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I would think that menu labeling, as
a matter of course, is a marketing as-
pect. If you know that your restaurant
is putting out food labeling that is ac-
curate and upon which you can depend,
great, as I may be more likely to go to
such a facility; but, there, it is a vol-
untary choice. It goes from voluntary
to compulsory under the language of
the Affordable Care Act. Therein is the
problem. That is the problem that Rep-
resentative MCMORRIS RODGERS sought
to correct of the inadvertent addition
of a single food item in food that is pre-
pared in a restaurant that has more
than 20 facilities.

Think of a name brand pizza place.
You may have a local franchise in your
town. If you go there on a Friday night
and if the calorie count is not identical
to what has been posted on the menu
board and someone checks, that chef
could be imprisoned for a year. That is
the reason that, indeed, constituents
have written and that restaurant own-
ers have written. They asked Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS, and she responded
to their requests, and that is why we
have a bill in front of us today.

The rule that is under consideration
right now provides for the consider-
ation of an important fix to a harm-
fully crafted law and to a poorly writ-
ten regulation.

I applaud my fellow Energy and Com-
merce Committee member CATHY
MCMORRIS RODGERS for her work and
for doing all she could to bring all
stakeholders together to craft a work-
able compromise.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘yes’” on the rule and ‘‘yes’” on
the underlying bill.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. PoLi1s is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 611 OFFERED BY

MR. POLIS OF COLORADO

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 5. 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. 3926) to amend the
Public Health Service Act to provide for bet-
ter understanding of the epidemic of gun vio-
lence, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. 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 Energy and Commerce. After
general 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 consid-
eration 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,
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resolve into the Committee of the Whole for
further consideration of the bill.
SEC. 6. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 3926.
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-
vious question on the rule. ... When the
motion 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.
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Mr. BURGESS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

—————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate agrees to the report of
the committee of conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill
(H.R. 644) ‘“‘An Act to reauthorize trade
facilitation and trade enforcement
functions and activities, and for other
purposes.”.

——

DEBT MANAGEMENT AND FISCAL
RESPONSIBILITY ACT OF 2015

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 3442, the Debt Management
and Fiscal Responsibility Act.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 609 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. 3442.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Alabama (Mr. BYRNE) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.

J 1326
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
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3442) to
provide further means of account-
ability of the United States debt and
promote fiscal responsibility, with Mr.
BYRNE 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.
BRADY) and the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

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



February 11, 2016

I am pleased to speak in support of
H.R. 3442, the Debt Management and
Fiscal Responsibility Act. I would also
like to thank Mr. MARCHANT of Texas
for his leadership on this legislation.

H.R. 3442 was considered by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means in Sep-
tember of 2015, and it was passed with
strong support. It is also highly rel-
evant.

I have just come from our second
hearing on the 2017 budget. Anything
we can do to add clarity and stability
to our budget and debt process is ex-
tremely helpful. The amount of debt
this country currently owes is stag-
gering—3$19 trillion and growing. The
Congressional Budget Office estimates
that the debt will reach $29 trillion in
2026.

Let’s be clear about why this is hap-
pening. It is not because Americans
aren’t taxed enough; it is because
Washington has a spending problem. As
we look to the future, revenues will re-
main half a percentage point above
their historical average as a share of
the economy. Meanwhile, spending will
rise from 21 percent of the share of the
economy today to 23 percent in 2026,
both of which are far above the histor-
ical average of 19.9 percent.

When Republicans took the House in
2010, this government borrowed 40
cents for every dollar it spent, and,
today, it is 14 cents; but that is not
good enough, because, under the cur-
rent law baseline, it will go up to 21
cents per dollar in 2026. At this rate, if
left unchecked, deficits will rise from
over $500 billion this year to nearly $1.4
trillion in 2026. Congress needs to ad-
dress this and consider real solutions
to lowering the debt and bringing sus-
tainability to our Federal Government.
We can’t do that if we don’t have a
debt management system that is con-
sistent, transparent, and accountable.

The Debt Management and Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act would create a system
that allows Congress to make informed
decisions about the debt ceiling and
consider changes before it becomes a
crisis.

This bill would require the Secretary
of the Treasury to report to Congress
before the statutory debt limit ceiling
is hit so that legislators have the infor-
mation they need when considering the
debt limit. That reporting would in-
clude the current State of the national
debt as well as future debt projections
and the administration’s plans to meet
future obligations.

The Secretary would also report pro-
posals of the President’s on how to re-
duce the debt in the short, medium,
and long term and any proposals to im-
prove the debt-to-GDP ratio.

Finally, the administration would
have to submit a progress report if it
requests multiple debt limit increases
so that Congress and the American
people can finally get information
about the progress that is being made.
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This legislation will also make the
Secretary’s reports available online so
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everyone in America can access this
important information.

We are at a time when serious deci-
sions must be made about how to grow
the economy and stop the increase in
the national debt. We can’t do that if
we don’t have the necessary informa-
tion. So this means that we need to be
on the same page about the drivers of
our debt and to have an open discus-
sion about our intention to reduce the
debt.

This bill would take a process that
has become, I think, chaotic and dif-
ficult for everyone and instead create a
system—a good, smart, open system—
that provides a consistent framework.

As others have said, the national
debt is a shared responsibility, and we
need to focus on ways to address it and
move forward sensibly. The current
path we are on just isn’t sustainable. It
will require all of us, both in the legis-
lative and executive branch, to work
together to find solutions.

The Debt Management and Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act is an important step in
improving this process. It not only pro-
vides clarity and transparency, but it
also creates accountability and estab-
lishes a framework to discuss options
and ideas on how to reduce this na-
tional debt.

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The chairman said this bill came out
with strong support and it is relevant.
Now, the vote in the committee—this
was many, many months ago—was
strictly partisan, and this bill is really
a diversion. It was marked up at the
same time as that Pay China First Act.
Does anybody remember that irrespon-
sible legislation that came to the floor
that was passed by the Republicans and
died the death legislatively it de-
served?

So here we are with this bill, part of
a two-package bill, that also is going
nowhere. It is worse than that, because
it is really a diversion, a diversion
from what we really should be talking
about. It requires the Treasury Depart-
ment to provide to Congress informa-
tion on the debt limit that we already
receive, distracting from Republicans’
repeated recklessness about default
and reinforcing the false belief that the
debt limit is a tool for managing the
debt.

House Republicans refused to invite
OMB Director Shaun Donovan to Cap-
itol Hill this week to testify on the
President’s budget—an unprecedented
action. We asked this morning in the
Ways and Means Committee: Why did
neither the House nor the Senate con-
trolled by Republicans invite the OMB
Director? Well, the chairman of the
Budget Committee was there at the
time and said something like: We don’t
have time.

That is really shameful. We are de-
bating this bill together, which would
require the Treasury Secretary to pro-
vide a report and come testify before
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Congress on the very debt reduction
proposals they are refusing to hear
about now, including from the Budget
Director. If nothing else, Republicans
are proving they are consistent with
their inconsistency.

If we were to request from Treasury
a new report related to the debt limit,
it should focus on the dire con-
sequences of default. It should provide
detailed information on the veterans
who would not get the benefits they
earned. It should tell how many doc-
tors and hospitals who treat Medicare
patients won’t be paid for care they al-
ready provided. It should enumerate
the Pell grants we will not pay to stu-
dents who rely on them to pay for col-
lege. And it should explain and enu-
merate the catastrophic consequences
of default to our economy.

That is the kind of information Con-
gress might need the next time we de-
bate the debt limit if Republicans once
again propose default instead of re-
sponsible action. Instead, Republicans
are insisting on a report that would
distract from the danger of default and
do nothing to help reduce the debt.

If the real goal is debt reduction, as
I said, Republicans should welcome
OMB Director Donovan to explain the
administration’s ideas, and then they
should sit down with Democrats and
take bipartisan action now, as we did
during the Clinton administration,
when bipartisan legislation generated
record budget surpluses.

So the Republicans, I guess, are try-
ing to divert the focus from their in-
ability to take action to reduce the
deficit and instead blame Treasury and
the administration.

The administration has issued a
Statement of Administration Policy.
They indicate, if the President were
presented with H.R. 3442, his advisers
would recommend he veto this bill.

Let me close by just saying how un-
fortunate it is to bring up this effort to
obscure the problem instead of acting
on legislation that is so badly needed,
including addressing inversions that
are going on one after another in this
country. This, I think, demonstrates
the total failure of Republicans to face
up to what we are now facing. We
should be acting on that instead of this
bill.

Well, this is going to have the same
fate as the Pay China First Act, such a
terrible mistake it was. It is going no-
where. It will be strictly partisan.

So I say to the Republicans in this
House, you talk about common ground;
instead you bring forth something that
essentially is a sham, and you can’t
stand together on what is essentially a
sham.

Mr. PASCRELL, a distinguished mem-
ber of our committee, at this point will
control the remainder of the time on
our side.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. COLLINS of
New York). The gentleman from New
Jersey is recognized.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the ranking member and the
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chairman and, of course, my good
friend from Texas (Mr. MARCHANT).

I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

This week, the President sent his fis-
cal year 2017 budget to Congress and re-
leased it to the American people. His
budget included numerous proposals to
reduce the deficit by $2.9 trillion and
grow our economy. In fact, under
President Obama’s leadership, we have
seen deficits shrink to stark lows, the
smallest it has been in 7 years.

However, the chairman of the House
Budget Committee has refused to hold
a hearing on the President’s budget
with the Office of Management and
Budget. This is the first time in 40
years that the President’s budget will
not be granted a hearing. We separate
the powers, but we never separate re-
spect.

Ignoring the fact that the President
just sent deficit reduction proposals to
Congress, rebuffing the OMB Director’s
request to testify, the House has in-
stead gone to consider legislation that
requires the administration to submit
deficit reduction proposals and come
and testify about the debt limit and
the deficit. Something doesn’t quite
add up here.

I have tremendous respect for the
sponsor of this bill. I think he is acting
in good faith—I think it is logical, but
I don’t think it is true; not everything
logical is true, you know—the author
of the bill and my colleague on the
Ways and Means Committee. But I be-
lieve this legislation misses the forest
for the trees.

When nearing the debt limit, the
most important thing for Congress to
know is the catastrophic consequences
of a default, yet this bill makes no
mention of such a report. Instead, the
legislation before us today asks the
Treasury Department to report to Con-
gress on things that Congress is most
equipped to know. So they are asking
us to hear what we already should
know.

The drivers and composition of fu-
ture debt—that is us—and how the
United States will meet its debt obliga-
tions, that is what is important to us
and that is what is important to the
American people.

Just a reminder of our constitutional
roles: the Congress has the responsi-
bility to enact spending and revenue
measures; the Treasury Department,
part of the executive branch, executes
the laws that we enact—not vice versa.
They can’t spend money that we
haven’t authorized.

This bill would create new statutory
requirements for the Treasury Depart-
ment that are unnecessary and duplica-
tive. The Secretary of the Treasury
regularly corresponds with the Budget
Committee about the debt limit and
provides regular updates about the sta-
tus of our ability to meet our debt obli-
gations.

If I might add just at this point, we
know what the Constitution says about
the debt limit. The 14th Amendment is
very clear, section 4:
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“The validity of the public debt of
the United States, authorized by law,
including debts incurred for payment
of pensions shall not be ques-
tioned.”

That is what the Constitution—you
know, we refer to the ‘“‘we,” constitu-
tionalists, only when it suits our pur-
pose and supports our arguments. I
think we should look at the Constitu-
tion as a document which affects ev-
erybody at any time in any place with-
in our borders.

Now, the Treasury provides us with
the following: the budget, the Mid-Ses-
sion Review—in fact, it is online; the
Daily Treasury Statement, online; the
Monthly Treasury Statement, online;
the Monthly Statement of the Public
Debt, online; the Schedule of Federal
Debt and the Financial Report of the
United States Government—all of
which, I am saying again, are available
on the Internet.

At the time this legislation was
brought before the Ways and Means
Committee in September of 2015, Re-
publicans were considering a default on
the full faith and credit of the United
States. A default would have cata-
strophic consequences, including a col-
lapse of world credit markets and a de-
struction of job markets.

Should Congress fail to raise the debt
limit, the Treasury will not be able to
pay veterans’ benefits, pay doctors, pay
hospitals, take care of Medicare pa-
tients, pay salaries to our troops or
Pell grants to students who need them.
These are expenditures that have al-
ready been authorized by the Congress,
but if we don’t act on the debt limit,
we simply can’t pay them. We can’t.

Fortunately, we were able to come
together. We worked together, believe
it or not. We suspended the debt limit
through March of 2017. The report trig-
gered by this bill, H.R. 3442, will be
wholly duplicative of information Con-
gress has already received from the
Treasury Department, the Office of
Management and Budget. So much for
government efficiency.

Well, I believe, my good friend from
Texas, what we can and should do is
come together in a bipartisan manner
on a budget—what we can and we
should do. But I believe that we will in-
stead see a deeply partisan and ideolog-
ical budget for my good friends on the
other side that has no chance of gar-
nering any Democratic support. I hope
that is not the motivation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

I would like to thank the chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee for
his consideration and his speaking on
the bill today and commend my col-
league from New Jersey. We had a very
lively discussion about this bill in the
Rules Committee. Over the years, my
colleague and I have been able to dis-
agree very agreeably, and I trust that
today will continue in that spirit.
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Mr. Chairman, I introduced the Debt
Management and Fiscal Responsibility
Act because Congress and the adminis-
tration need to focus on finding debt
reduction solutions.

There is rarely a time that I appear
in my district at a townhall meeting or
even a gathering of just a few people
where the subject of the debt of the
United States of America is not the
focal point of the discussion. I never go
through a public meeting where some-
one doesn’t raise their hand and say:
What is Congress doing about the na-
tional debt?

When we began to contemplate this
bill a couple years ago, we began to
think about how we could put into law
a process where Congress would not
solve the debt problem, but we would
begin a process where the committees
of jurisdiction would have a full report
from the Treasury and the Secretary of
the Treasury about where we were with
the debt and the plans of the adminis-
tration and what they would do to re-
duce that debt.

When this bill was passed out of the
Committee on Ways and Means in Sep-
tember, the national debt was $18.1
trillion. Now it is over $19 trillion.
Debt held by the public is now roughly
74 percent of the economy’s annual
output. It is also a higher percentage
than at any point in American history
except for a very brief period around
World War II. If current law remains
unchanged, the Congressional Budget
Office predicts that Federal debt held
by the public will exceed 100 percent of
GDP in 25 years. This is unsustainable.

Everyone knows that the national
debt is increasing, but the existing
strategy for dealing with the debt limit
only fuels conflict and fiscal irrespon-
sibility. This creates disruption and
uncertainty, and it erodes the con-
fidence in the American leadership and
economy.

Five times in the last 5 years, the
Treasury Department has had to em-
ploy extraordinary measures to avoid
reaching the debt limit. These maneu-
vers are supposed to be a last resort.
They were only employed six other
times between the 1980s and 2011. Ex-
traordinary measures have become the
new normal, just like record levels of
debt.

The goal of H.R. 3442 is to establish a
new debt limit process that is more
transparent, accountable, and timely.
This legislation would allow Congress
and the American people to take an
early and accurate look at the debt and
the statutory debt limit before it is
reached, not after the press release
that it has been reached is released.

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

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the distinguished mi-
nority whip.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chair, the gen-
tleman from Texas says he gets asked
all the time about the national debt.
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He can give a very simple answer—be-
cause the Congress Kkeeps spending
money and not paying for it. That is
how you incur debt; you buy things and
you don’t pay for them. They can be all
sorts of things. They can be Social Se-
curity, they can be Medicare, they can
be battleships, they can be health care,
they can be roads, they can be bridges.
If you don’t pay for them—it shouldn’t
be any surprise—you incur debt.

Who spends money in the United
States of America? The Congress.
Under the Constitution, we are the
ones who spend money. I say to my
friend from Texas, he might also say,
Well, when you create $800 billion-plus
of new debt by cutting taxes and not
paying for them, you have less revenue,
but you don’t cut buying stuff, you
have more debt. $800-plus billion in De-
cember. I didn’t vote for that bill be-
cause we didn’t pay for it.

