who
support R&D not to vote for our ap-
proach, on the very same day—lest
anybody think that this is an over-
whelming interest in R&D on the Re-
publican side of the aisle—Republicans
are bringing to the floor a COMPETES
Act that completely undermines every-
thing to do with science and innova-
tion in our country. It completely up-
sets our Innovation Agenda.
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In the 110th Congress we put forth
the Innovation Agenda, a bill devel-
oped in a totally nonpartisan way.
ANNA ESHOO, ZOE LOFGREN, and George
Miller took the lead going across the
country, getting input, nonpartisan
input, academic input, venture capital
input, technological input, into an In-
novation Agenda. That Innovation
Agenda really calls for making perma-
nent and modernizing the R&D tax
credit. We see the relationship between
science, technology, innovation, and
progress to keep America number one
with R&D tax credits, but not done this
way as we do here.

This is a trap in order to keep us
from investing in Innovation Agenda,
and that was something that Bart Gor-
don, as chair of the Science and Tech-
nology Committee, fought for and
achieved. ARPA-E, you know that, to
name one thing. But instead, today,
Republicans are bringing a bill that to-
tally does violence to all this. I hope
Members will listen to and support the
alternative presented by Congress-
woman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, our
ranking member on the committee.

But, anyway, the original COM-
PETES Act by the Democratic Con-
gress was supported by an over-
whelming number of Republicans. A
majority of the Republicans defied
their leadership and voted for the COM-
PETES Act in the 110th Congress, and
that original bill passed in a bipartisan
way. We laid the foundation for new in-
dustries that provide jobs for our work-
ers, that open new markets for Amer-
ican products, that ensure that we con-
tinue to ‘‘rise above the gathering
storm.”” Norm Augustine and others led
the way to show what the gathering
storm was unless we made those in-
vestments in science and technology.
As I said, we created ARPA-E, so im-
portant.

This Republican bill betrays every-
thing that the COMPETES Act did.
The Republican bill betrays everything
that the COMPETES Act did. It is an
assault on science and a plan to sur-
render American leadership on innova-
tion. Instead of investing in research
and development, their bill slashes
funding for essential initiatives at the
National Science Foundation, the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy, the Department of En-
ergy research.

It cuts energy efficiency and renew-
able energy R&D by $496 million. It is
huge, half-a-billion-dollar cut, nearly
30 percent below what was appropriated
last year. It cuts ARPA-E by $140 mil-
lion, 50 percent below the level in the
Energy and Water Appropriations bill
passed last week.

Most insidiously, Republicans are at-
tacking science they don’t even want
to hear. Just because you don’t want to
hear it doesn’t mean it isn’t true. In
this COMPETES bill that they are pre-
senting, they are trying to silence the
climate, environmental, and social
science they have consistently tried to
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ignore. The Republican bill goes so far
as to forbid Federal agencies such as
EPA and FERC from using any re-
search funded or developed by DOE, a
brazen attempt to divorce their deci-
sions from scientific inquiry.

So again, the very idea that, on this
floor today, they come out with this
masquerade of R&D tax credits, $182
billion added to the deficit, with the
impression that they care about R&D.
R&D into what? R&D into nothing that
is about innovation to keep America
number one. These Republican bills
represent a perfect manifestation of
Republican trickle-down economics.

The choice that our country has to
make in the economy as we go forward
is trickle-down economics versus mid-
dle class economics. Trickle-down
theories have not worked. They are
what got us in trouble in 2008, and it is
exactly what the Republicans are try-
ing to take us back to. Today is one
manifestation of that.

Republicans are seeking to ransack
our Nation’s investments in the future,
our commitment to science, our com-
mitment to our children’s education,
our commitment to bigger paychecks,
and our commitment to better infra-
structure for every American family.

We need to come together in a bipar-
tisan way, and that is very possible. We
did it with the COMPETES Act before.
To pay for R&D tax credit extension,
we need to reject this Republican as-
sault on science that will happen later
today. We need to invest in the future
of innovation of our country, of hard-
working American families. We need to
reject failed trickle-down economic
theories and accept that the success of
our Nation depends on bigger pay-
checks for America’s working families.
R&D tax credits made permanent and
modernized are a significant part of
that, but they are not a part of it if
they take us deeper into debt, pre-
venting us from making the invest-
ments in the future.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’ on
this fiscally irresponsible R&D bill,
“no’” on their destructive COMPETES
Act, and ‘‘yes’” on the proposal made
by Congresswoman EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON, who I thank for her great
leadership for keeping America number
one.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. I thank Mr. BRADY for
yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind
my colleagues on the other side that,
under the leadership of the former pre-
senter, almost a trillion dollars was
spent on a stimulus package with noth-
ing to show for it.

I was in the business world then, and
I have been in the business world 37
years. The reason I ran for Congress
was to bring real-world experience to
this body. That is why I rise today in
support of H.R. 880. The reason for that
is because, when you invest and you in-
vest properly, there is a return. Those
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families find jobs, and that is what this
bill is about.

H.R. 880 is to simplify and make per-
manent the research and development
tax credit. Despite the fact that the re-
search tax credit has been extended 16
times since its enactment, it remains a
temporary measure. It is very difficult
to plan based on temporary measures.
Clearly, it is high time that we provide
certainty for innovators in Georgia and
across the Nation by making this tax
credit permanent.

Innovation is the lifeblood of the
small-business community, which em-
ploys over 70 percent of the workforce.
Innovation in the private sector is es-
sential to driving our economy forward
and in fostering growth and creating
jobs for Americans now and in the fu-
ture. It is our duty in Congress to
incentivize businesses S0 that
innovators and entrepreneurs can do
what they do best and fill the ever
growing demand for jobs across our
great Nation.