Now, I have been in office a long
time. It is easy and takes no courage to
cut taxes, no courage whatsoever.
What takes courage is buying things—
and if people want them—saying, we
need to pay for them. We need to pay
for them so our children don’t pay for
them, so our grandchildren don’t pay
for them because, guess what, they are
going to have their challenges in their
time, national security challenges, nat-
ural disasters like Katrina or Sandy
challenges, Ebola, AIDS, health crises.
They are going to have to have re-
sources, and we are spending them.

I have been here sometime, longer I
think than the gentleman from Texas,
longer than my friend from New Jer-
sey. There is one person in America
who can stop spending in its tracks. I
have been here 36 years. No President
in the 36 years that I have served has
had a veto overridden of a bill that
spent too much money. Not one. Not
one Republican President, not one
Democratic President. So a President
can stop spending in its tracks.

Under Ronald Reagan, we increased
the national debt 189 percent. It was
less than a trillion dollars when I came
to the Congress of the United States. It
was increased under Ronald Reagan 189
percent, the largest of any President.

Under George Bush, in 4 years, it was
increased 55 percent; under Bill Clin-
ton, in 8 years, 36 percent. But guess
what, during the last 4 years, we had a
balanced budget, the only time in the
lifetime of anybody in this body that
we have had 4 years of balanced budg-
ets.

Now, my Republican friends will say,
well, we were in charge of the Con-
gress. For the last 6 years you were.
But you were in charge of the House,
the Senate, and the Presidency under
George W. Bush, and the budget deficit
was increased 87 percent.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. PASCRELL. I yield an additional
1 minute to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chair, the President
says he is going to veto this bill, but
the irony is—and the chairman sits on
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the floor—the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget has submitted
a budget on behalf of the administra-
tion to respond exactly to the ques-
tions that this bill wants to ask.

For the first time in 41 years, the ad-
ministration has been refused the op-
portunity to testify, which The Wash-
ington Post called, gratuitously, con-
temptuous. And then my friends have
the audacity to bring a bill on the floor
in the same week and ask the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to come down
and testify, talk about the debt when
we know darn well why the debt is
what it is.

It is our responsibility, because we
incur it, to make sure that we pay our
debt. That is our moral responsibility,
as well as our constitutional responsi-
bility. This is politics at its most con-
temptuous level. It is to pretend that
somehow the President is responsible.

My friends, we ought to reject this
bill not because of the bill itself, but
we get this information, as has been so
often said. We already get this infor-
mation. You don’t need the Secretary
of the Treasury to come down here and
give it to us. He testifies before the
Committee on Ways and Means; he tes-
tifies before other committees.

Let’s reject this bill because it is
phony, not because substantively we
don’t need this information. We have
it. It is redundant. It does what my
friends on the Republican side so often
say, we ought to not have redundant
things.

Mr. Chair, I appreciate the fact that
my time has expired. This bill ought to
expire with it.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACK), who serves on the
Committee on Ways and Means and the
Committee on the Budget.

Mrs. BLACK. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chair, our Nation is $19 trillion
in debt. That is more than $58,000 for
every man, woman, and child. Now,
Tennesseeans know that mounting
debt burden in Washington is not just
an economic concern.

This is a national security issue and
it is a moral issue, one that the Presi-
dent is willfully choosing to ignore. His
latest budget would cause our debt to
spike to more than $27 trillion over the
next 10 years, and when the govern-
ment maxes out its credit cards to pay
for this runaway spending, the Obama
administration routinely insists on a
so-called clean debt limit hike, a blank
check with no strings attached.

Mr. Chair, our constituents deserve
better than that. They expect the Con-
gress would assert its role as a coequal
branch of government and Ileverage
these opportunities to demand real
cuts and to engage the administration
in an honest conversation about Wash-
ington’s spending addiction.

And that is why I support the Debt
Management and Fiscal Responsibility
Act. This commonsense piece of legis-
lation would require that the adminis-
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tration come to here—yes, the people’s
House—before any potential debt limit
increase and testify about the drivers
of our debt and a plan to fix it. The
Treasury Department would then be re-
quired to post this information on
their Web site so that the American
people can see the facts for themselves.
After all, it is their money that we are
spending.

Mr. Chair, this is about injecting
some basic accountability into a budg-
eting process. Taxpayers and the next
generation of Americans who will in-
herit this debt burden that we are ac-
cumulating today are owed at least
that much.

I urge a ‘‘yes” vote on the Debt Man-
agement and Fiscal Responsibility Act.

Mr. PASCRELL. How much time is
remaining, Mr. Chair?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey has 15 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, I just
want to remind the young lady from
the other side of the aisle, my good
friend, that everything she has asked
for is pertinent and important, but it is
already on the Internet.

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT), a distin-
guished member of the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Mr. DOGGETT. Amnesia. Amnesia,
Mr. Chair, once again pervades this Re-
publican Conference. Where were these
great deficit hawks 2 months ago when
they had an opportunity to vote on in-
creasing the national debt? They were
there raising their hand ‘“‘aye’ in favor
of hiking the national debt. Today,
they come forward with the audacity
to say let’s solve the runaway national
debt problem; we want another govern-
ment report to do it.

Yes, at Christmastime, these deficit
hawks went on a spending spree right
here in this House. Not a spending
spree to provide more educational op-
portunity for our children, not a spend-
ing spree to provide more medical re-
search dollars for our scientists and
physicians, not a spending spree to do
something about our crumbling roads
or to build a competitive infrastruc-
ture, but a spending spree with tax ex-
penditures from the Tax Code to stuff
every silk stocking they could find.
Anyone who had a powerful lobby, they
were here to get an expanded or ex-
tended tax cut.

Here is what was said 2 months ago,
and I quote:

“Budgeting in this country has pret-
ty much become a joke. Members of
Congress give heartfelt speeches’’—the
same kind we are hearing today—
““about being responsible. . . . And then
time and time again, they cast votes
that add billions and even trillions of
dollars to the debt. The rampant hy-
pocrisy is quite galling.”

“How can lawmakers claim that
their budget will achieve balance when
they just passed a deficit-financed tax
deal that blows a big hole in the budg-
et?”
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Those weren’t the words of a Demo-
crat. Those weren’t the words of a pro-
gressive institution. They were the
words of Maya MacGuineas, the presi-
dent of the Committee for a Respon-
sible Federal Budget, a bipartisan orga-
nization. On their board is Mitch Dan-
iels, Alan Simpson, and a host of Re-
publicans.

That final bill that they voted for 2
months ago added $830 billion to the
national debt over the next 10 years, as
they borrowed money from abroad to
give it to Wall Street and other special
interests. It will cost us about $2 tril-
lion over the next two decades.

One of the biggest items in that
budget was a giveaway to Wall Street
banks, the same Wall Street banks
that helped bring this country to its
knees in the economic crisis. Yet they
came in and they got a tax break in
order to encourage shipping more jobs
overseas, which is what that particular
tax break does.

They come back to us today, having
added to the debt so much. Never see-
ing a tax break for a special interest
that they didn’t like—to borrow from
Will Rogers—they come to us today
and say give us a report, give us an-
other speech.

When we had the Treasury Secretary
in front of our committee all morning,
our Republican chairman was candid.
He was cordial, but he was candid in
saying that everything that the Treas-
ury Secretary was offering was dead on
arrival, would never see the light of
day.

This is a wasted endeavor that ought
to be rejected.

0 1400

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM), the chairman of
the Oversight Subcommittee of the
Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chairman, Mr.
MARCHANT has gotten people’s atten-
tion this afternoon. I am really sur-
prised at how lively and engaged our
friends are on the other side of the
aisle.

So, it begs the question: What is so
provocative about this bill? What is so
provocative and incendiary? Appar-
ently, having the administration come
with a plan, as it relates to the debt, is
a provocation.

I don’t think our friends on the other
side of the aisle have to take the bait.
In fact, the ranking member said it
came out with only Republican votes.
If T were a Democrat, I wouldn’t admit
that it only came out with Republican
votes. I would be trying to claim credit
for this.

Why? Because I come from the State
of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, let me tell
you what happens when you avoid
problems. The State of Illinois has
avoided problems year after year after
year. My home State now has a $100
billion unfunded pension liability. That
is a fact. Illinois has a crisis.

What Mr. MARCHANT is proposing is
very simple and very clear. If this is
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provocative, I don’t know how to deal
with it. It requires the administration
to lay out a proposal to reduce the debt
in the short term: 1 to 2 years.

The criticism of the administration’s
current budget is that it never bal-
ances. Ever. Think about that. Hello.
Never. There is never a balance.

So, what he is saying is they have got
to come in and show how they are
going to deal with this. Short-term,
medium-term, understanding its rela-
tionship debt to GDP; all of these
things are so important.

We are told: Hey, go to the Internet.
That is where your information is. No;
what we need is for the administration
to understand the information on the
Internet—if that is where it is—and
come in and present it in a cogent and
clear way.

Yes, Congress has the primary re-
sponsibility. Yes, the House Repub-
licans have articulated a view that
says we can balance this, we can deal
with these programs, and we can deal
with these cost drivers. We have been
met time again by a stiff arm from the
President of the United States, who
has now redefined the concept of bal-
ance. Balance used to mean one plus
one equals two. Now the administra-
tion says that balance is—what was
their latest vernacular—long-term fis-
cal sustainability. That is ridiculous.

Representative MARCHANT needs to
be congratulated. This is a great idea.
We ought to be celebrating this. If I
were a Democrat, I wouldn’t admit to
voting against it.

I urge passage of the bill.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just heard something from my good
friend from Illinois that bears repeat-
ing, which is to have the administra-
tion come and testify on their deficit
plan.

The President’s budget includes $2.9
trillion in deficit reduction. You have
refused a visit from the administration
to discuss it. How is that for provo-
cation?

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. ToM PRICE), chairman of
the Budget Committee.

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr.
Chairman, I thank Mr. MARCHANT, my
good friend, for introducing this legis-
lation.

Before 1 address the legislation, I
want to talk very briefly about the
President’s budget.

The President has, indeed, introduced
a budget. It raises over $3 trillion over
a 10-year period of time. It increases
spending. It increases the interest pay-
ments on the debt so that they ap-
proach $1 trillion at the end of 10 years.

We thought it was appropriate to
save the President the embarrassment
of bringing him before our committee,
because when you put that budget on
the floor, which we have done in the
past, the President gets two votes from
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his own party. Just two. So we thought
it was appropriate to save the Presi-
dent that embarrassment.

I want to commend my friend, Mr.
MARCHANT from Texas, for introducing
this legislation, H.R. 3442, today. This
is really a simple and straightforward
piece of legislation. The bill enhances
accountability, reduces potentially dis-
ruptive risks to our economy, and
would help Congress reach real debt re-
duction solutions that the American
people so clearly desire and deserve.

Under this act, as we approach any
debt limit, the administration would
have to appear before Congress and
provide testimony on what is driving
that national debt so that we know
that they actually appreciate the driv-
ers of that debt; relate a clear, unam-
biguous series of proposals on deficit
and debt reduction, which they don’t
do—by the way, the President’s budget
never balances—and update Congress
on progress being made toward debt re-
duction, which is a principle that we
believe and the American people be-
lieve is important, but, apparently,
this administration does not.

As Budget chairman, I can tell you
there is nothing more troubling than
the ever-increasing spending that hap-
pens around here, especially in the
automatic programs. That is why I am
heartened that this bill would require
the administration to project the fiscal
health and the Ilong-term sustain-
ability of major programs like Medi-
care and Social Security, that, by the
way, are going broke unless something
is done.

This bill will help further educate the
American people on the dire need to
save and strengthen and secure these
programs. Our budget—the proposal
that we put forward—has proposed
positive solutions. We need the admin-
istration to be a cooperative partner in
getting solutions enacted. Forcing
them to confront these challenges will
be helpful. This bill will do that.

It is pretty simple, Mr. Chairman.
House Republicans have been proposing
action our Nation needs to take in
order to get spending under control and
reduce our debt. It seems only fitting
and proper that the administration
should have to do the same. That is
why I am urging a ‘‘yes’ vote on this
bill.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I just heard some-
thing very interesting. When I hear
things interesting, I like to repeat
them.

So, we are going to save the Presi-
dent the embarrassment. The ranking
member, SANDY LEVIN, mentioned that.
He said today that is less than a lame
excuse: to save the President embar-
rassment.

You should be embarrassed balancing
the budget on the money from the Af-
fordable Care Act, which you have rec-
ommended we destroy. How is that for
embarrassment?
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I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY), a dis-
tinguished member of the Ways and
Means Committee.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, the
issue of the Nation’s deficit is a real
concern, but let’s be honest: the issue
of the country’s deficits are of greater
concern to our constituents at home
than they appear to be to many people
in this Chamber.

Our constituents understand and sup-
port some government spending is nec-
essary to keep our country going
strong. Our constituents understand
that some debt is needed. Like govern-
ment, they incur debts, too: a mort-
gage, a car loan, a student loan, credit
card debt, a small business loan. They
also get alarmed when they see deficits
that are too high.

So, that is why it is the job of Con-
gress and the President to develop a
budget and raise and spend the nec-
essary revenue to operate the govern-
ment while also meeting the demands
of our constituents.

This week, President Obama sub-
mitted his budget plan to the Congress
for review. Within that budget is a plan
to sensibly cut the Nation’s deficit by
$2.9 trillion.

I think there are some good ideas in
the budget. Maybe others disagree. But
Congress should at least discuss it.
Yet, earlier this week, they refused to
allow the White House to come to Con-
gress and discuss the budget and the
deficit.

We are spending time and taxpayer
money to debate a bill to mandate the
White House come to Congress and dis-
cuss the budget and the deficit when,
earlier this week, these same folks re-
fused to allow the White House to come
to Congress and discuss the budget and
the deficit.

It is a telling action by my Repub-
lican colleagues, as they want to look
like defenders of the taxpayers’ money
by demanding answers on how to re-
duce the deficit—which is a good
thing—while blocking the ability for us
to actually get any answers on how to
reduce the deficit.

Because they refuse to invite the
White House Budget Director to dis-
cuss the budget, let me share with you
a few things that White House officials
would have said if they were invited to
speak before the Congress on the budg-
et and the deficit.

Do you remember the $800 billion
TARP funds paid to the Nation’s larg-
est banks by the Bush administration?
The banks have repaid the money—
with interest—under President Obama.

Those trillion-dollar annual deficits
that started under President Bush’s ad-
ministration, in part due to the TARP
fund and in part due to the Republican
recession of 2007-2009, are gone.

More Americans are working now
than ever in the history of the United
States, with private businesses adding
over 14 million jobs under the policies
of Democrats. One of those policies was
supporting the U.S. auto industry.
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When my Republican friends wanted to
destroy and bankrupt Detroit, Demo-
crats voted to save the U.S. auto indus-
try. Today, the American car industry
is on fire and has added over 645,000
American jobs since 2009.

Now, Republicans will argue they are
pushing forward to eliminate annual
deficits and not increase the debt. But
that simply is not true. The Repub-
lican budget, while theoretically bal-
ancing in 10 years, increases the na-
tional debt by $3 trillion in that time
period, which necessitates an increase
in the debt ceiling. Therefore, Repub-
licans, despite their claims and their
rhetoric, have to increase the debt ceil-
ing or risk the U.S. being in default.

So, Republicans claiming they won’t
raise the debt ceiling are either not
being honest about raising the debt
ceiling, not being honest about their
budget, or they want the U.S. to not
pay its bills and be in default. Which is
it?

Additionally, the Republican budget
eliminates $5.5 trillion in spending on
programs like student loans, unem-
ployment insurance, child support pro-
grams, as well as Medicare, Medicaid,
and Social Security.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. PASCRELL. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. CROWLEY. At least they detail
these cuts, such as ending Medicare as
you know it.

Even more sinister, their budget—
which every one of them brags about
supporting—includes $1.1 trillion in
spending cuts that are not even de-
tailed, except to say they will go after
retirement programs for Federal em-
ployees, military personnel, and vet-
erans. They very cleverly hid those
cuts in a footnote in their budget.

I am wondering on what page of their
phony budget they create unicorns, be-
cause everything else in their so-called
budget is one big, giant fairy tale.

So, Mr. Chairman, let’s not fool the
American people. They know what ex-
actly is going on here.

They want to have it both ways: they
want to call the White House on the
carpet and say they want to discuss the
Nation’s deficit, and, at the same time,
this very week, give the Budget Direc-
tor an invitation to come before the
Congress and talk about the budget
and the deficit.

The American people are asking:
What is going on? They know exactly
what you are doing. Once again, you
are using rhetoric, but not addressing
the real problems of everyday Ameri-
cans.

Mr. Chairman, we need to get down
to the American people’s business and
get the answers we need and that they
demand.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I think a careful review of the bill
will reflect that this bill’s effective
date will be 2017.
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While I cannot say with any cer-
tainty who the President will be or
which party it will be, I would remind
the House that this bill puts the re-
sponsibility on the administration, re-
gardless of which party holds the White
House, and it is an ongoing responsi-
bility that will further the discussion
and collaborative nature of our solu-
tions to this debt.
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I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. BRAT).

Mr. BRAT. I thank the gentleman
from Texas very much.

Mr. Chair, I had some prepared re-
marks, but the opposition just brought
up rhetoric and unicorns in the same
sentence, and so I feel obliged to re-
spond with a couple of preliminary re-
marks. I will just make four.

The rhetoric is easy to come by in
this city, but the facts are very clear.
I have never seen a Democrat budget
that has been smaller than a Repub-
lican budget. Every year they turn in a
budget that is significantly bigger than
ours. That is just fact number one.

Fact number two, our budget bal-
ances in 10 years. I have never seen, in
my history here, a Democrat budget
that balances in any time horizon—and
we are talking about the debt.

Point number three, we are talking
about the President and his commit-
ment to fiscal sanity. I have never
heard the current President mention
our unfunded liability problem, which
is in the $100 trillion range. That is the
most serious number and economic
challenge our country faces. I have
never heard our President bring that
up as a problem to solve.

And finally, when it comes to fiscal
restraint on the other side, the winner
of the New Hampshire primary on the
opposition side is calling for 90 percent
tax rates and free everything.

So, when it comes to rhetoric, those
are just four simple facts I offer to the
other side when it comes to fiscal re-
sponsibility.

I want to move forward and commend
Representative MARCHANT for putting
this bill forward. This country des-
perately needs to have an honest con-
versation about our fiscal problems,
the full range, from the debt of $19 tril-
lion to the unfunded liabilities at $100
trillion. Total outstanding public debt
exceeds $19 trillion. We just passed that
this week or so. The unfunded liabil-
ities are multiples of that.

Deficits are exploding, in the $500 bil-
lion range per year. Deficits by 2026
will be about $1 trillion a year. That
will bring the total debt to about $30
trillion in a decade. All of this is on the
back of our children. If we continue on
the path of the status quo, we will end
in a debt crisis as China is in now.

That is why I support this bill, be-
cause it advances the dialogue exactly
when Presidential leadership is most
needed, when the debt limit looms.
Having leadership from a responsible
President could make a world of dif-
ference.
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Of course, talking isn’t the end goal.
Talk must spur action. These problems
get harder to solve the longer we wait.

According to CBO’s 2015 long-term
budget outlook, if we wait 10 years, the
costs will be nearly one-third greater
as a percentage of GDP, and even larg-
er in dollar terms. That is why it is so
important we address this critical issue
head-on now.

It is also getting harder to address
the drivers of debt. Annual spending
bills cover only 30 percent of Federal
spending, and it will be 22 percent in 10
years.

The rest of Federal spending is on
autopilot. Back in 1966, autopilot con-
sumed 34 percent of Federal revenues.
By 2026, autopilot spending is on track
to be 98.7 percent of revenue in a vastly
larger economy.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. MARCHANT. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. BRAT. Some say it is all demo-
graphics. That is a narrow view. As so-
ciety changes, our institutions have to
keep up. That is what we are trying to
do in this bill.

We cannot continue to ignore the
looming fiscal debt crisis until it be-
comes catastrophic. Let’s address it
now while we can still make meaning-
ful reforms. I thank Congressman
MARCHANT for taking steps in that di-
rection by proposing this bill.

Let’s come together, pass this bill,
and continue with the reforms that
will make the economic outlook for
our children and for future generations
greater and brighter. Our fellow citi-
zens expect no less.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey has 6 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Texas has 10
minutes remaining.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS), who is a
member—a distinguished member, at
that—of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. I
want to thank the gentleman from New
Jersey for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 3442, and I do so because the bill
imposes burdens on Treasury that are
totally unnecessary and will do abso-
lutely nothing to improve our national
debt.

It is Congress that makes spending
and revenue decisions, and it is Con-
gress’ responsibility to raise the debt
limit, when needed, to enable Treasury
to fulfill the debt obligations that we
have made. If you owe, you pay.

Rather than wasting our time on a
redundant report by Treasury that does
nothing to grow the economy, we
should focus our time on creating jobs
and strengthening families.

I can think of many things that we
could be talking about: raising the
minimum wage, creating summer jobs
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for youth, creating jobs through infra-
structure development, supporting
businesses to hire more workers, and
increasing grant aid to families so that
they can afford college.

Although our economy has dem-
onstrated some solid labor market
trends, we know that there are still in-
dividuals who are not benefiting from
the tremendous economic recovery
that we are experiencing.

For example, the University of Illi-
nois at Chicago just completed a study
that showed that half the African
American males in the city of Chicago
between the ages of 20-24 are not work-
ing and not in school. And we could be
using this time—our time—to figure
out ways to bring these individuals
into the labor market so that they be-
come productive citizens, rather than
reviewing another report that tells us
nothing that we don’t already know.

So I oppose the legislation not be-
cause it is such bad legislation, but it
is just a waste of our time, energy, and
effort. We need to be figuring out ways
to solve problems.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, at
this time I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RENACCI), one of
my colleagues on the Ways and Means
Committee.

Mr. RENACCI. I thank the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 3442, the Debt Manage-
ment and Fiscal Responsibility Act of
2015.

This bill isn’t about budgets. I have
listened today. It is about a process, a
process to keep our eye on the debt by
all Members of Congress. Americans
want us paying attention to our na-
tional debt.

Our collective debt has now sur-
passed $19 trillion, which is $58,000 per
American. Sadly, these numbers are
only a tip of the iceberg as they don’t
include, as my colleague from Virginia
(Mr. BRAT) indicated, tens of trillions
of dollars of unfunded liabilities stem-
ming from some of our entitlement
programs.

To me, this is inexcusable. We need
an accurate accounting of our coun-
try’s financial health, and this legisla-
tion is a sorely needed first step only,
a first step to start the dialogue in
finding a solution to this growing prob-
lem.

H.R. 3442 will require the Secretary
of the Treasury to provide a report to
Congress prior to the debt reaching the
statutory limit. The report must in-
clude historic, current, and projected
levels of debt, the drivers and composi-
tion of future debt, and how the United
States will meet the debt obligations if
the debt limit is raised.

As someone who has spent nearly 30
years in the business world, I know the
importance of leveraging debt to grow
a business and, in this case, to move
the government forward. I understand
that sometimes we have to borrow. But
if I showed up to a bank without an ex-
planation and plan to repay my obliga-
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tions, I would be laughed out of the
building. If I told the bank, ‘““The finan-
cial statements are on the Internet,”
“I have sent them to you already,’”’ or,
“You already have them,” the laughing
would stop and the debt would be
called.

Why should raising the national debt
limit be any different? The Treasury
should have to present a plan to Con-
gress.

This straightforward legislation is
not divisive. It will apply to both Dem-
ocrat and Republican administrations.
It will not even affect the current ad-
ministration.

Let me be very clear. Our debt is not
a Democrat or Republican problem.
This is an American problem.

As I travel throughout my district in
Ohio, I hear from my constituents re-
garding their concerns about the direc-
tion of our country and what we are
leaving our children and grandchildren.
Congress must work together to put
our national debt back on a sustainable
path. That is what this legislation
starts the process of doing.

I would like to commend Mr. MARCH-
ANT for his leadership on this legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to join
me in support.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. WOODALL).

Mr. WOODALL. I thank my friend
from Texas for bringing this bill to the
House.

I confess, Mr. Chairman, I have
served on the Budget Committee since
I arrived in this House b years ago, and
I have listened to testimony on every
single budget the President has sub-
mitted to this Congress. Among all the
calls of the redundancy of this legisla-
tion, I want to just encourage my col-
leagues to read the five short pages
that are this bill. It says this:

Not more than 60 days and not less than 21
days before the debt ceiling is to be raised,
the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit
the following: a detailed explanation of pro-
posals of the President to reduce the public
debt in the short-term, which is the next fis-
cal year; the medium term, the next 3 to 5
years; and the long term, the next 10 years.

Five years I have served in this insti-
tution; five budgets of this President I
have looked at. Not one reduced the
debt by one penny this year, next year,
10 years from now, or 100 years from
now. This is not redundant.

What Mr. MARCHANT is asking of not
this President, but the next President,
whoever he or she may be, is to not
promise the American people every-
thing on their children’s credit card,
that if you are going to come to the
American people and ask for a credit
line increase on America’s credit card,
you ought to offer at least some sem-
blance of a plan for paying the bill
back.

I have heard the charge of hypocrisy
here on the House floor. Again, I serve
on the House Budget Committee. Every
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single year, this House, Republicans
and Democrats, pass budgets that bal-
ance. Every single year, this House,
Republicans and Democrats, pass budg-
ets that plan not just to pay back a
penny of debt, but all of the debt.

We can’t expect less from our next
President. We have to expect more. Re-
publican or Democrat, the next Presi-
dent, before coming to ask for the debt
ceiling to be increased, should come
with a plan for eventually paying that
debt back.

Mr. Chairman, it is embarrassing to
me that a clean debt ceiling increase is
part of the national parlance. I have
got seventh, eighth and ninth graders
back home who know what a clean debt
ceiling is.

We should never have a clean debt
ceiling increase. We should never raise
the American people’s credit line with-
out a plan for paying it back. Not once,
Mr. Chairman, have we considered a
bill on the floor of this House that has
the requirement that Mr. MARCHANT is
proposing today.

The burden will fall on us to imple-
ment it, but leadership falls to the
White House as well. Don’t come and
ask the American people for more
money until you come with a plan for
eventually balancing the books. That
is not too much to ask, Mr. Chairman.
In fact, it is too little to ask, but it is
a fantastic first start.

I ask all of my colleagues to support
this bill.

O 1430

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman on the other side has no
more speakers, I am prepared to close.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I am
prepared to close.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PASCRELL. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, from a few speakers
today on the other side, I have heard
“Apocalypse Now.”” Both sides of the
aisle, I think, want to get to a day
when we balance the budget. We did it
several years in a row at the end of the
Clinton administration.

I believe my friends on the other side
of the aisle are well-intentioned in
drafting this legislation. I believe they
wanted to focus attention on the ways
to address our debt and deficit. I agree.
I believe that instead of toying with
default—because that sends a horrible,
horrible message to the world econ-
omy—we should do our job as Members
and discuss real, long-term solutions to
our budgetary challenges.

In fact, I think my good friend from
Texas would agree we had an out-
standing discussion in the Rules Com-
mittee because I never heard that dis-
cussion on the floor of the House.
Maybe I missed it. I don’t know; did I
miss it?

Our discretionary spending, which we
use to make critical investments in the
infrastructure, education, and laying a
foundation for our Nation’s future for
our kids and our grandkids’ economic
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growth, that discretionary spending is
at the lowest level since 1940. Even the
gentleman from Virginia, who started
to refer to it anyway, said a few mo-
ments ago, only talked about 30 per-
cent discretionary money. But it was
wrong what he said. We have not done
anything to our insurance programs or
entitlements.

The Affordable Care Act here rears
its head again, extending Medicare for
12 more years. I think that is a pretty
big deal in talking about one of these
mandatory costs that we have, 12 years
more because of the Affordable Care
Act.

By the way, if you get rid of the Af-
fordable Care Act, what are you going
to do with the people who don’t have
insurance anymore? What are you
going to do about the 12 years we have
extended for Medicare? Perhaps that is
all in this phantom budget we have out
there.

Cost increases moving forward will
be driven by mandatory programs—you
know it, and I know it—like Social Se-
curity and Medicare, mostly due to an
aging population. We started to address
this problem with the Affordable Care
Act. We have a long ways to go.

Many Members of this body have rea-
sonable proposals to address the grow-
ing cost of health care and Social Secu-
rity on both sides of the aisle. So I be-
lieve we would be better served work-
ing together and debating together
than sitting here today talking about
another report that tells us what we al-
ready know.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey for the continued debate on the
bill. This bill is very simple. The bill
does not try to talk about the past. It
doesn’t try to address the Reagan ad-
ministration or the Clinton adminis-
tration or the Bush administration or
the Obama administration.

It tries to look forward and say that
the Secretary of the Treasury, 21 to 60
days before he announces that we will
reach the debt ceiling—in this case,
next year it will be March of 2017, so
about this time next year—if this bill
is made law, the Secretary of the
Treasury will appear before the Ways
and Means Committee and the Senate
Finance Committee—they could meet
jointly—and give a plan from the ad-
ministration on what the administra-
tion intends to do about the national
debt.

It is important to know what the in-
tentions of the current administration
are about the national debt. The report
will first provide a detailed accounting
of the state of the national debt. It
would include the composition and tra-
jectory of the debt as well as the ad-
ministration’s plans to meet the obli-
gations in the event that Congress
agrees to raise the debt.

Second, it would just say here is the
administration’s proposal to reduce the
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debt in the short term, the medium
term, and the long term. The answer
from the administration may very well
be we have no intention whatsoever of
addressing the debt in the short term,
the medium term, or the long term. If
that is what the Treasury Secretary
wants to report to Congress, that could
be his report.

Third, if the administration requests
subsequent debt-limit increases, the
Secretary would be required to provide
a progress report on prior debt reduc-
tion proposals.

Finally, the bill would require the
Treasury to put all these documents
online so the American people can read
the report for themselves.

The Nation owes $19 trillion. The
debt is growing every second. Address-
ing the debt is a shared responsibility,
and we should use all available tools to
manage this responsibility.

This type of process is not new. In
fact, today, the Chairman of the Fed-
eral Reserve is appearing before the
Senate and earlier this week appeared
before the House. Under the Humphrey-
Hawkins Act, it required the Federal
Reserve Chairman to appear before
Congress to give a statement on mone-
tary policy. I don’t think it is too
much to ask for one meeting a year for
the Secretary of the Treasury to come
to Congress and state his or her opin-
ion and view about the national debt
and the administration’s plan on how
it plans to reduce the debt.

In fact, this bill would be a simple,
first step to addressing that problem. I
urge the House to pass this bill.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3442

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 ‘“‘Debt Man-
agement and Fiscal Responsibility Act of
2015,

SEC. 2. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY REPORT
TO CONGRESS BEFORE REACHING
DEBT LIMIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter
31 of title 31, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following:

“§3131. Report before reaching debt limit

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not more than sixty
days and not less than twenty-one days prior
to any date on which the Secretary of the
Treasury anticipates the public debt will
reach the limit specified under section 3101,
as modified by section 3101A, the Secretary
shall appear before the Committee on Ways
and Means of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Finance of the Sen-
ate, to submit the information described
under subsection (b).

“(b) INFORMATION REQUIRED TO BE PRE-
SENTED.—In an appearance described under
subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit
the following:
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‘(1) DEBT REPORT.—A report on the state of
the public debt, including—

‘“(A) the historical levels of the debt, cur-
rent amount and composition of the debt,
and future projections of the debt;

‘(B) the drivers and composition of future
debt; and

‘“(C) how, if the debt limit is raised, the
United States will meet debt obligations, in-
cluding principal and interest.

‘“(2) STATEMENT OF INTENT.—A detailed ex-
planation of—

““(A) proposals of the President to reduce
the public debt in the short term (the cur-
rent and following fiscal year), medium term
(approximately three to five fiscal years),
and long term (approximately ten fiscal
years), and proposals of the President to ad-
just the debt-to-gross domestic product
ratio;

‘“(B) the impact an increased debt limit
will have on future Government spending,
debt service, and the position of the United
States dollar as the international reserve
currency; and

‘(C) projections of fiscal health and sus-
tainability of major direct-spending entitle-
ment programs (including Social Security,
Medicare, and Medicaid).