We have so many capable men and
women willing to work, so let’s get out
of the way of the entrepreneurial
American spirit and pass H.R. 880.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I just want to point out that
small businesses and the startups are
disadvantaged if this bill passes. They
can’t take advantage of this real-world
experience and business-world experi-
ence. I am here to tell you, as a small-
business person, if you don’t pay your
bills, you go out of business. The leader
had mentioned that this bill is going to
cost $181 billion, but, Mr. Speaker and
Members, if you add that $181 billion to
everything else that the majority has
passed in regard to unpaid-for tax cuts,
that number jumps to $586.3 billion of
unpaid-for tax policy.

Now it is my pleasure to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS), a distinguished
member of our Committee on Ways and
Means.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from California for yielding me
time. I also want to thank Representa-
tive BRADY for his characterization of
my State, the State of Illinois, as being
research driven, and indeed it is. I am
also proud to know that, from the time
I have been here, I have always been
number one or number two in our dele-
gation of supporting research, so I am
research oriented.

It amazes me how much doubletalk
we engage in. We talk a great deal
about deficit reduction and reducing
spending, and yet, at the same time, we
are passing a bill that is not paid for
while we cut greatly needed programs
and activities that could give balance
to individuals all over the country who
are just simply trying to survive and to
make it, activities like Medicaid and
SNAP.

In my communities and in many oth-
ers throughout America, we are strug-
gling right now with the idea of how do
you develop summer work opportuni-
ties for young adults so that we could
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have a real attack on some of the rash
of violence and activity that we see ap-
proaching and Dbeing engaged in
throughout urban America.

I have always been in favor of re-
search and development, and I have al-
ways been in favor of using tax incen-
tives as a way of spurring economic de-
velopment and stimulating the econ-
omy. But, you know, I am also inter-
ested in passing credits. I am inter-
ested in credits for businesses. We have
talked about businesses. Well, let’s
pass some credits so that businesses
can hire hard-to-employ individuals, so
that they can hire these young people
looking for summer jobs, for something
to do.

So I am in favor of credits, but I am
not in favor of a bill that is not paid
for, a bill that will not be comprehen-
sive across the board, and a bill that
will put more wealth in the pockets of
the 1 percent and do nothing to aid the
overall economy.
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Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MOON-
EY).

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, President Ronald Reagan
once observed that the government’s
view of the economy is pretty simple:
“If it moves, tax it.”

Well, today, more than ever, Presi-
dent Reagan’s words ring true. Taxes
are prohibitively high. We can take a
step in a new direction by passing H.R.
880, the American Research and Com-
petitiveness Act of 2015. This legisla-
tion is simple; it will make the R&D
tax credit permanent. By doing so, we
reduce the amount of taxes that Amer-
ica’s innovators pay by providing a 20
percent credit on research expenses.

According to a recent study, this pol-
icy will increase overall investment in
research by $33 billion and result in
300,000 research-related jobs. In prac-
tical terms, this means that a small
business in the beautiful State of West
Virginia—which I represent—or where
you live that spends $6 million a year
on research could be eligible for a
$500,000 tax credit.

That is enough money to hire 10 new
employees at $50,000 a year. We are
talking about 10 new, hard-working
American taxpayers. We are talking
about men and women who are given
the dignity of work. They will pay
taxes rather than possibly take govern-
ment assistance.

When I ran for office, I promised
West Virginians that I would fight for
policies that create jobs and bring eco-
nomic freedom back to America. This
bill takes us a step in that direction. I
encourage my colleagues to vote for it.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, how much time do I have re-
maining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMPSON)
has 6 minutes remaining. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY) has 14
minutes remaining.
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Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support, as I
said earlier, of the R&D tax credit. My
colleagues on this side of the aisle sup-
port the R&D tax credit. As we have
been saying here today on the floor, it
is an important credit that is vital to
our global competitiveness, job and
economic growth, and maintaining our
position as the world’s leader in inno-
vation.

As I have also stated—and I will say
it again—this bill isn’t paid for. The
majority is adding $181 billion to the
deficit with just this one bill. This is
fiscally irresponsible.

What I haven’t been able to under-
stand—and I am having trouble today
trying to figure it out—is how we can
pass bills that help corporations and
the wealthy, adding the cost of that to
the deficit, but then turn around and
try to balance the budget and close the
deficit on the backs of hard-working
American families.

They are trying to do this by cutting
the programs we need to grow our
economy, like education and infra-
structure. We have an infrastructure
bill that we are still waiting for a hear-
ing on, which we are still waiting to
see scheduled.

It is a double standard; it is hypo-
critical, and it is harmful to the people
that all of us represent. We are ready
and willing to work with the majority
to strengthen the economy, including
progrowth reforms that benefit busi-
nesses and comprehensive tax reform
that will benefit all of America, but
this is the wrong approach, and we
should not be party to this political
gamesmanship that is taking place on
the floor today.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”” on
this bill, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I think one of the big problems with
Washington is that everyone finds ex-
cuses not to do the right thing. The
truth is we need research and develop-
ment here in America, not overseas.
We need the jobs that come with that
here in America, not overseas. We
need, frankly, the future of America
here, rather than overseas. Republicans
and Democrats both agree on that;
both sincerely agree on that. Today, we
heard excuses, and we will hear ex-
cuses.

We are told this doesn’t fund infra-
structure. It doesn’t. This is about
funding the infrastructure of research
and development and innovation, but
not through the government. This is
through our entrepreneurs, like Apple
and Microsoft, and all the new research
and groundbreaking drugs and medical
breakthroughs. That is how we are
funding the infrastructure of our fu-
ture. Roads and bridges, we will tackle
in another bill.