¢“(3) PROGRESS REPORT.—

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A detailed report on the
progress of implementing all proposals of the
President described under subparagraph (A)
of paragraph (2).

‘(B) EXCEPTION.—The report described
under this paragraph shall only be submitted
if a Secretary has already appeared at least
once pursuant to this section during any
term of office for a particular President.

‘“(c) PUBLIC ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—The
Secretary of the Treasury shall place on the
homepage of the Department of the Treasury
a link to a webpage that shall serve as a re-
pository of information made available to
the public for at least 6 months following the
date of release of the relevant information,
including:

‘(1) The debt report submitted under sub-
section (b)(1).

‘“(2) The detailed explanation submitted
under subsection (b)(2).

‘(3) The progress report submitted under
subsection (b)(3).

‘“(4) Such other information as the Sec-
retary reasonably believes is necessary or
helpful to the public in understanding the
statutory debt limit, Government debt, and
the reports and explanations described under
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3).”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
analysis for chapter 31 of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 3130 the fol-
lowing:
¢“3131. Report before reaching debt limit.”.

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment
to the bill shall be in order except
those printed in part A of House Report
114-420. Each such amendment may be
offered only in the order printed in the
report, by a Member designated in the
report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report, equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, after line 3, insert the following:

‘(B) the historical levels of Federal rev-
enue, including corporate and individual
Federal income taxes as a percent of the
gross domestic product;”.

Page 4, line 4, strike ‘‘(B)” and insert
“o),

Page 4, line 6, strike ‘(C)” and insert
“D)”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment simply asks that, in the
spirit of this bill and the context of ex-
amining the debt, we take a look at
Federal revenue trends, which are a
critical part of the conversation we are
having. Specifically, this amendment
asks Treasury to include in their re-
port the historical levels of Federal
revenue, including information on cor-
porate and individual Federal income
taxes.

While we may disagree on the merits
of the underlying bill, I hope that we
can agree that it is important to have
a complete picture of the Federal budg-
et when looking at debt and deficit
issues. When we look closer at our cur-
rent revenue policies, a fuller picture
emerges. This picture could change our
perspective on the need to cut pro-
grams that Americans hold so high
and, instead, raise questions about the
need to close loopholes that prevent us
from investing in areas of the budget
that support the middle class and
working families.

Here are a few reasons that we may
want to consider changes to this con-
versation:

Corporations used to contribute $1
out of every $3 in Federal revenue.
Today, it is $1 out of every $10. At the
same time, corporations are more prof-
itable than almost ever before.

American taxpayers are losing about
$90 billion every year due to offshore
tax loopholes.

In the 1950s, corporate taxes were
about 6 percent of the economy. Today,
they are 1.9 percent.

All in all, Federal revenue contrib-
uted by corporate taxes has dropped by
two-thirds over the last six decades.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would also allow Treasury to look at
individual tax rates so that we can ex-
amine if the wealthy are really paying
their fair share. Currently, many tax
loopholes are reserved for wealthy
Americans. These tax giveaways are
leaving the middle class to pick up
their tab.

Some multimillionaires and billion-
aires are paying a lower effective tax
rate than the average American fam-
ily. This is wrong. Hard work should
never be taxed at a higher rate than
making money off Wall Street.
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Our Tax Code is full of tax loopholes
and tax breaks benefiting big corpora-
tions and the rich. When they don’t pay
their fair share of the taxes, the rest of
us pick up the tab. American families
end up paying higher taxes or getting
fewer services, and the country goes
deeper into debt.

If corporations and the rich paid
their fair share, then the economy will
work better for everyone. Instead of
making seniors pay more for Medicare
or cutting Social Security benefits, we
should close loopholes that allow large
corporations to hide profits offshore.
Instead of cutting funding for repairing
our roads and bridges, we should end
huge tax subsidies to oil and gas com-
panies making record profits. Instead
of cutting funding for teachers and
firefighters, we should ask multi-
millionaires and billionaires to pay at
least as high a tax rate as those public
servants pay.

America’s richest corporations
should not be able to dodge fair taxes
to pay lower rates than middle class
families.

It is time to address corporate tax
dodging and invest in America again. If
we close these tax loopholes for cor-
porations that ship jobs overseas and
hide profits offshore, we can raise bil-
lions of dollars to invest in America.
We could make our classrooms less
crowded, improve roads and bridges,
and provide more security for the
American people.

Unfortunately, the bill we are voting
on today leaves out this entire con-
versation and, instead, offers false
choices of austerity or default.

Please, I hope my colleagues will join
me in asking for a fuller picture of our
tax policies by supporting this amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition, although
I am not opposed to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, gentleman from Texas is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment to H.R. 3442 brings very
valuable information and transparency
to the debt-limit process. The amend-
ment offered by Mr. GRIJALVA would
strengthen the legislation by requiring
the administration to report additional
information on Federal taxes and rev-
enue.

However, I will note that revenues
are above their historical average as a
share of GDP, so the problem sur-
rounding the unsustainable trajectory
of our national debt isn’t that Ameri-
cans are not taxed enough; it is that
Washington spends too much.

With that said, I support the text of
the gentleman’s amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA).
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The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. HUELSKAMP

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 5, strike ‘“‘and”’.

Page 4, line 8, strike the period and insert
“;and”.

Page 4, after line 8, insert the following:

‘(D) any reduction measures the Secretary
intends to take to fund Federal Government
obligations if the debt limit is not raised, in-
cluding—

(i) notifying the Congress when the limit
has been reached; and

‘“(ii) notifying the Congress when the Sec-
retary has begun taking such measures and
specifying which measures are currently
being used.”.

Page 4, line 21, strike “‘and’’.

Page 4, line 25, strike the period and insert
“rand”.

Page 4, after line 25, insert the following:

‘(D) the plan of the President for each
week that the debt of the United States Gov-
ernment is at the statutory limit, to pub-
licly disclose, on the website of the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, the following:

‘(i) All reduction measures currently being
used by the Secretary to avoid defaulting on
obligations of the Government.

‘‘(ii) With respect to each reduction meas-
ure, whether or not such measure is cur-
rently being used—

“(I) the total dollar amount of such meas-
ure that has been used; and

‘“(IT) the total dollar amount of such meas-
ure that the Secretary estimates is still
available for use.

‘“(iii) The date on which the Secretary esti-
mates that all reduction measures will be ex-
hausted, and the Government will begin de-
faulting on its obligations.”’.

Page 6, after line 2, insert the following:

‘(d) REDUCTION MEASURES DEFINED.—For
purposes of this section, the term ‘reduction
measures’ means each of the following:

‘(1) Directing or approving the issuance of
debt by the Federal Financing Bank for the
purpose of entering into an exchange trans-
action for debt that is subject to the limit
under this section.

¢(2) Suspending investments in the Gov-
ernment Securities Investment Fund of the
Thrift Savings Fund.

‘“(3) Suspending investments in the sta-
bilization fund established under section 5302
of title 31, United States Code.

‘‘(4) Suspending new investments in the
Civil Service Retirement and Disability
Fund or the Postal Service Retiree Health
Benefits Fund.

‘() Selling or redeeming securities, obli-
gations, or other invested assets of the Civil
Service Retirement and Disability Fund or
the Postal Service Retiree Health Benefits
Fund before maturity.

¢(6) Such other measures as the Secretary
determines appropriate.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. HUELSKAMP) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the opportunity to offer this
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amendment on a very important bill,
and I appreciate the work of the gen-
tleman from Texas. I believe the bill is
necessary. My amendment, hopefully,
will provide some additional informa-
tion.

As we know, Congress has the au-
thority to set the debt limit. The
President, through the Secretary of the
Treasury, however, has the apparent
authority to set the date to which all
the cable networks peg their doomsday
countdown clocks. We saw this first-
hand in 2011 and 2013.

Even if receipts, expenditures, or use
of extraordinary measures change their
internal projections of the exhaustion
date, Treasury is not required in any
way to provide regular, independently
verifiable updates to Congress or the
American people. Instead, the elected
officials charged with making the ulti-
mate decision on increasing the Na-
tion’s maxed-out credit card are ex-
pected to simply take Treasury’s word
for it—sometimes months after an ini-
tial estimate.

My proposed amendment is very sim-
ple. It would require that Treasury pro-
vide a weekly reporting of the extraor-
dinary measures and the projected ex-
haustion date per our Nation’s debt
limit.
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It is a matter of transparency. But it
is also exactly the information we need
as Members of Congress to fulfill our
constitutional responsibility on this
issue.

Consider just how long the use of ex-
traordinary measures lasted in 2015.
They were originally utilized on March
15, yet the Treasury set November 3 as
the date of exhaustion—over 7 months
later. That creates, I believe, a lot of
uncertainty, and Treasury continues to
control the entire process. Trans-
parency is always a better policy.

Mr. Chairman, to further illustrate
why this is needed, just last week, a re-
port was issued by the House Financial
Services Committee that found that
apparently the Department misled
Congress regarding their capabilities
and plans concerning debt payments
back in 2011 and 2013.

Without going into too much detail,
the findings of the report, I believe, are
clear. The Treasury did not report to
Congress the specific actions they
could take once the debt limit is
reached.

I urge the House to support my
amendment to help ensure the Amer-
ican people and Congress are equipped
to make informed judgments on this
critical issue of the Federal debt limit.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman,
Democrats don’t want to default. We
believe we should get our deficits under
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control now and not at the moment of
default.

I believe my Republican colleagues
continue to run from deadline to dead-
line, creating great anxiety. I don’t
know if you all noticed how the mar-
kets are reacting today with the situa-
tion in Europe and in China. We are
not doing so well, yet we continue this
notion of bringing back before the peo-
ple, before the world, the notion that
we will have a default someday and we
will prioritize the payment of default,
creating the notion or the idea that
somehow the U.S. Government might
even default on its bills someday. That
in and of itself is very destabilizing,
and we will have an amendment com-
ing up a little later on this afternoon.

In fact, this President—our Presi-
dent—has a proposal in his budget to
cut an additional $3 trillion from our
Nation’s deficit on top of the $4 trillion
in deficit reduction that has already
been enacted into law. In fact, this
President—President Obama—cut the
$1 trillion Bush deficit in half—in more
than half—in 4% years.

America is moving forward. But the
underlying issue is the Republicans are
afraid that if they allow the White
House to come here to the Hill in the
form of a budget director to testify on
the budget, these pesky little facts will
become more commonly known to the
American people.

I only have last year’s Republican
budget to go by—I wait with bated
breath for the 2016 budget to come
out—but all I have is the 2015 budget.
Although there is some transparency
that would make cuts in order to bal-
ance the budget—they make cuts in
Social Security, they make cuts in
Medicare, they make cuts in Medicaid
and other health—they would entirely
eliminate the Affordable Care Act. We
all know what complications come
with that—mo pre-screening; if you are
under 26, you would no longer have
your parents’ insurance; those who al-
ready have preexisting conditions
would be discriminated against by in-
surance companies. We know all the
bad things that you all want to see
come to fruition.

But then you also have another less
transparent line that says: other man-
datory cuts, to the tune of $1.1 trillion.
You don’t spell out what that means.
But I would imagine—and I have to as-
sume—it would mean making manda-
tory cuts to our veterans, to military
personnel, and to Federal employees,
just to name a few. To get $1.1 trillion
in additional cuts, those are where the
cuts would come from.

That may be your platform—you
want to make cuts in veterans, in mili-
tary personnel, and in Federal employ-
ees. Those are cuts you are going to
propose. You should just make it more
transparent. The American people are
looking for transparency. They want
the debate. We know the cuts you are
ready to propose right now in terms of
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid,
and the Affordable Care Act.
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Let’s be honest, you want to cut
military and Federal employee pen-
sions, but you are not spelling it out
here. I wonder how the folks nearby in
Virginia or in Maryland feel about the
cuts you want to make in Federal em-
ployee pensions. You don’t actually
spell it out in your budget. You call it
‘“‘other mandatory cuts.”

The American people should assume
what that means. We are just trying to
give a little more transparency to what
your cuts actually mean. They mean
cuts to military and Federal employee
pensions. Just a little honesty, just a
little transparency. That is what the
American people are looking for.

Democrats oppose the GOP plans of
threatening default or the Pay China
First Act bill, which means no Social
Security checks, if that were to go into
effect, no doctor reimbursements from
serving Medicare patients, and it calls
into question the paying of our troops.
What it really does, though, is it calls
into question what we have prided our-
selves on as Americans, and that is
that we pay our debts. We don’t even
create the suspicion.

Alexander Hamilton is rolling in his
grave today because you are even cre-
ating the suspicion that you would not
pay the American people’s debts. We
have an obligation to do our work, to
do our business, not for shenanigans,
but to get the people’s work done. Mr.
Chairman, I would suggest that this
bill doesn’t really further or advance
getting the people’s work done. It is
just creating more bureaucracy and
more time on the floor taking up more
precious time in debate, but that is
where we are at.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. MARCHANT).

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

This amendment that Mr.
HUELSKAMP has offered requires the ad-
ministration to report on extraor-
dinary measures on a weekly basis so
that Congress will have the most up-to-
date information available.

I can tell you that at the very heart
of this bill, as I began to put it to-
gether a couple of years ago, was the
very fact that through a press release
the Secretary of Treasury could come
out and pick some date out of midair
and say we were going to reach the
debt ceiling. Then we would go month
after month after month not knowing
whether he would come out again with
another press release that says: Well, it
will be next week.

It is my opinion—and I agree with
Mr. HUELSKAMP—that the Secretary of
Treasury needs to inform Congress
what extraordinary measures he or she
is using that week to extend the debt
limit deadline.

It is a great amendment, and it adds
to the bill.

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate support from the gentleman
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from Texas, I appreciate support from
the Ways and Means Committee, and I
certainly appreciate the comments
across the aisle of the need for trans-
parency.

We are an information vacuum on
this issue as Members of Congress and
the American people. This simply re-
quires a weekly report so folks outside
of the Department of Treasury know
what is happening with our Nation’s
credit line.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. HUELSKAMP).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. NEWHOUSE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 5, strike ‘“‘and”’.

Page 4, line 8, strike the period and insert
“;and”.

Page 4, after line 8, insert the following:

‘(D) if the President recommends that
Congress adopt, in general, a balanced budg-
et amendment to the Constitution of the
United States to help control the accumula-
tion of future debt.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, it is
very fitting today that we are consid-
ering this bill. It is the same week that
the President released the final budget
of his administration—a budget that
would add nearly $2.6 trillion to our na-
tional debt over the next 5 years. In
fact, this President has never sub-
mitted a budget to Congress that would
balance.

Few Americans may realize this, but
just last week, our mnational debt
reached $19 trillion—Mr. Chairman, $19
trillion. When the President came into
office in 2009, the debt stood at $10.6
trillion. That is nearly doubling our
national debt in just 7 years’ time.

Mr. Chairman, we are on a high-speed
train, careening towards a fiscal cliff.
Soon it may be too late to slow this
train down.

If I could, in the name of all that is
fiscally sane, I would enact an amend-
ment to the Constitution right now re-
quiring us to balance our budget. But,
unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, our Con-
stitution requires two-thirds of our col-
leagues here in Congress to approve
that amendment, which history and
previous votes on constitutional
amendments have shown is a very dif-
ficult bar to reach. While this measure
may not be the balanced budget
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amendment that our country des-
perately needs and deserves, it will
help draw a very clear line of distinc-
tion in the sand.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment that
my colleagues from Virginia and Ohio
and Alabama and I are offering would
simply require the President to tell the
American people whether or not they
support a balanced budget amendment
when he or she asks for a debt ceiling
increase. It is as simple as that. This is
about transparency and about being
open with the American people about
where you stand on this very critical
issue.

It would provide a very clear con-
trast if the President asked to raise the
debt ceiling by trillions of dollars in
this case, but offers no support for a
measure that would put an end to our
Nation’s debt problems for good.