We are told this isn’t comprehensive
tax reform. No, it is not. It is a critical
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step forward in that by taking a provi-
sion that has been temporary far too
long and making it a permanent part of
our Tax Code so that we can invest in
R&D with certainty, so we can have
honest scorekeeping in our budget, and
so we can take that first step toward
real, comprehensive progrowth tax re-
form.

We are told today, as we have heard
in the past, that it is not paid for, but
in fact, to the extensions since 1981,
these provisions haven’t been paid for.
Our Democrat friends passed these bills
and supported them. They weren’t paid
for. We have done the same. It was 1
year or 2 years at a time. To say this
is fiscally irresponsible, when they
voted so many times to do the same
thing, seems to me to be another ex-
cuse.

The cost of doing this permanently is
no more than the cost of doing it 1 or
2 years at a time. To think otherwise is
sort of in the line of saying: You know,
that dessert doesn’t have calories if I
eat it standing up.

Well, the cost of R&D is the same,
but the cost of not making it perma-
nent is very much not the same. We
know the impact will be fewer jobs
here in America, more R&D in China,
and we will lose our lead in the world
as the world’s innovator.

No more excuses—what we are look-
ing for today is a bipartisan effort to
make sure those jobs are here in Amer-
ica, that our companies have a chance
to invest more and more and more each
year. That is what we want them to do.

We want to give college graduates
hope. As the majority leader from Cali-
fornia noted, 4 out of 10 college grad-
uates either can’t find jobs, or they are
working behind a cash register. Well, it
is wrong. We ought to give them an op-
portunity. We ought to give them some
jobs and some hope. Those college
graduates are skilled and talented, and
they deserve to be part of America’s in-
novative society. That is what they de-
serve. That is what we are going to de-
liver to them.

While I am thrilled my Democrat
friends are talking about the deficit, I
wish they would have acted upon it
earlier. The first year they took con-
trol of this House under the former
Speaker, they doubled the deficit. The
second year, they tripled the deficit.
The third year, they took it over a tril-
lion dollars and a trillion dollars again,
until the American public said enough.

What we got for all that spending
was the worst economic recovery in
half a century. We are missing 6 mil-
lion jobs from the American economy.
We have fewer people working the
workforce than we did before the recov-
ery actually began. In some ways, we
are going backwards, especially for our
young people.

Today, with this bill, this is research
and development both parties support.
The only reason we are hearing the ex-
cuses is that it is a Republican bill this
time. That is the only reason.
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Research and development is not a
Republican proposal, it is not a Demo-
crat proposal. It is an American pro-
posal we all support. We think our
economy ought to grow not in Wash-
ington, but back home, and that inno-
vation matters. The way we do that is
to recapture America’s leadership in
R&D.

For all those reasons—and for the
support of entrepreneurs, manufactur-
ers, and technology companies back
home all across America—I urge that
we stop the excuses, we join together
as Republicans and Democrats, we take
back America’s leadership in innova-
tion and create the jobs that our young
people deserve.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in sup-
port of the bipartisan bill H.R. 880 the Amer-
ican Research and Competitiveness Act of
2015 to make permanent and simplify an im-
portant tax credit, which promotes job creation
and economic growth.

Unfortunately, Congress did not address this
issue last year, so | applaud Mr. BRADY for
continuing to work on this important measure
to bring certainty to an important sector of the
U.S. economy.

By simply enhancing and making permanent
the now expired research tax credit, H.R. 880
increases the ability of businesses to compete
in an increasingly globalized marketplace by
rewarding investments in innovation tech-
nologies and manufacturing. These new tech-
nologies provide the basis of new consumer
products, increased scientific discovery, and
technological improvements across numerous
fields and disciplines.

The common sense American Research
and Competitiveness Act of 2015 lowers the
cost of innovation, creates high wage jobs,
and lays the foundation for a strong economy
in the 21st century. The U.S. is facing increas-
ing competition around the globe from coun-
tries with more advantageous tax structures,
so it is critical that Congress extend this credit
to remain competitive in the future.

As a cosponsor of the bipartisan H.R. 880,
| urge my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to join me in support of this common
sense legislation to provide the tools nec-
essary to create jobs, promote economic
growth, and create the innovations of tomor-
row—right here in America.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YODER). All time for debate has ex-
pired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 273,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo-
tion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. NEAL. I am opposed to the bill in
its current form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:
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Mr. Neal moves to recommit the bill H.R.
880 to the Committee on Ways and Means
with instructions to report the same back to
the House forthwith with the following
amendment:

Strike section 2 and insert the following:
SEC. 2. NO INCREASE IN DEFICIT OR DELAY OF

COMPREHENSIVE TAX REFORM.

Nothing in this Act shall result in—

(1) an increase in the deficit, or

(2) a delay or weakening of efforts to adopt
a permanent extension of the research credit
in a fiscally responsible manner.

SEC. 3. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF RESEARCH
CREDIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41(h) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2014 and inserting
‘“‘December 31, 2016”°.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to amounts
paid or incurred after December 31, 2014.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes in support of his motion.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed to this bill in its current form,
and I want to remind my colleagues
that this will not kill the bill, nor will
it send it back to committee. If adopt-
ed, the bill will proceed immediately to
final passage as amended.

Well, we are 6 months into the new
Congress; and what do we hear from
the majority? It is more of the same,
more of the same assurances: Trust us
on tax reform; it is on the way.

First, it was: Do not introduce tax
bills. Trust us, tax reform is on the
way.

Then it was: If we make some extend-
ers permanent, trust us, tax reform is
just around the corner.

The new refrain is: If we want to fix
the highway trust fund, let’s do tax re-
form at the same time.

Mind you, we have just voted to ex-
tend the highway trust fund for the
33rd time, and in December, we will
most likely vote to extend the R&D tax
credit on another short-term basis.
Let’s stop playing these games.

By the way, when my friend from
Texas talked about Democrats extend-
ing the deficits, did he forget that Bill
Clinton left us with four straight bal-
anced budgets, and in 8 years, they
wrecked the trajectory of those bal-
anced budget with $2.3 trillion of tax
cuts? That is the reality. When I heard
him say the Democrats ran up the defi-
cits, I guess they forgot there was a
President George W. Bush in between.

What do we do here? We do the estate
tax repeal. That takes care of 5,400
families in America. How universal is
that? If we weren’t doing the estate tax
bill—repealing it, by the way—then
what we could have done was perhaps
extend and agree upon a robust R&D
tax credit, which you all know I sup-
port. How about, for 6, 7, 8, 9, or 10
years, put it in line and let private in-
vestment build around it?

If you are from Massachusetts, obvi-
ously, you are for a more robust R&D
tax credit. Who in Massachusetts could
be against that? World class univer-
sities, hospitals, businesses, incuba-
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tors—we produce some of the highest
and best tech advancements in the
world. Kendall Square in Cambridge
has the highest concentration of R&D
in the whole world.

We know this credit is vital to keep-
ing America at the innovation fore-
front, and we know that the start-and-
stop nature of this credit has put a
damper on the willingness of firms to
invest because they don’t know if the
credit is going to be gone tomorrow.

Now, a chance to point something
out that I think bears noting, as a per-
cent of gross domestic product, re-
search and development now is the low-
est it has been in decades. Why is that?
Because of the rejection of science on
my Republican friend’s side, private
sector R&D is way down.

The encouragement in the Tax Code
is simply to buy smaller companies,
merge, and take advantage of the inno-
vation they have done. There is the op-
portunity here to build something
around the R&D that we should be tak-
ing advantage of here today, but we are
not doing that because of the notion of
having rejected this science.

The fickle nature of Congress toward
this credit is attributable to one fact:
we have not reformed the Tax Code
since 1986. Now, Congressman BRADY
wasn’t even born the last time that we
did tax reform 30-some odd years ago.
He was but a wish in a couple’s eye.
That is how dated this argument is.

He said: Why can’t we agree on some
things here?

There are some things we can agree
upon: Barack Obama was not born in
Kenya; secondly, and just importantly,
there is no imminent invasion of Texas
that is being planned; And third, very
simply, the tax cuts don’t pay for
themselves. They have to score some
place.
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We are taking up the time today de-
bating this extender—or extenders—
when we should be talking about tax
reform that works for the middle class,
a tax reform that does not reward in-
vestment; instead, we are doing this
hodgepodge effort on tax extenders
that really make no sense. Guess what,
come December, we are going to be
right back here on this floor tackling
the R&D credit for another year or
two.

Now, before they say to me, Mr.
NEAL, you are wrong, I certainly have
been right in the last two cycles about
what happened as to where we ended up
with tax extenders. The President has
already said he would veto a perma-
nent R&D at this point, and I under-
stand the whole nature of why we need
to do talking points.

I would submit this to my friend, Mr.
BRrRADY, and he is my friend, and we
work together on many pieces of legis-
lation. Why don’t we commit ourselves
to building an R&D tax credit for 10
years, so it can be built into the invest-
ment code of the American entre-
preneur, so they know precisely what
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is going to be out there, instead of tak-
ing this tactic today that is never
going to see the light of day as we go
forward?

This Congress could have been spend-
ing its time today talking about in-
come disparity, downward pressure on
wages, robotics, and what is putting
the American worker behind the curve
of opportunity; but, no, we can’t do
that. We spend our time instead on
these sorts of arguments.

I hope that we can send this back to
committee and come up with some-
thing that we can all live with.

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

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in opposition to the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
this Democrat proposal does violence
to America’s research infrastructure.
It does violence to America’s economy,
and it does violence to the future of
our economy and to the hope of young
people.

We will not stand for this. Vote ‘“‘no”
on this motion to recommit.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of today,
further proceedings on this question
will be postponed.

——————

AMERICA COMPETES
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2015

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill, H.R. 1806.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENHAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 271 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1806.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. YODER) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
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consideration of the bill (H.R. 1806) to
provide for technological innovation
through the prioritization of Federal
investment in basic research, funda-
mental scientific discovery, and devel-
opment to improve the competitive-
ness of the United States, and for other
purposes, with Mr. YODER in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to spon-
sor H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES
Reauthorization Act of 2015, a pro-
science, fiscally responsible bill that
sets America on a path to remain the
world’s leader in innovation.

This bill reauthorizes civilian re-
search programs at the National
Science Foundation, the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology,
the Department of Energy, and the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy.
H.R. 1806 prioritizes basic research and
development, while staying within the
caps set by the Budget Control Act.

America’s businesses rely on govern-
ment support for basic research to
produce the scientific breakthroughs
that spur technological innovation,
jump-start new industries, and spur
economic growth. Title I of the bill re-
authorizes the National Science Foun-
dation for 2 years and provides a 4.3
percent increase for research and re-
lated activities.