Make no mistake, time is quickly
coming when our Nation will have to
make the decision if we want to restore
the fiscal health of our Nation to a
state of stability and prosperity for fu-
ture generations, or go down the same
road of nations like Greece that have
been shattered by their debt woes.
When that day comes, the American
people deserve to know who is standing
where.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JENKINS of
West Virginia). The gentleman from
New York is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have
three children. I hate it when they
come to me on Sunday night and say:
Dad, I have a paper due tomorrow, can
you help me out with it? In many re-
spects that is how I feel my Republican
colleagues are treating government
today. They are like children that need
to be forced to do their homework,
forced to do their job, and they are
doing it always at the last minute.

In many respects, some of the amend-
ments we are talking about today are
memorializing the notion of running
government from deadline to deadline.
We really shouldn’t be doing that. You
don’t make good judgments. I dare say
that my children’s papers aren’t as
good when they wait until the last
minute to do them, and I suspect that
maybe we don’t run government when
we go from deadline to deadline. We
shouldn’t run our government this
way.

Democrats have taken the action to
lower the deficit and restore the econ-
omy. Democrats don’t want to default.
I believe we should get our deficit
under control now and not the moment
of default. I know I may sound a little
bit like the gentleman running for
President, Mr. RUBIO, because I am
going to be repeating myself a little bit
here, but I think some of the facts bear
repeating.

That is where the President again
has proposed $3 trillion in deficit re-
duction on top of the $4 trillion in def-
icit reduction that has already been en-
acted into law. Again, this President
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cut the $1 trillion Bush deficits by
more than half in just 4% years.

America is moving forward. America
doesn’t need to be great again. We al-
ready are great. We have the ability to
deal with our fiscal problems if we stop
doing it from deadline to deadline and
address them in a smart and healthy
way.

The underlying issue is Republicans
are afraid that if they are allowed to
bring the White House again here be-
fore us today to testify on their budget
that they have proposed, that again
pesky facts will get in the way. I will
just point them out again.

O 1500

We have a little yellow line going
through it here.

Other mandatory cuts in the Repub-
lican budget are to the tune of $1.1 tril-
lion. Again, I don’t know exactly what
they are, but I can only assume that
those cuts are to the military person-
nel’s and veterans’ pensions and to
Federal employees’ pensions.

I don’t know how many fellow em-
ployees who live in the Virginia area,
for instance, are paying attention to
the debate today or how many of those
who live in Maryland are paying atten-
tion to the debate today. I suspect, if
they are, they are a little concerned
about this one line that is highlighted,
because it would include, under the Re-
publican budget for 2016, mandatory
cuts to veterans’, to military person-
nel’s, and to Federal employees’ pen-
sions. I just think we need to be more
open about what those cuts would be to
balance the Republican budget.

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing per-
sonal against the person who is offer-
ing the amendment. Again, I just think
it further moves forward this notion
that we are going to continue to oper-
ate the government deadline to dead-
line. The American people are sick and
tired of the government’s operating in
this way. They want a more thoughtful
government. This is not an answer to
that.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
MARCHANT).

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment offered by Mr. NEWHOUSE
would absolutely strengthen H.R. 3442.

By requiring the Secretary of the
Treasury to report to Congress infor-
mation on the debt ceiling, the Presi-
dent recommends that the Congress
adopt a balanced budget amendment.
This would add more clarity to the
process. Therefore, I recommend to the
Members that they vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chair, how much
time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York has 1% minutes re-
maining.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chair, once
again, I would suggest that my Repub-
lican colleagues need to be more clear,
more transparent.
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The gentleman just mentioned trans-
parency. The Republican budget is beg-
ging for transparency. The American
people want to know exactly what is
meant by ‘‘other mandatory cuts to
the tune of $1.1 trillion.” Where do
those cuts end up being made? Again, I
can only suggest it is to veterans’, to
military personnel’s, and to Federal
employees’ pensions.

People living in the greater Metro-
politan Washington, D.C., area, those
who live down by Norfolk, Virginia,
and other heavy military as well as
governmental personnel areas, have to
question—and I hope they are ques-
tioning—what the Republicans mean
by those mandatory cuts. I believe it
means veterans’, military personnel’s,
and Federal employees’ pensions will
be cut if the Republican budget is en-
acted into law.

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

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Chairman, in
closing, this is a very simple amend-
ment that just requires the administra-
tion to state whether or not it would
recommend that Congress adopt a bal-
anced budget when it asks for a debt
ceiling increase. Our national debt is
one of the biggest threats that exists
to our Nation. The American people
need to know where the administration
is and where Congress is on this impor-
tant issue.

When the President ran in 2008, he
promised that his administration
would be the most transparent admin-
istration yet. This helps him keep that
promise. Today, it is all about trans-
parency—letting people know where we
stand.

I ask my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on
this important amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
NEWHOUSE).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. KELLY OF
ILLINOIS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 5, strike ‘“‘and”’.

Page 4, line 8, strike the period and insert
“;and”.

Page 4, after line 8, insert the following:

‘(D) an economic forecast of the negative
consequences of failing to raise the debt
limit, including costs associated with public
health and safety.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. KELLY) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Chair, my
amendment is simple. It merely ex-
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pands the report the Treasury Sec-
retary must submit per the underlying
bill to include an analysis of the eco-
nomic costs of failing to raise the debt
limit, especially with regard to the
costs to our Nation’s public health and
safety.

I agree with my friends on the other
side of the aisle that misguided deficit
spending poses a serious risk to our Na-
tion’s long-term financial stability. It
is crucial that we get our fiscal house
in order. Simply raising the debt limit
without discussing strategic ways to
increase revenues and cut costs is un-
acceptable. Equally unacceptable is
not acknowledging the serious short-
and long-term costs of failing to raise
the debt limit, causing the country to
enter into default.

Federal tax dollars fund a variety of
programs in every single one of our
congressional districts, programs that
are essential to the continued well-
being of our constituents. Seniors rely
on Social Security checks and on Medi-
care reimbursements. Veterans depend
on their much-needed VA Dbenefits.
State and municipal police forces re-
ceive funding through Department of
Justice grants. Our Nation’s hospitals
receive Federal tax dollars.

It is not an exaggeration to say, if
the United States of America defaulted
on its loan obligations and if it could
not pay its bills for expenses already
incurred, the health and safety of its
citizens would be put at risk. If Amer-
ica were to enter into default, what
would happen? Would the Social Secu-
rity Administration be able to cut
checks? How many Americans would be
unable to obtain essential medica-
tions? Would the U.S. Customs and
Border Protection, the TSA, or State
and local police units furlough agents
and officers? How many fewer cops
would be on the beat to keep our com-
munities safe?

All too often, our debates in Wash-
ington about the national debt and def-
icit are not grounded in reality. We
simply analyze economic concepts in
the abstract, but our decisions and our
debates have real, immediate, and last-
ing impacts on the daily lives of our
constituents.

If we are going to engage in a discus-
sion on the pros and cons of raising the
debt ceiling, let’s keep in mind the
real, on-the-ground consequences that
the decisions will have on everyday
Americans.

If we are going to require the Treas-
ury Secretary to report on the costs of
the growing national debt, let’s be fair
and require that the report discuss the
immediate and lasting costs of failing
to raise the debt ceiling on our Na-
tion’s public health and safety.

The Dbill’s author, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. MARCHANT), stated his
goal was to have a comprehensive dis-
cussion of the debt ceiling. A com-
prehensive discussion must include not
only the long-term costs of continued
deficit spending, but the short-term
costs of default, as well as its far-
reaching ripple effects.
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This amendment is one of common
sense and is intellectually honest and
fair. It would have zero budgetary im-
pact, and it would ensure the report is
as meaningful as possible; so I urge my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
support it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the gentlewoman’s
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment would require the adminis-
tration to speculate on the impact of
default on our Federal debt. It doesn’t
call for any specific report. It doesn’t
call for any specific numbers.

It is not the point of H.R. 3442 to
speculate. H.R. 3442 is a sensible step in
creating a process to consider the debt
limit with information and trans-
parency. I do not feel like this amend-
ment gives any support to that pri-
ority.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Ms. KELLY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Chair, I
demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Illinois will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 21, strike ‘“‘and’.

Page 4, line 25, strike the period and insert
‘s and”.

Page 4, after line 25, add the following:

‘(D) whether the Administration acknowl-
edges that it is technologically capable of
paying only principal and interest on the na-
tional debt, as opposed to other obligations,
in the event that the debt limit, as specified
under section 3101, is reached.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. DUFFY. I thank the gentleman
from Texas for all of his good work on
this legislation.

Mr. Chairman, as all of us know in
this institution and around the coun-
try, we are $19 trillion in debt. We bor-
row around $3.8 billion a day, and we
spend about $250 billion a year to serv-
ice our debt. One of the tools that we
have in this Congress is the debt limit
in order to get the administration to
help reform the way we spend.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

In 2011, Congress challenged Presi-
dent Obama. When he asked to have an
increase in the debt limit, we said let’s
have a decrease in how much money we
spend. As a political fight played out,
the administration promised that
chaos would ensue across the global
markets if the debt limit were reached,
and it also said that any proposal that
would prioritize payments through the
Treasury for principal and interest on
our debt could not be taken seriously.
Mr. McCLINTOCK had a bill that would
have done just that.

The Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, the committee on which I serve,
did an investigation, and we found
that, though they said Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK’s bill could not be taken seri-
ously, they actually had a plan to do
just what Mr. MCCLINTOCK had rec-
ommended, which is, if the debt limit
is reached, prioritize payments. They
weren’t being honest with the Amer-
ican people, because what they wanted
to do was to use the argument of chaos
to put pressure on Republicans to cave
and not demand that we reform the
way that we spend.

My amendment here today is very
simple. All it says is let’s make sure
that the Treasury comes clean and
tells the American people whether it
can pay principal and interest before
other obligations so that America does
not default on its debt. It is very sim-
ple. No one here wants to hit the debt
limit, and no one wants us to be the
next Greece or Puerto Rico, but that is
going to take working together in
order to make sure we have budgets
that balance at some point in the fu-
ture.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, as I read
it, this amendment requires the Treas-
ury to notify Congress about which ob-
ligations it would be able to pay were
Congress to choose to default and
prioritize debt as a vision in the Pay
China First bill, which the House has
twice passed on a party-line vote.

First, a bill that plans for default
sends a very disturbing signal to the
world economy. Here is what we have
with us: the gentleman, apparently,
through the Speaker and the sponsor of
this bill, in good faith, wants to pay
China first before vets, before Medicare
payments, before salaries for our
troops, et cetera. The gentleman wants
to pay China first. Of all of the people
lined up who are going to get paid, the
gentleman wants to pay China first.
Excuse me for repeating myself.

The intent of the amendment is to
accuse the Treasury of deceiving Con-
gress about its ability to prioritize
debt payments. The Treasury does not
currently have the capability to
prioritize between types of payments in
the event it does not have enough cash
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on hand to pay all of the bills due on a
particular date. That is how it works.
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In such an event, Treasury would
likely hold all of its bills until it has
enough cash on hand to pay those bills.
This would repeat daily in a cascading
fashion. The result would be disas-
trous, a first-time immediate default
on U.S. credit.

Let me repeat the 14th Amendment.
It is clear, simple, and concise. The
14th Amendment to the Constitution,
section 4, says:

“The validity of the public debt of
the TUnited States, authorized by
law”’—that is us—‘‘including debts in-
curred for payment of pensions
shall not be questioned.”

I think that to even entertain the
idea of default is counterproductive. To
entertain the idea sends a real message
to the financial markets all over the
world, including our own. I think that
is a disturbing thing. I don’t think you
want it, and I don’t think we want it.

Now, when you look at how the debt
was incurred, when you look at that
graph about what contributed to this
$19 trillion, zillion, gabillion dollars,
you are talking about, it could be very
interesting in case of history—history
is important here. History 101—what
contributed to that debt: two wars un-
paid for, two tax cuts in 2001 and 2003
unpaid for, plan B Medicare prescrip-
tion drugs unpaid for.

Look, we passed legislation on this
floor. We are all culpable here, Demo-
crats and Republicans. So when you
stand up and pontificate—you don’t
have to be in a Presidential election ei-
ther—and you pontificate about those
guys simply want to tax and spend, you
have short memories. You have selec-
tive memories. We have that at times,
too, ourselves on our side.

Well, you are talking about some-
thing pretty darn fundamental, and
that is the budget, and that is the def-
icit of this country. This is an abso-
lutely unnecessary amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
mind the gentleman from New Jersey
that there is no such thing as a
gazillion dollars. Having said that, we
are talking real money here. We are
talking trillions of dollars in debt, no
doubt.

I think the gentleman made ref-
erence, as well, to the Constitution and
spelled out that we shouldn’t even hint
at the notion of not paying our debt;
yet that is exactly what this amend-
ment would do, similar to legislation
that passed here last year and the year
before that that would suggest that
maybe the United States won’t pay its
bills. That is not going to happen.

Even in your own budget, you would
raise the debt ceiling by $3 trillion in
order to pass your budget. So you know
you are going to raise—if you had your
druthers, you would raise the debt ceil-
ing as well.
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I think the gentleman from Wis-
consin also had to understand that
these are debts that are already owed,
not future debts. They are debts we al-
ready owe that we have to pay back to
make sure the world understands the
U.S. pays its debts.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman from New Jersey has ex-
pired.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I would
just note that this bill guarantees that
we pay our debt. That is exactly what
this bill does. So I would note that the
Democrats are making the argument
for me.

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK).

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman,
the law that established the Treasury
Department already instructs it to
manage the revenue to support the
public credit. This already includes
prioritizing payments to assure the na-
tional debt is always honored, as the
Constitution commands. Without this,
a stalemate on the debt could endanger
the Nation’s credit.

Well, during recent debates over rais-
ing the debt limit, the Treasury De-
partment denied that it can prioritize
to preserve the Nation’s credit. Thanks
to the Financial Services Committee’s
investigation, we now know this was a
deliberate and calculated lie told to in-
crease pressure on Congress. Emails re-
vealed that Federal Reserve officials
were incredulous and appalled that the
administration would make such state-
ments because they ran a severe risk of
panicking credit markets.

This amendment simply requires
that, when we approach the debt limit,
the Treasury Department tells Con-
gress and the public what it is actually
preparing to do to assure this Nation’s
creditors that their loans to this gov-
ernment are completely secure.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chair, I yield to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER),
someone who has worked very hard on
this issue as well.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of this important
amendment.

Frankly, the opposition to this
amendment is baffling. During the debt
ceiling debate last year, the adminis-
tration repeatedly told Congress and
the American people that, if we don’t
raise the debt ceiling, we would default
on our Nation’s bills, that the seniors
would miss their Social Security
checks, that interest on the debt would
go unpaid, and that it would all bring
the U.S. economy to its knees. This, as
it turns out, wasn’t true.

Contrary to their posturing, recently
exposed documents have shown that
the administration was planning to
prioritize payments in the event the
debt ceiling was reached, the very
thing they told us they couldn’t do.
This is beyond partisan politics. It is
fear-mongering.

Very simply, my colleague’s amend-
ment requires this administration and
future administrations to acknowledge
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their ability to prioritize payments
after hitting the debt limit. It is a good
idea.

I urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. DUFFY. May I ask the chairman
how much time I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Wisconsin has 5 seconds remain-
ing.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I would
just note that $800 billion from
ObamaCare to Medicare came from
Democrats; $250 billion a year in inter-
est goes to China.

Let’s balance the budget. I would
love to see the Democrats’ plan to bal-
ance.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MESSER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 21, strike ‘‘and”.

Page 4, line 25, strike the period and insert
“;and”.

Page 4, after line 25, insert the following:

‘(D) any extraordinary measures the Sec-
retary intends to take to fund Federal gov-
ernment obligations if the debt limit is not
raised, a projection of how long such extraor-
dinary measures will fund the Federal gov-
ernment, and a projection of the administra-
tive cost of taking such extraordinary meas-
ures.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my colleague from Texas (Mr. MARCH-
ANT) for his great work on this impor-
tant bill, a bill that seeks to make the
administration accountable for the
out-of-control national debt which oth-
ers have said just hit a staggering $19
trillion.

Mr. Chairman, like the underlying
legislation, the amendment I am offer-
ing today holds this administration
and future administrations account-
able, too. Many don’t realize the enor-
mous power Congress has given to the
Treasury Department to use so-called
extraordinary measures when we are
about to hit the debt ceiling.

To pay our bills and delay hitting the
debt limit, Treasury has the authority
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to take more than $350 billion out of
government accounts, including gov-
ernment worker pension and retire-
ment accounts. This is an incredible
power, shifting around hundreds of bil-
lions of taxpayer dollars and dodging
the limit Congress has placed on bor-
rowing.

Our Constitution says that Congress,
not the administration, has the power
of the purse. So these extraordinary
measures, which in effect enable the
Department to run up bills or IOUs be-
yond the debt limit, should be trans-
parent. Congress and the American
people have the right to know what
Treasury is doing with our money. At
present, it is astonishing how little
transparency the Department is statu-
torily obligated to provide.

Very simply, my amendment requires
the Treasury to report on what ex-
traordinary measures it intends to use
if the debt limit is not lifted. It re-
quires them to project how long such
measures will fund the Federal Govern-
ment so Congress and the American
people know well before we near the
limit how long those measures will
last.

It requires the Treasury Department
to estimate the administrative costs
associated with taking any extraor-
dinary measures. If moving all this
money around costs additional money,
we should all know about it.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, we
are talking about brinksmanship once
again. I think this is a very unhealthy
debate we are having because this is
the not the way we should be running
government anyway, from deadline to
deadline.

As I mentioned earlier, we should be
sitting down and working these issues
out and not having the world on the
precipice of seeing the Nation default.
No good will come of it, and absolutely
no good comes from talking about it
because it will never happen. We will
not do it. We will not allow our coun-
try to default.

They continue to talk this way be-
cause it is the way they are running
government, whether it is the govern-
ment shutdown or the debt limit or the
highway trust fund or the Export-Im-
port Bank or the FAA, which we are
going to be taking up soon. I am sure
that that will go to the last second be-
fore we will ever actually act. They
will probably do a delay and do it a lit-
tle later on in the year because that is
the way we operate around here. It is
unfortunate.

Mr. Chairman, I point out there is a
reason why the President has proposed
a $3 trillion cut in the deficit on top of
the $4 trillion that has already been en-
acted into law. It is to lower the na-
tional debt. We are working toward it.
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In fact, this President cut the trillion-
dollar Bush deficit in half in less than
415 years.

One last time, I want to point out
that we see the Republican budget. We
understand the clarity in terms of the
cuts you would make to Social Secu-
rity, Medicare, Medicaid, and the Af-
fordable Care Act.

There is one portion here, ‘‘other
mandatory cuts,” and I suspect we
know what they are as well. They are
cuts to veterans’, military personnel’s,
and Federal employees’ pensions—vet-
erans’ pensions, military personnel’s
pensions, and Federal employees’ pen-
sions.

I suspect people who live around
Richmond, Virginia, or down by Nor-
folk would be very concerned about
those cuts you may propose, as well as
those folks who live in Virginia and
Maryland surrounding Washington,
D.C. A lot of Federal employees work
around here. I know there are a lot of
military employees as well. I think
they are concerned about their pen-
sions, the ones that you want to cut in
the Federal Republican budget.

Mr. Chairman, I am just looking for
a little more transparency.

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, I thank
the gentleman from Indiana for intro-
ducing the amendment. I know it is in
good faith.

I am looking at my favorite chart
since I have been here about what
causes the public debt. I hear all of
these folks talking about it—in both
parties running for President—about
the public debt, and I don’t know what
public debt they are talking about, to
be very frank with you.

Let me tell you what the public debt
is all about that we are talking about:
$19 trillion and rising. Most of the debt
that we carry from year to year—and
we have to pay interest on that debt, as
you well know—comes from either the
tax cuts of 2001 and 2003 combined with
the two wars we never paid for. I mean,
those are the facts. I didn’t make them
up.

So we have very little in the discre-
tionary part of the budget. It is only 30
percent of the total budget. We do have
a solution to part of the problem in
that we extended Medicare for one of
those mandatory costs for 12 years.
That is what the ACA did.

I am telling you we ought to learn
what the facts are, and then maybe we
would reduce the number of bills as
well as the amendments.

The Acting CHAIR. All Members are
reminded to address their remarks to
the Chair.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Indiana has 3 minutes remaining.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, with all
due respect to my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, their arguments
seem to be summarized this way: that
somehow if we just would all go bury
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our head in the sand that we would be
better off.

I mean, the reality is this: our Na-
tion does have a $19 trillion debt. The
reality is that every time this Congress
had set a debt limit for our spending,
we have breached that debt limit and
had to raise another one. The reality
is, as we have approached these debt
limits in recent years, the Department
of the Treasury has taken what they
call extraordinary measures, doing it
under the law to try to lengthen the
amount of time until we hit that debt
limit.

This amendment is really a very
modest one. All the amendment says
is, if the Department of the Treasury is
going to take extraordinary measures
to avoid the limit on debt that has
been set by Congress, that they ought
to tell us all what they are doing. They
ought to define what it is. They ought
to define how much time we are going
to buy with these extraordinary meas-
ures, and they ought to tell us what it
costs as we juggle all this money
around. Because when you start jug-
gling money around, as everybody
knows in their own life and in their
own bills they have to pay, it costs
money. That is all this amendment
does.
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That is all this amendment does. All
this amendment does is make sure that
as we approach the next debt limit and
the Department of the Treasury takes
the next extraordinary measures—we
can bury our head in the sand and say
it won’t happen, but our entire Na-
tion’s history says it will—that we
ought to define what they are going to
do. They ought to tell us, tell the
American people. They ought to ex-
plain how much time that buys, and
they ought to say how much it costs. I
hope my colleagues can support that.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, the
gentleman speaks of burying one’s
head in the sand. I think an example of
that is not asking the OMB Director to
come up to the Hill to talk to the Con-
gress about the President’s budget.

As I mentioned before, the Presi-
dent’s budget proposed $3 trillion in ad-
ditional cuts to the Federal deficit. I
may not agree with all the cuts the
President is proposing, but I think it is
a healthy thing for the President’s rep-
resentative, the Director of the OMB,
to come before the Congress and speak
about that; yet the other side of the
aisle has refused to allow the OMB Di-
rector to come speak to the Congress
to talk about these issues.

So there is hypocrisy and then there
is hypocrisy. Talk about putting your
head in the sand. There is not enough
sand for you all to put your heads in.

The facts are the facts. Reductions
are taking place. Accept it. They may
not be pretty. The President is pro-
posing them. At least listen to him be-
fore you totally disregard it before he
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has an opportunity to speak to you all.
That is what has happened.

Again, I know what the Republican
budget says. It says cuts to veterans’
pensions, military pensions, as well as
to Federal employee pensions. That is
what your budget does. Be honest
about it. You talk about Social Secu-
rity cuts. You make a lot of cuts, but
at least talk about the other miscella-
neous mandatory cuts, which really
hurt people. I am not going to support
that. You all may. It is in your budget.
I am not going to support that. Demo-
crats are not going to support that.
You all may support that, but you have
to respond to your constituents when
you force these cuts down their
throats.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
reminded that all remarks are to be ad-
dressed to the Chair.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chair, how much
time is remaining on my side?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Indiana has 1% minutes remain-
ing.
Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, this de-
bate is a remarkable one. There is only
one group here that has a budget that
balances. For the fifth or sixth or sev-
enth year in a row, we will be submit-
ting a budget that balances.

The gentleman speaks of the Presi-
dent’s budget. The President is going
to have the unique historical legacy of
having never offered a budget that bal-
ances, ever. This one doesn’t. His oth-
ers haven’t. The truth is that, when the
President’s prior budgets have been put
on this floor, they have received vir-
tually no votes, like my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle. That is the
truth.

Again, back to this very simple
amendment. All it does is say, when
the Department of Treasury uses ex-
traordinary measures, they should be
clear with the American people about
what they are doing, how much time
that buys us, and what it costs. It is a
commonsense amendment. I urge my
colleagues to support it.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 21, strike ‘“‘and”.

Page 4, after line 25, insert the following:

‘(D) projections of earnings of individuals,
including salary and wages by decile, and

‘“‘(B) projections of consumer spending and
the impacts of such projections on gross do-
mestic product.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
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from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment requires the Treasury Sec-
retary’s report to also include indi-
vidual salary and wage information as
well as projections of consumer spend-
ing and the impact of spending cuts on
the gross domestic product.

Stagnant American wages in recent
decades are, without a question, the
country’s most central economic chal-
lenge, and the issue of wealth and in-
come inequality continues to be a per-
sistent strain on our economy and, in-
deed, our society. Raising wages is the
key in strengthening the middle class,
reducing income inequality, and mov-
ing families out of poverty.

I am offering this amendment be-
cause we have to start getting realistic
about the priorities of the American
people.

When Americans sit around their din-

ner tables, their number one discussion
is not about the national debt. Their
number one concern and discussion is
providing for their families and how
they are managing their own budgets.
Many are seeing that, while costs are
rising, their paychecks are not. Every-
day items are becoming unaffordable,
and workers are sick and tired of work-
ing full time and still struggling to get
by.
Since 1979, the vast majority of
American workers have seen their
hourly wages stagnate or, indeed, de-
cline. From 1973 to 2013, hourly com-
pensation of a typical production work-
er rose just 9 percent, while produc-
tivity increased 74 percent. In short,
people are working harder and harder,
and their paychecks are getting small-
er and smaller.

America now has more wealth and in-
come inequality than any major devel-
oped country on Earth, and the gap be-
tween the very rich and everyone else
is wider than at anytime since the
1920s. Shrinking American paychecks
are the root cause of rising income in-
equality, and a host of issues have
come with that.

Wages drive our economy and con-
sumer spending amounts to more than
two-thirds of U.S. economic activity. A
rise in consumer spending would pro-
vide a needed boost to the U.S. GDP. It
is time to stop suppressing wages
through policy choices that are slanted
toward helping the wealthy. It is time
to recognize that our decisions have a
direct impact on a person’s paycheck.

Any report attempting to look at
long-term fiscal issues of this country
must examine why 58 percent of all
new income since the Wall Street crash
has gone to the top 1 percent. We
should be considering how every deci-
sion will impact a family’s income, and
the fact that the underlying bill does
not include information on wages is an
injustice to struggling American fami-
lies.
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I urge you to support this amend-
ment and show the American people
that the Members of Congress are not
just fighting for policies that protect
the wealthy but, indeed, for policies
that protect us all.

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition to this
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, the
goal of the Debt Management and Fis-
cal Responsibility Act is to create a
sound process for considering the Fed-
eral debt limit. This amendment is not
focused on that goal and, instead, asks
for the administration to speculate
about unrelated and impractical issues
such as projection of wages at various
percentiles. Instead, we should be
spending our time focused on the driv-
ers of our debt and how to come up
with a credible solution to slow the
trajectory of our debt.

I oppose this amendment and ask
that Members vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, the
bill overall is a push to continue to
deal only with austerity as a plausible
budgetary policy for this country. We
can see what that austerity only has
done to our country so far. This is how
we ended up with sequestration. This is
how we stifled GDP growth and harmed
our overall economic recovery.

The best way to address our long-
term debt is to maximize our economic
potential. We can’t cut our way to
prosperity. Instead, we should focus on
protecting American workers and fami-
lies so that they have the wealth nec-
essary to make our economy grow and
prosper again.

Mr. Chairman, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on
the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arizona will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in
part A of House Report 114-420.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk made in
order under the rule.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 21, strike ‘‘and’.

Page 4, line 25, strike the period and insert
“ and”.
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Page 4, after line 25, insert the following:

‘(D) how delayed action by Congress to
raise the debt limit and the threat of default
impacts the economy, including, but not lim-
ited to, the impact on the gross domestic
product (GDP), interest rates, employment,
household wealth, and retirement assets.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 609, the gentleman
from California (Mr. TAKANO) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of my amendment to
help Congress better understand how
the mere threat of default would im-
pact our economy.

The Debt Management and Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act gathers information
from the Treasury about our Nation’s
debt but omits critical details; namely,
the consequences for the country when
my friends in the majority play a game
of chicken with the full faith and cred-
it of the United States.

When the majority threatened the
default in 2011, it was American fami-
lies who paid the price. Household
wealth fell by $2.4 trillion. Consumer
and business confidence plunged. The
S&P 500 dropped 17 percent, $800 billion
in retirement assets were wiped out,
and our credit rating was downgraded,
all thanks to Republicans threatening
to force an unprecedented default on
America’s debt.

If the extreme wing of the Repub-
lican Party is going to hold the econ-
omy hostage over the debt limit, they
should at least understand the damage
they are causing. My amendment re-
quires the Treasury to include in its re-
port to Congress the impact that the
threat of default and congressional
delay would have on the economy.

The report would include the esti-
mated effect on the gross domestic
product, interest rates, employment,
household wealth, and retirement as-
sets. Honestly, I hope we never have to
see this impact assessment produced. I
hope we never again have to convince
Republicans that raising the debt limit
is a basic responsibility of Congress,
not a bargaining chip. But their record
says otherwise.

The next time Republicans seek to
score political points and push a rad-
ical agenda by threatening not to pay
America’s bills, I want the public to
understand the cost of that threat. I
think we will find pretty quickly that
the American people have no appetite
for petty politics when it comes to the
debt limit. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment.

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition to this
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Chairman, the
Debt Management and Fiscal Responsi-
bility Act focuses on creating a process
of transparency and accountability to
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deal with the debt ceiling. This bill
gets Congress, the administration, and
the public on the same page about why
we continually find ourselves in this
position. Raising the debt limit with-
out any plan to get our debt under con-
trol in the future is not a plan.

This amendment does not advance
that goal. Instead, it goes in the oppo-
site direction and attempts to focus
our attention on the potential effects
of brinksmanship.

I urge Members to vote ‘‘no’ on this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment does address the issue at
hand. It does address the threat, just
the mere threat of brinksmanship with
paying our Nation’s bills. History has
shown that just the mere threat of de-
faulting on our bills has brought about
damaging consequences to our econ-
omy and to the welfare of our people.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. TAKANO).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California will be
postponed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part A of House Report 114-
420 on which further proceedings were
postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 4 by Ms. KELLY of Il-
linois.

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. DUFFY of
Wisconsin.

Amendment No. 7 by Mr. GRIJALVA of
Arizona.

Amendment No. 8 by Mr. TAKANO of
California.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. KELLY OF

ILLINOIS

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. KELLY)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 234,
not voting 15, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Dent
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon

[Roll No. 71]
AYES—184

Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gibson
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.
Jolly
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moulton

NOES—234

Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold

Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Séanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
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Griffith McClintock Royce
Grothman McHenry Russell
Guinta McKinley Salmon
Guthrie McMorris Sanford
Hanna Rodgers Scalise
Hardy MeSally Schweikert
Harper Meadows Scott, Austin
Harris Meehan Sensenbrenner
Hartzler Messer Sessions
Heck (NV) Mica :
Hensarling Miller (FL) Sﬁg:;‘;s
Hice, Jody B. Miller (MI) Si
Hill Moolenaar 1mpson

. Smith (MO)
Holding Mooney (WV) Smith (NE)
Huelskamp Mullin .
Hultgren Mulvaney Sm}th NJ)
Hunter Murphy (PA) Smith A(TX)
Hurd (TX) Neugebauer Stefanik
Hurt (VA) Newhouse Stewart
Issa Noem Stivers
Jenkins (KS) Nugent Stutzman
Jenkins (WV) Nunes Thompson (PA)
Johnson (OH) Olson Thornberry
Johnson, Sam Palazzo Tiberi
Jones Palmer Tipton
Jordan Paulsen Trott
Joyce Pearce Turner
Kelly (MS) Perry Upton
Kelly (PA) Pittenger Valadao
King (IA) Pitts Wagner
King (NY) Poe (TX) Walberg
Kinzinger (IL) Poliquin Walden
Kline Pompeo Walker
Knight Posey ;
Labrador Price, Tom g:}:ﬁ;{ lMimi
LaHood Ratcliffe Weber ('i‘X)
LaMalfa Reichert Webster (FL)
Lamborn Renacci
Lance Ribble Wenstrup
Latta Rice (S0) Westerman
LoBiondo Rigell Whitfield
Long Roby Wuhams
Loudermilk Roe (TN) Wilson (SC)
Love Rogers (AL) Wittman
Lucas Rogers (KY) Womack
Luetkemeyer Rohrabacher Woodall
Lummis Rokita Yoder
MacArthur Rooney (FL) Yoho
Marchant Ros-Lehtinen Young (AK)
Marino Roskam Young (IA)
Massie Ross Young (IN)
McCarthy Rothfus Zeldin
McCaul Rouzer Zinke

NOT VOTING—15
Bonamici Huizenga (MI) Smith (WA)
Castro (TX) Lieu, Ted Wasserman
Cohen Moore Schultz
Fincher Pallone Westmoreland
Herrera Beutler Pocan
Hudson Reed
O 1605
Messrs. GOHMERT and

HUELSKAMP changed their vote from
““aye’ to ‘“no.”