The bill prioritizes funding for the
Directorates of Biological Sciences,
Computer and Information Science and
Engineering, Engineering, and Mathe-
matics and Physical Sciences and rec-
ognizes the need to make strategic in-
vestments in basic R&D for the U.S. to
remain the global leader in science and
innovation. The bill reprioritizes re-
search spending at NSF by cutting
funding for the Directorate for Social,
Behavioral, and Economic Sciences and
the Directorate for Geosciences.

Federal budget restraints require all
taxpayers’ dollars to be spent on high-
value science in the national interest.
Unfortunately, NSF has funded a num-
ber of projects that do not meet the
highest standards of scientific merit,
from climate change musicals, to eval-
uating animal photographs in National
Geographic, to studying human-set
fires in New Zealand in the 1800s. There
are dozens of other examples.

The bill ensures accountability by re-
storing the original intent of the 1950
NSF Act and requiring that all grants
serve the ‘‘national interest.” The NSF
has endorsed this goal.

Title II represents the Science,
Space, and Technology Committee’s
commitment to enhancing STEM edu-
cation programs. A healthy and viable
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STEM workforce is critical to Amer-
ican industries and ensures our future
economic prosperity.

The definition of STEM is expanded
to include computer science, which
connects all STEM subjects. The bill
also creates an advisory panel on
STEM education to ensure outside
stakeholders have a role in assessing
the Federal STEM education portfolio.

Title III includes three bipartisan
bills the Science, Space, and Tech-
nology Committee approved in March.
Those bills, H.R. 1119, the Research and
Development Efficiency Act; H.R. 1156,
the International Science and Tech-
nology Cooperation Act of 2015; and
H.R. 1162, the Science Prize Competi-
tions Act, passed the committee by
voice vote. Two of these were spon-
sored by the Democrats.

Title IV supports the important
measurement, standards, and tech-
nology work taking place at the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology laboratories, the Manufacturing
Extension Partnership program, and
the recently authorized Network for
Manufacturing Innovation.

Measurement science conducted at
NIST contributes to industrial com-
petitiveness by supporting the tech-
nical infrastructure and advancements
for nanotechnology, global positioning
systems, material sciences, cybersecu-
rity, health information technology,
and a variety of other fields.

Title V reauthorizes the Department
of Energy Office of Science for 2 years,
at a 5.4 percent increase over fiscal
year 2015. It prioritizes basic research
that enables researchers in all 50
States to have access to world-class
user facilities, including supercom-
puters and high-intensity light sources.

This bill also prevents duplication
and requires DOE to certify that its
climate science work is unique and not
being undertaken by another Federal
agency.

Title VI reauthorizes the DOE ap-
plied research and development pro-
grams and activities for fiscal year 2016
and 2017. They include the Office of
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reli-
ability, the Office of Nuclear Energy,
the Office of Energy Efficiency and Re-
newable Energy, the Office of Fossil
Energy, and the Advanced Research
Projects Agency-Energy.

H.R. 1806 refocuses some spending on
late-stage commercialization efforts
within the Office of Energy Efficiency
and Renewable Energy to research and
development efforts.

The bill requires DOE to provide a
regular strategic analysis of science
and technology activities within the
Department, identifying key areas for
collaboration across science and ap-
plied research programs.

Title VII proposes to cut red tape and
bureaucracy in the DOE technology
transfer process. It allows contractor-
operators at DOE national laboratories
to work with the private sector more
efficiently by delegating signature au-
thority to the directors of the labs
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themselves, rather than to DOE con-
tracting officers, for cooperative agree-
ments valued at less than $1 million.

This title also requires DOE to assess
its capability to authorize, host, and
oversee privately funded fusion re-
search and the next generation fission
reactor prototypes. Currently, the pri-
vate sector has little incentive to build
reactor prototypes due to regulatory
uncertainty from the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission.

In summary, Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1806
sets the right priorities for Federal ci-
vilian research, which enhances inno-
vation and U.S. competitiveness with-
out adding to the Federal deficit and
debt.

I encourage my colleagues to support
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Today, I must unfortunately rise in
opposition to the America COMPETES
Reauthorization Act. It is unfortunate
because I was a strong supporter of
both the original COMPETES Act, as
well as the 2010 reauthorization.

Both of those bills passed with bipar-
tisan support, and both bills reflected
the recommendations of the National
Academy of Sciences’ groundbreaking
2005 report, ‘“‘Rising Above the Gath-
ering Storm.”’

It is worth reflecting on what the Na-
tional Academy’s panel found and why
they made the recommendations they
did.

First, the panel that wrote the report
was composed of a distinguished group
of individuals from industry, academia,
and science; and it was headed by the
former Lockheed CEO Norm Augustine.

The panel noted that much of Amer-
ica’s economic growth and success in
the decades following World War II was
the direct result of our Nation’s sus-
tained investment in research and de-
velopment. However, they noted that a
gathering storm was approaching.
America’s economic and military com-
petitors around the world had begun to
catch up with our Nation’s techno-
logical lead.

Moreover, research and development
budgets in the United States were stag-
nating. The panel determined that
America was sorely in need of a recom-
mitment to research and development
in order to maintain our competitive
edge.

The Augustine panel gave specific
recommendations that we increase
R&D spending, revitalize STEM edu-
cation across the country, and also cre-
ate and support a new ARPA-E for
breakthrough energy research modeled
on the renowned DARPA program at
the Department of Defense.

The original COMPETES Act imple-
mented these recommendations across
the board. Supporting this bill was one
of the highlights of my two decades of
service here in Congress.

I have highlighted this history be-
cause it is important to understand

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

what we are doing here today and why
these issues are so important. Since
2010, when we passed the last COM-
PETES reauthorization, R&D spending
in America has begun to stagnate
again and, by some measures, even de-
clined.