Messrs. KATKO, McNERNEY, and
DOGGETT changed their vote from
“no” to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 240, noes 176,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 72]

AYES—240
Abraham Griffith Pearce
Aderholt Grothman Perry
Allen Guinta Pittenger
Amash Guthrie Pitts
Amodei Hanna Poe (TX)
Ashford Hardy Poliquin
Babin Harper Pompeo
Barletta Harris Posey
Barr Hartzler Price, Tom
Barton Heck (NV) Rateliffe
Benishek Hensarling Reichert
Bilirakis Hice, Jody B. Renacci
Bishop (MI) Hill Ribble
Bishop (UT) Holding Rice (SO)
Black Huelskamp Rigell
Blackburn Hultgren Roby
Blum Hunter Roe (TN)
Bost Hurd (TX) R
ogers (AL)

Boustany Hurt (VA)

Rogers (KY)
Brady (TX) Issa Rohrabacher
Bridenstine Jenkins (KS) X

Rokita

Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)

Adams
Aguilar
Bass

Beatty
Becerra
Bera

Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer

Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
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)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
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Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)

Brown (FL)

Brownley (CA)

Bustos

Butterfield

Capps

Capuano

Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
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
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

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

Zinke

Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
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Clay Huffman Perlmutter
Cleaver Israel Peters
Clyburn Jackson Lee Peterson
Connolly Jeffries Pingree
Conyers Johnson (GA) Polis
Cooper Johnson, E. B. Price (NC)
Costa Kaptur Quigley
Courtney Keating Rangel
Crowley Kelly (IL) Rice (NY)
Cuellal_" Kgnnedy Richmond
Cummings Kildee Roybal-Allard
Davis (CA) Kilmer Ruiz
Davis,'Danny K@nd ) Ruppersberger
DeFazio Kirkpatrick Rush
P Kwm manom
DeLauro Larsen (WA) Sa{}chez, Linda
DelBene Larson (CT) San.chez Loretta
DeSaulnier Lawrence i
Sarbanes

Deutch Lee Schakowsky
Dingell Levin Sohiff
Doggett Lewis
Doyle, Michael ~ Lipinski Schrader

F. Loebsack Scott (VA),
Duckworth Lofgren Scott, David
Edwards Lowenthal Serrano
Ellison Lowey Sewell (AL)
Engel Lujan Grisham Sherman
Eshoo (NM) Sires
Esty Lujan, Ben Ray Slagghter
Farr (NM) Speier
Fattah Lynch Swalwell (CA)
Foster Maloney, Takai
Frankel (FL) Carolyn Takano
Fudge Maloney, Sean Thompson (CA)
Gabbard Matsui Tpompson (MS)
Gallego McCollum Titus
Garamendi McDermott Tonko
Graham McGovern Torres
Grayson McNerney Tsongas
Green, Al Meeks Van Hollen
Green, Gene Meng Vargas
Grijalva Moulton Veasey
Gutiérrez Murphy (FL) Vela
Hahn Nadler Velazquez
Hastings Napolitano Visclosky
Heck (WA) Neal Walz
Higgins Nolan Waters, Maxine
Himes Norcross Watson Coleman
Hinojosa O’Rourke Welch
Honda Payne Wilson (FL)
Hoyer Pelosi Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—17

Bonamici Hudson Pocan
Brat Huizenga (MI) Reed
Castro (TX) Lieu, Ted Smith (WA)
Cohen Moore Wasserman
Fincher Pallone Schultz
Herrera Beutler  Pascrell Westmoreland

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.

Mr.
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from ‘“‘no” to ‘“‘aye.”
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
Stated for:
Mr. BRAT. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 72, |

was

unavoidably detained. Had |

BUCHANAN changed his vote

been

present, | would have voted “yes.”
Stated against:
Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, during the roll-
call vote No. 72 on the Duffy Amendment, |

was

unavoidably detained. Had |

been

present, | would have voted “no.”
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA
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RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 171, noes 245,
not voting 17, as follows:

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

[Roll No. 73]

AYES—171

Adams Gabbard Moulton
Aguilar Gallego Murphy (FL)
Ashford Garamendi Nadler
Bass Graham Napolitano
Beatty Grayson Neal
Becerra Green, Al Nolan
Bera Green, Gene Norcross
Beyer Grijalva O’Rourke
Bishop (GA) Gutiérrez Pascrell
Blumenauer Hahn Payne
Boyle, Brendan Hastings Pelosi

F. Heck (WA) Peters
Brady (PA) Higgins Pingree
Brown (FL) Himes Polis
Brownley (CA) Hinojosa Price (NC)
Bustos Honda Quigley
Butterfield Hoyer Rangel
Capps Huffman Rice (NY)
Capuano Israel Richmond
Cardenas Jackson Lee Roybal-Allard
Carney Jeffries Ruiz
Cartwright Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Castor (FL) Johnson, E. B. Rush
Chu, Judy Kaptur Ryan (OH)
Cicilline Keating Sanchez, Linda
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) T.
Clarke (NY) Kennedy Sanchez, Loretta
Clay Kildee Sarbanes
Cleaver Kilmer Schiff
Clyburn Kind Scott (VA)
Connolly Kirkpatrick Scott, David
Conyers Kuster Serrano
Courtney Langevin Sewell (AL)
Crowley Larsen (WA) Sherman
Cuellar Larson (CT) Sinema
Cummings Lawrence Sires
Davis (CA) Lee Slaughter
DeFazio Levin Speier
DeGette Lewis Swalwell (CA)
Delaney Lipinski Takai
DeLauro Loebsack Takano
DelBene Lofgren Thompson (CA)
DeSaulnier Lowenthal Thompson (MS)
Deutch Lowey Titus
Dingell Lujan Grisham Tonko
Doggett (NM) Torres
Doyle, Michael Lujan, Ben Ray  Tsongas

F. (NM) Van Hollen
Duckworth Lynch Vargas
Edwards Maloney, Veasey
Ellison Carolyn Vela
Engel Maloney, Sean Velazquez
Eshoo Matsui Visclosky
Esty McCollum Walz
Farr McDermott Waters, Maxine
Fattah McGovern Watson Coleman
Foster McNerney Welch
Frankel (FL) Meeks Wilson (FL)
Fudge Meng Yarmuth

NOES—245

Abraham Buchanan Crawford
Aderholt Buck Crenshaw
Allen Bucshon Culberson
Amash Burgess Curbelo (FL)
Amodei Byrne Dayvis, Rodney
Babin Calvert Denham
Barletta Carson (IN) Dent
Barr Carter (GA) DeSantis
Barton Carter (TX) DesJarlais
Benishek Chabot Diaz-Balart
Bilirakis Chaffetz Dold
Bishop (MI) Clawson (FL) Donovan
Bishop (UT) Coffman Duffy
Black Cole Duncan (SC)
Blackburn Collins (GA) Duncan (TN)
Blum Collins (NY) Ellmers (NC)
Bost Comstock Emmer (MN)
Boustany Conaway Farenthold
Brady (TX) Cook Fitzpatrick
Brat Cooper Fleischmann
Bridenstine Costa Fleming
Brooks (AL) Costello (PA) Flores
Brooks (IN) Cramer Forbes
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Fortenberry Loudermilk Rokita
Foxx Love Rooney (FL)
Franks (AZ) Lucas Ros-Lehtinen
Frelinghuysen Luetkemeyer Roskam
Garrett Lummis Ross
Gibbs MacArthur Rothfus
Gibson Marchant Rouzer
Gohmert Marino Royce
Goodlatte Massie Russell
Gosar McCarthy Salmon
Gowdy McCaul Sanford
Granger MecClintock Scalise
Graves (GA) McHenry Schrader
Graves (LA) McKinley Schweikert
Graves (MO) McMorris Scott, Austin
Griffith Rodgers Sensenbrenner
Grothman McSally Sessions
Guinta Meadows Shimkus
Guthrie Meehan Shuster
Hanna Messer Simpson
Hardy Mica Smith (MO)
Harper Miller (FL) Smith (NE)
Harris Miller (MI) Smith (NJ)
Hartzler Moolenaar Smith (TX)
Heck (NV) Mooney (WV) Stefanik
Hensarling Mullin Stewart
Hice, Jody B. Mulvaney Stivers
Hill Murphy (PA) Stutzman
Holding Neugebauer Thompson (PA)
Huelskamp Newhouse Thornberry
Hultgren Noem Tiberi
Hunter Nugent Tipton
Hurd (TX) Nunes Trott
Hurt (VA) Olson Turner
Issa Palazzo Upton
Jenkins (KS) Palmer Valadao
Jenkins (WV) Paulsen Wagner
Johnson (OH) Pearce Walberg
Johnson, Sam Perlmutter Walden
Jolly Perry Walker
Jones Peterson Walorski
Jordan Pittenger Walters, Mimi
Joyce Pitts Weber (TX)
Katko Poe (TX) Webster (FL)
Kelly (MS) Poliquin Wenstrup
Kelly (PA) Pompeo Westerman
King (IA) Posey Whitfield
King (NY) Price, Tom Williams
Kinzinger (IL) Ratcliffe Wilson (SC)
Kline Reichert Wittman
Knight Renacci Womack
Labrador Ribble Woodall
LaHood Rice (SC) Yoder
LaMalfa Rigell Yoho
Lamborn Roby Young (AK)
Lance Roe (TN) Young (IA)
Latta Rogers (AL) Young (IN)
LoBiondo Rogers (KY) Zeldin
Long Rohrabacher Zinke

NOT VOTING—17
Bonamici Hudson Reed
Castro (TX) Huizenga (MI) Schakowsky
Cohen Lieu, Ted Smith (WA)
Davis, Danny Moore Wasserman
Fincher Pallone Schultz
Herrera Beutler Pocan Westmoreland

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting Chair (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.

O 1613

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 190, noes 227,

not voting 16, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Dent
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel (FL)

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan

[Roll No. 74]
AYES—190

Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gibson
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanna
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jolly
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Miller (MI)

NOES—227

Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Denham
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Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Upton
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes

Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
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Granger Massie Ross
Graves (GA) McCarthy Rothfus
Graves (LA) McCaul Rouzer
Graves (MO) McClintock Royce
Griffith McHenry Russell
Grothman McKinley Salmon
Guinta McMorris Sanford
Guthrie Rodgers Scalise
Hardy McSally Schweikert
Harper Meadows Scott, Austin
Harris Meehan Sensenbrenner
Hartzler Messer Sessions
Heck (NV) Mica Shimkus
Hensarling Miller (FL) Shuster
Hice, Jody B. Moolenaar Simpson
Hill Mooney (WV) Smith (MO)
Holding Mullin Smith (NE)
Huelskamp Mulvaney Smith (NJ)
Hultgren Murphy (PA) Smith (TX)
Hunter Neugebauer Stefanik
Hurd (TX) Newhouse Stewart
Hurt (VA) Noem Stivers
Issa Nugent Stutzman
Jenkins (KS) Nunes Thompson (PA)
Jenkins (WV) Olson Thornberry
Johnson (OH) Palazzo Tiberi
Johnson, Sam Palmer Tipton
Jordan Paulsen Trott
Joyce Pearce Turner
Katko Perry Wagner
Kelly (MS) Pittenger Walberg
Kelly (PA) Pitts Walden
King (IA) Poe (TX) Walker
King (NY) Poliquin Walorski
Kinzinger (IL) Pompeo Walters, Mimi
Kline Posey Weber (TX)
Knight Price, Tom Webster (FL)
Labrador Ratcliffe Wenstrup
LaHood Reichert Westerman
LaMalfa Renacci Whitfield
Lamborn Ribble Williams
Lance Rice (S0) Wilson (SC)
Latta Rigell Wittman
Long Roby Womack
Loudermilk Roe (TN) Woodall
Love Rogers (AL) Yoder
Lucas Rogers (KY) Yoho
Luetkemeyer Rohrabacher Young (AK)
Lummis Rokita Young (TA)
MacArthur Rooney (FL) Young (IN)
Marchant Ros-Lehtinen Zeldin
Marino Roskam Zinke

NOT VOTING—16
Bonamici Huizenga (MI) Smith (WA)
Castro (TX) Lieu, Ted Valadao
Cohen Moore Wasserman
Fincher Pallone Schultz
Herrera Beutler ~ Pocan Westmoreland
Hudson Reed

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting Chair (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.

O 1618

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois
changed his vote from ‘“‘no’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The Acting CHAIR. There being no
further amendments, under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. CAR-
TER of Georgia) having assumed the
chair, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia,
Acting Chair of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H.R.
3442) to provide further means of ac-
countability of the United States debt
and promote fiscal responsibility, and,
pursuant to House Resolution 609, he
reported the bill back to the House
with sundry amendments adopted in
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.
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Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole?

If not, the Chair will put them en
gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 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. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.

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

Mr. DOGGETT. I am.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Doggett moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 3442 to the Committee on Ways and
Means with instructions to report the same
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendments:

Page 4, strike line 22 and all that follows
through line 25 and insert the following:

‘(C) an analysis of the following:

‘(i) Long-term revenue lost from tax
avoidance and evasion resulting from tax
loopholes exploited by businesses, including
corporate inversions, base erosion, unlimited
deferral of foreign earnings, and loopholes
that encourage the offshoring of jobs and
profits.

‘(ii) Long-term revenue lost from tax
avoidance and evasion resulting from tax
loopholes abused by the wealthy, including
carried interest, estate tax rules, capital
gains rates, and deductions and exemptions
that widen income and wealth inequality
among individuals.

‘‘(iii) Long-term revenue lost due to unfair
policies in the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
including those specified in paragraphs (1)
and (2), which contribute to growing tax
avoidance and evasion by American busi-
nesses and individuals who are increasingly
more discouraged by corporations and
wealthy individuals not being required to
pay their fair share of taxes.

‘(iv) ) Long-term revenue lost due to un-
fair policies in the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 which harm middle-class workers and
families and the long-term revenue effect of
a shrinking middle class.”.

Page 5, line 16, strike ‘‘information, includ-
ing” and all that follows through line 2 on
page 6 and insert ‘‘information.”’.

Mr. MARCHANT (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, to ad-
dress a problem that has impacted our
country for generations, some of our
problem-solving colleagues have de-
vised a surefire remedy. They are de-
manding another government report.
Instead of actually voting to prevent
more debt when they had the oppor-
tunity, they want a report.

Approval of this motion will not kill
the report, it will not kill the bill, nor
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will it send it back to committee.
Rather, the bill will immediately pro-
ceed to final passage, as amended, but
it will be a more complete report that
more completely describes the problem
with which we are dealing.

Some of my Republican colleagues
have a near insatiable desire for tax
cuts that don’t pay for themselves.
They don’t mind borrowing from for-
eign sources to provide more tax pref-
erences to Wall Street or the privileged
few. This motion would simply expose
the cost of this false ideology. It would
add a requirement that the public just
find out how much these special-inter-
est tax loopholes cost.

Specifically, this report would be ex-
panded to include inversions. These are
schemes by which some multinational
corporations are renouncing their
American charter, their American citi-
zenship, in order to dodge taxes, while
continuing to remain in America and
claim the benefits of being American,
paid for by their business competitors
and other taxpayers. We have had a re-
cent string of these inversions, which
are really perversions of our Tax Code
by those who refuse to pay their fair
share of the cost of national security
and other vital services.

American corporation Johnson Con-
trols, for example, has announced its
intent to merge with Tyco. Tyco was
once an American citizen, before it be-
came a citizen of Bermuda, before it
switched to become a citizen of Ire-
land—all the while being managed in
New Jersey. And Pfizer, the largest
pharmaceutical company, is seeking
the luck of the Irish—the Irish taxes,
that is—but it certainly refuses to
charge Americans lower, more reason-
able Irish pharmaceutical costs.

These are the same companies that
are insulted by the notion that they
ought to pay a higher rate on their
earnings than the people who clean up
the boardroom at night.

The Republican chairman of a Hous-
ton o0il services company wrote me a
long time ago rejecting this notion as
unfair and unpatriotic.

He said:

We are proud of our country, and we
are willing to pay U.S. taxes to receive
the wonderful benefits of U.S. citizen-
ship. My strongly held view is that if
companies want to be headquartered in
some tax haven, then the management
should give up their U.S. citizenship
and move there.

I agree. But that is not what hap-
pens. With our current tax loopholes,
they don’t have to move much more
than a mailbox and few staff members.

Since the U.S. Supreme Court thinks
that corporations are people for many
other purposes, I agree with former
Secretary Hillary Clinton’s proposal to
treat these charter-changing corpora-
tions as individuals like the super rich
individuals who turn in passports and
leave America. Apply an exit tax to
previous profits that these corpora-
tions want to take out of the country.

There is much more that the Treas-
ury Department can and should do
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now, since what it has done so far
under existing legal authority has not
accomplished very much.

Today, let’s just get a report about
it, about a giant rip-off of America.
Corporations which are shipping their
jobs and profits overseas while paying
their lobbyists and their chief execu-
tive officers more than they pay the
United States Treasury in taxes in any
given year have made a pretty good in-
vestment for themselves, but it is not
too great for the rest of us. They could
not do it without enablers in this Con-
gress.

American companies who stay in
America and contribute to building
American manufacturing in America
deserve to have a level playing field.
They help keep us secure at home and
abroad, and they deserve to be treated
fairly. In order to create more oppor-
tunity for all, we need more responsi-
bility from all. Let’s at least get a re-
port about it.

That is all that this motion to re-
commit does is to ask for a report to go
along with the report that they are
seeking from the Treasury Department
to tell us what is happening, how our
middle class—our working Americans—
are having to pay more because some
others won’t pay their fair share.

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition to the motion to recom-
mit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, 1
strongly urge the House to reject this
motion to recommit and adopt the
Debt Management and Fiscal Responsi-
bility Act. It is a commonsense solu-
tion to Washington’s debt-crisis men-
tality.

H.R. 3442 creates a process to bring
transparency, responsibility, and con-
sistency to the debt management proc-
ess. Regardless of whether a person
supports raising the debt ceiling or
not, everyone should support a process
that gives us more information to
make an educated decision.
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The Debt Management and Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act requires the adminis-
tration to report on the state of the na-
tional debt before the debt ceiling is
reached. It also requires the adminis-
tration to make recommendations and
report information about how to re-
duce the debt and how America can
meet its future obligations.

This accountability will give Con-
gress the information it needs when
considering the debt limit. All of this
information will be made public online.

H.R. 3442 is a strong first step to
move government away from its cur-
rent crisis approach and changes the
focus into coming up with solutions for
our debt problem. I am a firm believer
in H.R. 3442.

I urge all Members to reject this mo-
tion to recommit, and support the leg-
islation.
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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.

RECORDED VOTE

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

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 5-minute vote on the motion to re-
commit will be followed by 5-minute
votes on passage of H.R. 3442, if or-
dered; ordering the previous question
on House Resolution 611; and adoption
of the House Resolution 611, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 179, noes 238,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 75]

AYES—179

Adams Fudge Murphy (FL)
Aguilar Gabbard Nadler
Ashford Gallego Napolitano
Bass Garamendi Neal
Beatty Graham Nolan
Becerra Grayson Noreross
Bera Green, Al O’Rourke
Beyer Green, Gene Pascrell
Bishop (GA) Grijalva Payne
Blumenauer Gutierrez Pelosi
Boyle, Brendan Hahq Perlmutter

F. Hastings Peters
Brady (PA) Hﬁ'ack' (WA) Peterson
Brown (FL) H%gglns Pingree
Brownley (CA) Himes Polis
Bustos Hinojosa ;
Butterfield Honda gflli(;e(;\jc)
Capps Hoyer Rangel
Capuano Huffman Ric eb (NY)
Cardenas Israel Richmond
Carney Jackson Lee Roybal-Allard
Carson (IN) Jeffries Ruiz
Cartwright Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Castor (FL) Johnson, E. B. Rush
Chu, Judy Jones R

A yan (OH)
Cicilline Kaptur Sénchez. Linda
Clark (MA) Keating T ’
giigke (NY) %Zillge(dl;) Sanchez, Loretta
Cleaver Kildee Sarbanes
Clyburn Kilmer SCh?‘kOWSKY
Connolly Kind Schiff
Conyers Kirkpatrick Scott (VA)A
Cooper Kuster Scott, David
Costa Langevin Serrano
Courtney Larsen (WA) Sewell (AL)
Crowley Larson (CT) Sherman
Cuellar Lawrence Sinema
Cummings Lee Sires
Davis (CA) Levin Slaughter
Davis, Danny Lewis Speier
DeFazio Lipinski Swalwell (CA)
DeGette Loebsack Takai
Delaney Lofgren Takano
DeLauro Lowenthal Thompson (CA)
DelBene Lowey Thompson (MS)
DeSaulnier Lujan Grisham Titus
Deutch (NM) Tonko
Dingell Lujan, Ben Ray ~ Torres
Doggett (NM) Tsongas
Doyle, Michael ~ Lynch Van Hollen

F. Maloney, Vargas
Duckworth Carolyn Veasey
Edwards Maloney, Sean Vela
Ellison Matsui Velazquez
Engel McCollum Visclosky
Eshoo McDermott Walz
Esty McGovern Waters, Maxine
Farr McNerney Watson Coleman
Fattah Meeks Welch
Foster Meng Wilson (FL)
Frankel (FL) Moulton Yarmuth

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr

Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)

Bonamici
Castro (TX)
Cohen

Fincher
Herrera Beutler
Hudson

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.

Mr. POMPEO changed his vote from

NOES—238

Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Huelskamp
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
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
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Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts

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

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schrader
Schweikert
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
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

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

NOT VOTING—16

Huizenga (MI)
Lieu, Ted
Moore
Pallone
Pocan

Reed
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“aye’ to “no.”

Roskam
Smith (WA)
Wasserman
Schultz
Westmoreland
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

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

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. DOGGETT. 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 267, noes 151,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 76]

AYES—267
Abraham Esty Love
Aderholt Farenthold Lucas
Aguilar Fitzpatrick Luetkemeyer
Allen Fleischmann Lummis
Amash Fleming MacArthur
Amodei Flores Marchant
Ashford Forbes Marino
Babin Fortenberry Massie
Barletta Foxx McCarthy
Barr Franks (AZ) McCaul
Barton Frelinghuysen MecClintock
Benishek Garamendi McHenry
Bera Garrett McKinley
Bilirakis Gibbs McMorris
Bishop (GA) Gibson Rodgers
Bishop (MI) Gohmert McSally
Bishop (UT) Goodlatte Meadows
Black Gosar Meehan
Blackburn Gowdy Messer
Blum Graham Mica
Blumenauer Granger Miller (FL)
Bost Graves (GA) Miller (MI)
Boustany Graves (LA) Moolenaar
Brady (TX) Graves (MO) Mooney (WV)
Brat Griffith Mullin
Bridenstine Grothman Mulvaney
Brooks (AL) Guinta Murphy (PA)
Brooks (IN) Guthrie Neugebauer
Brownley (CA) Hanna Newhouse
Buchanan Hardy Noem
Buck Harper Nugent
Bucshon Harris Nunes
Burgess Hartzler O’Rourke
Bustos Heck (NV) Olson
Byrne Hensarling Palazzo
Calvert Hice, Jody B. Palmer
Carney Hill Paulsen
Carter (GA) Himes Pearce
Carter (TX) Holding Perry
Chabot Huelskamp Peters
Chaffetz Hultgren Peterson
Clawson (FL) Hunter Pittenger
Coffman Hurd (TX) Pitts
Cole Hurt (VA) Poe (TX)
Collins (GA) Issa Poliquin
Collins (NY) Jenkins (KS) Pompeo
Comstock Jenkins (WV) Posey
Conaway Johnson (OH) Price, Tom
Cook Johnson, Sam Ratcliffe
Cooper Jolly Reichert
Costa Jones Renacci
Costello (PA) Jordan Ribble
Cramer Joyce Rice (SC)
Crawford Katko Rigell
Crenshaw Kelly (MS) Roby
Cuellar Kelly (PA) Roe (TN)
Culberson Kind Rogers (AL)
Curbelo (FL) King (IA) Rogers (KY)
Davis, Rodney King (NY) Rohrabacher
Delaney Kinzinger (IL) Rokita
Denham Kline Rooney (FL)
Dent Knight Ros-Lehtinen
DeSantis Kuster Roskam
DesJarlais Labrador Ross
Diaz-Balart LaHood Rothfus
Dold LaMalfa Rouzer
Donovan Lamborn Royce
Duckworth Lance Ruiz
Duffy Latta Russell
Duncan (SC) Lipinski Salmon
Duncan (TN) LoBiondo Sanford
Ellmers (NC) Long Scalise
Emmer (MN) Loudermilk Schrader
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Schweikert Thornberry Wenstrup
Scott, Austin Tiberi Westerman
Sensenbrenner Tipton Whitfield
Sessions Torres Williams
Shimkus Trott Wilson (SC)
Sl}uster Turner Wittman
Simpson Upton Womack
inema aladao

Smith (MO) Vela g’o"dan

X oder
Smith (NE) Wagner Yoho
Smith (NJ) Walberg
Smith (TX) Walden Young (AK)
Stefanik Walker Young (IA)
Stewart Walorski Young (IN)
Stivers Walters, Mimi ~ Zeldin
Stutzman Weber (TX) Zinke
Thompson (PA) Webster (FL)

NOES—151

Adams Green, Gene Neal
Bass Grijalva Nolan
Beatty Gutiérrez Norcross
Becerra Hahn Pascrell
Beyer Hastings Payne
Boyle, Brendan Heck (WA) Pelosi

F. Higgins Perlmutter
Brady (PA) Hinojosa Pingree
Brown (FL) Honda Polis
Butterfield Hoyer Price (NC)
Capps Huffman R

Quigley
Capuano Israel Raneel

p ge.
Cardenas Jackson Lee R
Carson (IN) Jeffries Rice (NY)

. Richmond
Cartwright Johnson (GA)
Castor (FL) Johnson, E. B. Roybal-Allard
Chu, Judy Kaptur Ruppersberger
Cicilline Keating Rush
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) Ryan (OH)
Clarke (NY) Kennedy Sanchez, Linda
Clay Kildee T.
Cleaver Kilmer Sanchez, Loretta
Clyburn Kirkpatrick Sarbanes
Connolly Langevin Schakowsky
Conyers Larsen (WA) Schiff
Courtney Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Crowley Lawrence Scott, David
Cummings Lee Serrano
Davis (CA) Levin Sewell (AL)
Davis, Danny Lewis Sherman
DeFazio Loebsack Sires
DeGette Lofgren Slaughter
DeLauro Lowenthal Speier
DelBene Lowey Swalwell (CA)
ggﬁggﬁmer ng\?lr\/l[ )Gmsham Takai

N iz Takano
Dingell Lujan, Ben Ray Thompson (CA)
Doggett (NM) Thompson (MS)
Doyle, Michael Lynch .

F. Maloney, Titus
Edwards Carolyn Tonko
Ellison Maloney, Sean Tsongas
Engel Matsui Van Hollen
Eshoo McCollum Vargas
Farr McDermott Veasey
Fattah McGovern Velazquez
Foster McNerney Visclosky
Frankel (FL) Meeks Walz
Fudge Meng Waters, Maxine
Gabbard Moulton Watson Coleman
Gallego Murphy (FL) Welch
Grayson Nadler Wilson (FL)
Green, Al Napolitano Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—15
Bonamici Huizenga (MI) Smith (WA)
Castro (TX) Lieu, Ted Wasserman
Cohen Moore Schultz
Fincher Pallone Westmoreland
Herrera Beutler ~ Pocan
Hudson Reed

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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Mr. DOGGETT changed his vote from
“aye’ to ‘“no.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2017, COMMON SENSE NU-
TRITION DISCLOSURE ACT OF
2015, AND PROVIDING FOR PRO-
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD
FROM FEBRUARY 15, 2016,
THROUGH FEBRUARY 22, 2016

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 611) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2017) to
amend the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act to improve and clarify
certain disclosure requirements for res-
taurants and similar retail food estab-
lishments, and to amend the authority
to bring proceedings under section
403A, and providing for proceedings
during the period from February 15,
2016, through February 22, 2016, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

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

This is a b-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays
178, not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 77]
YEAS—237

Abraham Duncan (TN) Kline
Aderholt Ellmers (NC) Knight
Allen Emmer (MN) Labrador
Amash Farenthold LaHood
Amodei Fitzpatrick LaMalfa
Babin Fleischmann Lamborn
Barletta Fleming Lance

Barr Flores Latta
Barton Forbes LoBiondo
Benishek Foxx Long
Bilirakis Franks (AZ) Loudermilk
Bishop (MI) Frelinghuysen Love
Bishop (UT) Garrett Lucas
Black Gibbs Luetkemeyer
Blackburn Gibson Lummis
Blum Gohmert MacArthur
Bost Goodlatte Marchant
Boustany Gosar Marino
Brady (TX) Gowdy Massie
Brat Granger McCarthy
Bridenstine Graves (GA) McCaul
Brooks (AL) Graves (LA) McClintock
Brooks (IN) Graves (MO) McHenry
Buck Griffith McKinley
Bucshon Grothman McMorris
Burgess Guinta Rodgers
Byrne Guthrie McSally
Calvert Hanna Meadows
Carter (GA) Hardy Meehan
Carter (TX) Harper Messer
Chabot Harris Mica
Chaffetz Hartzler Miller (FL)
Clawson (FL) Heck (NV) Miller (MI)
Coffman Hensarling Moolenaar
Cole Hice, Jody B. Mooney (WV)
Collins (GA) Hill Mullin
Collins (NY) Holding Mulvaney
Comstock Huelskamp Murphy (PA)
Conaway Hultgren Neugebauer
Cook Hunter Newhouse
Costello (PA) Hurd (TX) Noem
Cramer Hurt (VA) Nugent
Crawford Issa Nunes
Crenshaw Jenkins (KS) Olson
Culberson Jenkins (WV) Palazzo
Curbelo (FL) Johnson (OH) Palmer
Dayvis, Rodney Johnson, Sam Paulsen
Denham Jolly Pearce
Dent Jones Perry
DeSantis Jordan Peterson
DesJarlais Katko Pittenger
Diaz-Balart Kelly (MS) Pitts

Dold Kelly (PA) Poe (TX)
Donovan King (IA) Poliquin
Duffy King (NY) Pompeo
Duncan (SC) Kinzinger (IL) Posey
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Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
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
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)

Bonamici
Buchanan
Castro (TX)
Cohen

Fincher
Fortenberry
Herrera Beutler

Schweikert
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

NAYS—178

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
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moulton
Murphy (FL)

Hudson
Huizenga (MI)
Joyce

Lieu, Ted
Moore
Pallone
Pocan

H749

Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Nadler

Napolitano

Neal

Nolan

Norcross

O’Rourke

Pascrell

Payne

Pelosi

Perlmutter

Peters

Pingree

Polis

Price (NC)

Quigley

Rangel

Rice (NY)

Richmond

Roybal-Allard

Ruiz

Ruppersberger

Rush

Ryan (OH)

Sanchez, Linda
T.

Sanchez, Loretta

Sarbanes

Schakowsky

Schiff

Schrader

Scott (VA)

Scott, David

Serrano

Sewell (AL)

Sherman

Sinema

Sires

Slaughter

Speier

Swalwell (CA)

Takai

Takano

Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Titus

Tonko

Torres

Tsongas

Van Hollen

Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez

Visclosky

Walz

Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman

Welch

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—18

Reed

Smith (WA)

Wasserman
Schultz

Westmoreland
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