In the meantime, our economic com-
petitors have doubled down on their in-
vestments in research and develop-
ment. Over the past decade, China has
averaged a 23 percent increase in R&D
spending each year. Perhaps, not sur-
prisingly, in 2014, China overtook the
United States to become the world’s
largest economic power.

The crisis that the Augustine com-
mittee warned us about in 2005 has now
arrived.
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What is the response of our majority
to this crisis? Absolutely nothing. That
is what is in H.R. 1806: absolutely noth-
ing.

H.R. 1806 completely abandons the
recommendations of the Augustine
committee and the original COM-
PETES Act. It abandons the legacy of
COMPETES by flat-funding R&D in-
vestments. It abandons the legacy by
slashing funding for the very ARPA-E
program envisioned by this committee,
the Augustine committee. It abandons
that legacy by politicizing the sci-
entific grant-making process and pit-
ting different research disciplines
against each other.

I want to be clear about what it is
that this majority is abandoning. They
are abandoning our future.

America is the greatest nation on
Earth, but our greatness is not guaran-
teed. We have to work for it. We have
to do the things that are necessary to
ensure a bright future for our country.
That means making the same Kkinds of
investments in science and technology
that previous generations made. Our
predecessors understood what was at
stake. They made a commitment to in-
vest in research and development and
science education, and we still benefit
from those past investments today.

The world is not standing still. If we
do not recommit to our investments in
science education, research, and devel-
opment, we will be surpassed.

The bill before us fails to secure our
Nation’s future, and for that reason, I
must strenuously oppose it.

I am not alone in my opposition. We
have received more than 40 letters or
statements of concern or outright op-
position from over 70 different groups,
including the American Association for
the Advancement of Science, the Asso-
ciation of American Universities, the
Association of Public and Land-grant
Universities, the Business Council for
Sustainable Energy, the Coalition for
National Science Funding, the STEM
Education Coalition, the Truman Na-
tional Security Project, and many,
many others. I will put the full list of
these organizations in the RECORD at
this time.
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75 ORGANIZATIONS IN OPPOSITION TO H.R. 1806,
THE AMERICA COMPETES REAUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2015

1. Alliance to Save Energy

2. American Academy of Political and So-
cial Science

3. American Anthropological Association

4. American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science

5. American Association of Petroleum Ge-
ologists

6. American Association of Physics Teach-
ers

7. American Educational Research Associa-
tion

8. American Geophysical Union

9. American Geosciences Institute

10. American Institute of Biological
Sciences

11. American Institute of Physics

12. American Meteorological Society

13. American Physical Society

14. American Political Science Association

15. American Psychological Association

16. American Society for Microbiology

17. American Sociological Association

18. Association for Behavioral and Cog-
nitive Therapies

19. Association for the Sciences of Lim-
nology and Oceanography

20. Association of American Universities

21. Association of Population Centers

22. Association of Public and Land-grant
Universities

23. AVS: Science & Technology of Mate-
rials, Interfaces, and Processing

24. Biophysical Society

25. Business Council for Sustainable En-
ergy

26. Center for Small Business and the Envi-
ronment

27. Clay Minerals Society

28. Coalition for National Science Funding

29. Computing Research Association

30. Consortium for Ocean Leadership

31. Consortium of Social Science Associa-
tions

32. Council of Undergraduate Research

33. Department of Energy Secretary Ernest
Moniz

34. Barth Day Network

35. Ecological Society of America

36. Energy Sciences Coalition

37. Environment America

38. Environment and Energy Study Insti-
tute

39. Environmental Defense Fund

40. Federation of American Societies for
Experimental Biology

41. Federation of Associations
ioral and Brain Sciences

42. Geological Society of America

43. Incorporated Institutions for
mology

44. Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers, Inc.

45. Law and Society Association

46. League of Conservation Voters

47. Learning and Education Academic Re-
search Network

48. Michigan State University

49. National Association of Geoscience
Teachers

50. National Association of Marine Labora-
tories

51. National Cave and Karst Research In-
stitute

52. National Ground Water Association

53. Natural Resources Defense Council

54. Nobel Laureates

55. Ohio State University

56. Paleontological Research Institution

57. Pew

58. Population Association of America

59. Princeton University

60. Research!America

61. Seismological Society of America

in Behav-

Seis-
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62. Sierra Club

63. Society for Mining, Metallurgy, and Ex-
ploration, Inc.

64. Society of Independent Professional
Earth Scientists

65. Soil Science Society of America

66. STEM Education Coalition

67. Taskforce on American Innovation

68. The Optical Society

69. Truman National Security Project—Op-
eration Free

70. Union of Concerned Scientists

71. United States Permafrost Association

T72. University Corporation for Atmospheric
Research

73. University of Colorado at Boulder

T74. University of Michigan

75. Wayne State University.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Again, I strongly, strongly op-
pose this bill, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WEBER), who is the chair-
man of the Energy Subcommittee of
the Science, Space, and Technology
Committee.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. I thank Chair-
man SMITH for yielding me time to
speak on this important legislation
that is on the floor today.

Mr. Chair, H.R. 1806, the America
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of
2015, authorizes the science and energy
research programs at the Department
of Energy, providing funding for re-
search and development conducted in
our universities and national labs
across the country.

DOE is the largest Federal supporter
of Dbasic research in the physical
sciences and provides user facilities for
over 31,000 scientific researchers each
year.

The America COMPETES Act
prioritizes funding for the Office of
Science, which conducts critical re-
search in high energy physics, ad-
vanced scientific computing, biological
and environmental research, nuclear
physics, fusion energy sciences, and
basic energy sciences.

This basic R&D has broad applica-
tions for our economy and for our na-
tional security, providing tools and
user facilities for researchers in all en-
ergy fields.

The America COMPETES Act also re-
authorizes the Department’s applied
energy programs in nuclear energy,
fossil energy, energy efficiency and re-
newable energy, and electricity re-
search and development.

By prioritizing research and develop-
ment in these programs, we can maxi-
mize Federal dollars and leave com-
mercialization and deployment to the
private sector, Mr. Chairman, which
has the most incentive to bring new,
cost-effective, and efficient tech-
nologies to market.

This legislation is fiscally respon-
sible and cuts funding to lower-priority
and duplicative programs like EERE,
which has grown by almost 60 percent
in the last decade. With our national
debt of $18 trillion and rising, Congress
must prioritize fundamental research
to lay the foundation for the next tech-
nological breakthrough.
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We simply cannot afford to spend
limited Federal dollars on promoting
today’s technology. This is so yester-
day when we do that. Instead of dupli-
cating work that could be done in the
private sector, the America COM-
PETES Act prioritizes basic research
and development with broad applica-
tion to all forms of energy and energy
efficiencies.

Mr. Chairman, over the past 5
months, the Science Committee has
held hearings on the Department of En-
ergy research and development for ad-
vanced nuclear reactors, high-perform-
ance computing, energy efficiency and
renewable energy, energy storage, and
the Department of Energy budget pro-
posal. With limited time, this Science
Committee in this Congress has con-
ducted five hearings in support of this
legislation, prioritizing oversight of
the DOE programs authorized in this
bill.

By supporting the America COM-
PETES Act, Congress can promote fun-
damental research, build a foundation
for the private sector to bring innova-
tive new technologies to market, and
grow the American economy.

I urge my colleagues to support the
America COMPETES Reauthorization
Act.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS).

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, it is
actually quite disappointing that we
are here at this point today. And I join
the ranking member and our colleagues
on this side of the aisle in opposing
this harmful antiscience bill, H.R. 1806.

When I first came into Congress, I
was excited because we were actually
working on reauthorizing the COM-
PETES Act. We were making invest-
ments in important research and devel-
opment and technologies for the 2lst
century. And we were doing that in a
bipartisan fashion based on bipartisan
scientific and research-based rec-
ommendations. But that is not where
we are today.

H.R. 1806 contains severe funding
cuts to the Department of Energy, in-
cluding cutting close to one-third of
the budget of the Office of Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy and half
the budget of ARPA-E. In fact, you
could argue that this is not an invest-
ment in the 21st century at all: it is a
throwback bill to the 20th century.

These cuts are going to cripple our
Nation’s research into high-impact
technologies to generate, store, and use
energy and will harm our ability to
compete successfully with other coun-
tries.

The bill also contains many harmful
provisions restricting the Department
of Energy, such as a provision pre-
venting the results of any Department
of Energy-supported fossil fuel energy
research and development from being
“used for regulatory assessments or de-
terminations by Federal regulatory au-
thorities.” That would essentially bar
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the EPA or the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission from using the
most current research results when
they set rules to protect our air, our
land, and our water.

How unfortunate that this
antiscience bill also includes a mis-
guided attempt to impose a level of po-
litical review on the National Science
Foundation’s gold-standard merit re-
view system.

This is the National Science Founda-
tion, not a political organization.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I yield the gentlewoman an ad-
ditional 1 minute.

Ms. EDWARDS. This is a dangerous
proposal that would stifle the kind of
high-risk, outside-the-box thinking
that has put the United States on the
cutting edge of scientific research.

If this bill were to become law, it
would eliminate valuable and scientif-
ically sound research on climate
change within the Department of En-
ergy under the guise of a cost-cutting
measure.

After all, Mr. Chairman, isn’t that
what this is about? It is about the
other side just not believing in climate
change, despite the science.

In addition to all of the dangerous
and harmful things that this bill does
do, it lacks any substantively helpful
provisions in a number of areas.

I actually proposed an amendment
that would simply look at our 21st cen-
tury workforce by supporting research
at minority-serving institutions, grow-
ing STEM fields for young people who
we know have to go into the 21st cen-
tury workforce. It flat-funds the edu-
cation directorate at the National
Science Foundation.

I can’t think of anything more harm-
ful than doing a COMPETES legisla-
tion that is, at its core, the most anti-
competitive legislation that could be
put on this floor. It is a danger to the
21st century.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCA-
LISE), who is the majority whip.

Mr. SCALISE. I thank my colleague,
the chairman from Texas, for yielding
and for his leadership in bringing the
America COMPETES Act to the floor.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of the America COMPETES Act. If
you look at what we are trying to do
here, we want America to maintain our
competitive edge, to create good-pay-
ing jobs here at home. But to do that,
we need to invest wisely and respon-
sibly in basic scientific research.

After years of overspending and the
administration expanding programs
way beyond the core missions of the
National Science Foundation and the
Department of Energy, the COMPETES
Act prioritizes taxpayer dollars to sup-
port basic research in biology, chem-
istry, math, engineering, and computer
science. American taxpayers’ dollars
are being spent on programs that do
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not meet the national interest or help
invest in our future.

I want to point out some of the
wasteful spending that is being elimi-
nated by this legislation, the America
COMPETES Act.

Mr. Chairman, $340,000 of taxpayer
money is being spent to study human-
set fires in New Zealand in the 1800s—
taxpayer dollars here in America are
being spent on that; $50,000 to study
civil lawsuits in Peru from 1600 to 1700;
$487,000 to study textiles and gender in
Iceland from 874-1800, during the Vi-
king era; $697,000 for ‘‘The Great Im-
mensity,” a musical about climate
change.

This is what taxpayer dollars are
being spent on, Mr. Chairman, at a
time when Americans are tightening
their belts and are looking to Wash-
ington to do what they are doing in
being fiscally responsible.

This refocuses what we are supposed
to be trying to do to promote science,
to promote computer science, as a
computer scientist, the things that are
going to help American workers be suc-
cessful—not all of this foolishness that
is wasting taxpayer money. It is a
great bill that actually prioritizes the
taxpayer dollars of this country. I urge
my colleagues to pass it.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes
to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the COMPETES Reauthorization Act,
which is an attempt to disinvest, in my
view, in research, innovation, and edu-
cation at a time when we ought to be
investing in those areas even more
greatly.

This bill places our competitiveness
at a serious risk over the long term.
The public must be awfully confused, I
understand, by both sides claiming
that they are enhancing research.
Many interest groups, however, dis-
agree with our Republican friends.

I had hoped that this year’s COM-
PETES legislation would have been
written so that we could continue the
tradition of the strong bipartisan sup-
port that it received in 2007 and 2010.
Overwhelmingly, Republicans voted for
these bills initially and the reauthor-
ization.

Unfortunately, the severe cuts and
partisan policy changes it makes pre-
clude that from happening. The Repub-
licans who wrote this legislation have
decided that they know better than
America’s scientists and innovators.
They arbitrarily pick and choose re-
search programs they like at the ex-
pense of those they ideologically op-
pose—in other words, not peer review
but political review. And they cut key
areas of research far below the levels
appropriated for fiscal year 2015, in-
cluding the Manufacturing Extension
Partnership program and R&D for re-
newable energy technologies.

How ironic that we have an R&D bill
on the floor and they are cutting R&D
technology here.
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Furthermore, this bill would slash
our investments in the cutting edge
ARPA-E program by 50 percent, which
funds high-risk and high-reward re-
search in energy technologies that
might not otherwise be pursued.

Now, of course, if global warming is
not an issue, who cares.

This bill, though called the America
COMPETES Act, really ought to be ti-
tled the Everyone Else Competes Act
because it will cause us to fall farther
and farther behind our overseas com-
petitors, who are already far outpacing
us in how much they invest in science
and technology research.

Alongside this bill today, the House
also is considering a bill that tries to
do something many of us agree ought
to be done but it does it in a fiscally ir-
responsible way. I am opposing and
urge my colleagues to oppose making
the R&D tax credit permanent because
we ought to pay for it, Mr. Chairman—
not make our children and grand-
children pay for it.

Over and over and over again, the Re-
publicans claim that the tax cuts that
they are passing will pay for them-
selves. I came here in 1981. That was
the claim. Under President Reagan, we
increased the debt 189 percent.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I yield the gentleman from
Maryland an additional 1 minute.
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Mr. HOYER. Now, Bush did better
after 2001 and 2003. He only increased
the deficit 87 percent, or almost three
times that increased under President
Clinton; and none of the tax cuts ended
up paying for themselves, and Green-
span said so.

Since the beginning of this Congress,
Republicans have brought to the floor
and passed nine tax cuts. It is so easy
to vote for tax cuts. It is so hard to pay
for what we are buying. And that is
why we have a deficit, because we do
not pay for what we buy.

Today the House is being asked to
vote on another unpaid-for tax ex-
tender that, on its own, would increase
the deficit by $182 billion. That is a
total of $586 billion—over half a trillion
dollars—that Republicans are pro-
posing to add to the deficit this year.

We have heard Republicans argue
that making the R&D tax credit per-
manent would benefit the economy.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has again expired.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. HOYER. They are right about
that, and I support the R&D being
made permanent—if we pay for it. That
is a principle the American public ex-
pects us to pursue. Many Democrats
agree as well.

However, what will be an even great-
er benefit to the economy is for Con-
gress to set aside the misguided
mantra that tax cuts pay for them-
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selves and, instead, put America’s fis-
cal house in order. Let’s start a real
conversation about fixing our broken
Tax Code in a fiscally sustainable way.
Passing this R&D tax credit will under-
mine that effort.

I am urging my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle who care deeply about
fiscal sustainability, about tax reform,
and about economic competitiveness to
oppose these bills.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. KNIGHT), an active
member of the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee.

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the America COMPETES
Act, and I would like to thank the
chair for his leadership in this field.

Mr. Chairman, today the Federal
Government spends about $3 billion
across STEM education efforts. This
bill creates a new STEM education ad-
visory panel to provide feedback and
advise the President and Federal agen-
cies with STEM programs to better in-
form plans and budgets. The bill di-
rects that STEM education efforts are
to be coordinated across the Federal
Government to limit duplication. In-
dustry also recognizes the benefits of
STEM. This is evidenced by its support
of various STEM programs with equip-
ment, facilities, and volunteers.

In my district alone, aerospace
thrives with high-technical, high-pay-
ing jobs. Without STEM, without
reaching out with STEM education, we
don’t get those folks to jump in there.
We have to talk about other things like
visas and bringing people in for these
types of jobs instead of working with
our kids to get them educated and
moving toward a good career.

This bill provides for grants for re-
search on STEM programming that en-
gages underrepresented students.
Again, in my district, we have the Lan-
caster Robotics Team. It started more
than 10 years ago. When it started, it
was about 2 percent women, or 2 per-
cent girls; today it is over 40 percent.
Forty percent of the Lancaster Robot-
ics Team is girls working towards a
STEM degree, working towards an en-
ginee